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wvoff1d infer. Now Lord Jtus-tice Baggality
gui.s oiu to examuinue other parts of the wvi1l,
tuld sh1ows thant bolli tlicse Conditions arve
satisfi±d, but 1 fhnd not.hing iii the present
ease whielu enables iIIQ to s2ty that efthle is
satistieci, and( tliouefore it appears tu) me that
t1w decisioui, wvhich is unuicl more directly in
point thax either of the twvo Linglish cases to
whichi 1 ha.ve referreff, is that of Forrest's
Truistees v. Rae, 12 R. 389. I tlîink 'v otight

to folIov that decision, froum wv1ich I alti
tcutlIy uuliaime tii dli:tilmgtuib1 the present ~c
atid 1 tit therefore of opliion-L that the Lord
Or-diuxary's judguneuit is righit.

The, Lord Presidemît aumd Lord Adains con-
cuirreci.

WENDING-UP--See Comupanies 4.

FRENCHI INSURANCE CASES.

INSURANCE - FiRE - ]SEPRESENTA-
TIONS OF? INSUzrED - riALSITY - FoR.-
FEITUIZE.

Where the insured failed to disclose
his real position in ail application for
insurance, but it wvas proved that lie
had no interest, as regards the rîsk,
iii dissiinulating it, and the company's
agent who took the risk knew of bis
real position.

ITeld, not to vo id the poliey. Viry v.
Cie. d'Assur. Vl Urbaine, Ct. of Appeal,
P-:ris, 1889. Dalloz, 1890. - 2. - 55.

INSUnA.NCE-FIrpE - CONDITIONS 0Fý
POLICY - FoIIýE ITtJRE - NEw lNsuR-
ANCE.

Where a policy contains a clause of
forfeiture on condition that the insured

fails to disclose any new insurance lie
may contract.

Hleld, iot to apply where flic objeet
and the risk covered by the newy in-
surance are different fromn the former.
Vie d'assitr. La Ifittuelle dle -Valence v.
Thébaiul. Ct. of Cassation, France,
1890. Dalloz, 189 0.-l.-356.

INSURA.NCE - POLIcY - PRINTED
CLAUSES - MA&NUSCRIPT CLAUSES -

DIVERGENOY BETWEEN.

Where there is a divergency between
a general printed clause ln a policy
and a particular manuscript clause,
the intention of the parties must be
souglit in the latter. Cie, lInâitstrie
NVational v. Barbero. Ct. of A.ppeal1,
Paris. Dalloz, 1890. - 2. - 192.

THE WRONG TRAIN.

A carious action was heard by Sir
Horatio Lloyd, at Chester. Mr. John
Edward Fox, registrar of the Croy-
don County Court, souglit to receive
damnages froin the London and North
Western ]Railway Comp.tny for mis-
directing. Plaintiff was travelling
froin London to Penimarpool, in Wales,
but at Crewe lie waS put by a railway
officiai in the wrong- train, and found
hiniseif at Warrington. To obviate a

delay of eiglit or teti hours lie took a
special train to Chester, where lie
caughit a couniection, whichi landed
Ili ln at his destination just two and a-
haif baors late. Hie paidl £1 8s. for
the special. IIk* HIonor lield that thie
counpa.ny Ilad been guilty of negligence
but that the cirenunjstances did not
juistify thc euniployaneuît of ýa special
trainl and le grave 31r. Foi judgunent
for twvo guineas and costs.-Laiv T'intes.


