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to let the pohoy drop, but that it was to bo kopt on foot ^'^^for the henoSt of M.afman and Z,-„,.„ „ HZ.Tt "V"

irgiodstr "
"''°'° "" ""* '"'""
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Tl" subject of insurance mu3t bo properly Jccribed

»argo
. trowley v. CwAew (a).

It i3 a matter of fact whether on the transfer of pro-perty ..e pohcy has also been transferre.1, for a policydoes no, pass wuh the property fro. vond;r to v '.
^'

by the mere fact of sale : PooU v. Ada,n<, (6). ^^
.3 the unpaid vendor entitled to the benefit of a policy
eflFected by the vendee : Neale v. Reid {c).

^

I ani not sure this action would ha e failed even if Zm-
fo» had not had an insurable interest, because it appearsm the declaration that all parties intended to keep alive .ua.«e„.
toe policy for the protection of the ,,.ods covered l.v itand an interest does appear to be plainly in so.ne :.ne'
either la Zm^.n or in MoMillan, and in uhiel. of them'
unle*B the policy make it imperatively necessary that the'
precise interest and the persoh in whom that interest isvested should appear, is not I think of any consequence.

Tb.er„leofTrinityTerm,1856,No.9,
provides that the

interest of the assured may be averred thus : '* That A.

:,; , \ \
'^''>'°'°' °' '•' °^ '•''""' ^^'•^ o"- ^«s inter-

ested, &c.,] an. it may also be averred that the insurance
was made for the use and benefit and on the acco : fthe person so interested."

The definition of an insurable interest may perhaps

(o)8B. &Ad.478.

(c) I B. & C. 667,

(4; 12 W. r". C83.


