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fer the doiendamt en a eoutoelaim, dlfa.titg the amountis te b.
set of pro tanto and the balance ta b. paid to> plaintI with eots.
The action wau baned on R.S.O. 1897, a. 342, a. 18, sub-a. 2, whlcb,
with alight verbal variation. is t-sken frcr 2 V. -& M,,- O*ui. I., e.
5, a. 4. The lImperial, Act says the owner '1shall andi =ay" re.
caver double value. Tii.R.S.O. aimply mays "may."

Hold, 1. Thé pruaing of expletives or superfluous words doos
not ivork a change in the effect of a statute. The PEnglih MdA
Canadian cames expository of the statute before its adoption -i
this province are still binding; and the direction to a jur te
flnd the value of tii. goods, and thon Cive double the value, is StR
correct and applicable where a case in nlot tried by a judge withi-
out a jury.

2. There ia no power under the Judicature Act, a. 57(8), en-
abling the H-igli Court to relieve against this double value on the
ground of its being a penalty or forfeiture. That would be ta
repeal* %eat the legisiature has diatinctly provided for nlot so
much in the way of a penalty, as to afford protection te tenants
against unwarranted seizurea and sales of property te the detri-
ment of the tenant 's rights. Sec Stanley, v. Wharton, 9 Pri., p.
310.

3. The comte provided for are flot in the position Of ordinarY
conte of litigation, but are flxed by the statute itself, and the
diseretionary power given by miles of courts as te conte in flot
exercised in i-egard to conte given by statute: Reen v. G-ibson
(1891) 1 Q.E3.D. 660.

4. The right te recover double value exte4da flot only to the
landiord but te the officiaIs a.nd ba.iliffs engaged in the illegal pro-
ceedings. See Hope v. 'White, 17 C.P. 52, and Potier v. Bradley,
10 Times L.R. 445.

Masten, K.C., and Wad*wortk, fer plaintiff. G. S. Kerr, K.O.,
and Malcins, for defendant.
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WHJTHOR V.CANADiAN GuABDriA Lir6 INcE. Co.

Lite iirao- /uUin pajme-nt of premiums-Days of grae
-Extension by condust-Waiver.

Action by widow of deeeased on a policy of insurance on his
hie. ?olipy wau kubject ta conditions of prcinipt pa;ysent with a
right to one m er'' grace, but void for non-payment unesa
reinstated. It ,vam found. that the defendants by their practice


