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by the accident. The case seemed to depend wholly upon three
questions of fact: (1) Was the existence of that weakuiess a
breach of the plaintiff's warranty that lie was in sound condition
physiually? (2) Was the accident the cause of the plaintiff's
injury 110W existing? (3) Is the injury total dîsability?

The flndings of the trial Judge on these three questions, ln
favour of the plaintiff, could not be dîsturbed; and the appeal
should be dîsmissed.

RiDDELL, J., read a judgment in which lie discussed the evi-
dence and the grounds of defence urged, and referred to some cases.

He agreed with the views of, the trial Judge.

LENNOx, J., in a short written opinion, stated that lie agreed
with the reasons of the trial Judge.

MAsTEN, J., concurred. Apa imu îhcss
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RIDDELL, J., -read a judgment, in which lie said that, in hi
view, there was no need to consider anything except what appeare
in black and white on the face of the documents.

What was insured was "any animal . . . (which) sha
during that period die from auy . . . disease . . . contracte

after the conumencement of the company's liability hereunder
-"that period" being "up to noon on the date of expiry of th


