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BOUCR V. CAPITA~L BREWING CO.

*Ildozitvatillg iiquors-Recovery of pa.yment for liquor iflkgally
.ýold-Holdiiig license as ti-istee-Liqîuor Licenise Act-

R.S.O. 1897, c. 245, ss. 64 (1), 126.

The defendants, having becorne possessed of the good-will of

a liquor business theretofore carried on by an inkolvent, who was

indebted to them, and of the chattel property and the premises

whereon the said business bail been carried on, sold them to the

plaintif£ for $1,200, it'being agreed that the license shouild be

taken out in the name of the defendants' manager, as was in fact

donc, to be held and controlled b>y him for the purpose of secur-

ing the said purchase money. The defendants also obtaintd a

lease of the premises, and supplied the plaintiff with liquor foi,

bis business, debiting Ilim w the rrnt.
Held, that the plaintiff was entitled to recovet nionies paid

by him to the defendants for liqnor to be su1>pled under s.

126 of the Liquor License Aet. R.S.O. 1897, c. 245, as furnishcdl

in contravention of that Act, and especially of s. 64 (1)

prohibiting sueh sales to unlicensed persons fer the purpose of

the latter re-selling.
The granting of a license to oiie who haq ne interest in the

business, and is not an occupant of the premises in which it iu

earried on, in trust for another w~ho is the true owner of the busi-

ness, and the occupant of the premnises, is not a thing permissiblo
under the Act.

Middleton, for plaintiff. MclDotigail, for defendants.

Meredith, C.J.C.P., Idington. J., M.%agee, J.] [Feb. 11,

DAVIDSON V. WATERLOO MUTUAL FIRE INSURANCE CO.

Fire insurance-O ral application -O wn er-sh ip-LesseeB-Not ice

to agents-Policy diffeinig front applica tion-Statutoril
conditions, 2, 10.

The plaintiffs had an insurable interest as lessees of certain

machinery, and applied te the defendants' agents for insurance.
The state of the titie, the naine of the owners, and the nature of

the plaiutifsz' interests in the machines, were commun icated to

the agents. The agents had authority to accept the ribk, rece' vP

the premiuin and issue an interim receipt on behaif of the
fendants. which they did.
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