
Nfov. le, 1801 No&é' onô EAchang-,!, and Legal Scra5 Book.55

in Beamish v. Beaini-ýh, 9 FI.L.C. 274, it would seem ihat the part of the service
at which the marriage becomes knit is "'after affiance and troth plighted " be-
tween the parties, so that if the niinisteriai pronounicemnent should not happen to
lie given, the rnarriage would be comnplete and binding on the parties al] the
samle. In Blunits "Church Law," however <2nd edit., revised by Sir W. Philli-
mnore, at p. 154), the view is taken that the rnarriage itself is lcgally conipleted by
de claration of the priest.-Law Journal.

INSURABLE INTERES'-LIFIi PO-LIÇY.-TWO cases at Bolton have drawn
attention to the peculiarities of insurance law. The landiord of an hotel in
Bohlton upon taking it over undertook also to take over and keep a man who was
a general hanger-on about the prernises. Subsequently an agent of an insurance
cornpany called upon the landiord and hinted that the hanger-on's life inight be
insured in his coinpany. The landiord assented, the policy was granted, and ail
preîniums regolarly paid. Two years after the hanger-on died. The landiord
riow des% cd to obtain the value of the policy. The company offered [s in settie-
itient, but this wvas refused, and thereupon the landlord instituted proceediugs
against the con-ipany. The mnagistrates held, hoxvever, that lie had no insurable
interest iii the deceased, and, though the company had profited by the premniins
l)aid, they could not lie mnade to pay the arnount of the policy. The coni v
claimed that thev endcavored to conform to the la:but, looking at the fazt
tliat it had received these premiunis, this seems hardly creditable. In anotJber
insurance case tried iu the samne place, wherc a m-an had insured his brother
without: bis knowledge, and the oxecutors sued for the amount of the policy, the),
werc miore successfiil, and the insurance society had to pa -.- Lau'.Jolurlal.

case of In, re Ilay;iha;;i deceased, of which a re.
port wilî lie fouind in another colu!nn (bid. 7iir., vol. xv., P. 41.3), .Sould serve
as a warning to testators, if, indeed, any warning' will ever kcep sonne testators
froni going wvrong. The particular moral in this case is not to use lithographed
fornis of wifl, and, wvhen you intend to benetit children who are not in the strict-
est sense your own, to inake cleur who arc the real objects of vour bounty. It
does not follow that the court will always be able to carry out a testator's wishes
althougli it is quite clear what he really niîeant. In this case a man of thirty-
four rnarried a woinan- of forty-three, who had children. She bore him no chil-
dren, Rnd somne two or thrc vears afrer the marriage he mnade a will ou a litho-
graphed forni lu which Nv'ere the words "niy children." He crossed out the
Ilry - and put Ilour." It %vas clear hie ineant to intimnate that he looked uponi
bis wife's children as being as inuch bis as bers. But the court, acting on Nvell-
est ablished principles, was oblîged to deprive these chitdren. of the benefits in-
tended for theni by their step-father. It is a pity that in so important a matter
as making a will testators will not act or, the principle of a cool and self-pas-
sessed undergraduate wvho wvas in for the L.aw and History School at Oxford,


