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was dismissed, but without costs as to these two defendants, there being j

circumnstances) which might, unexplained, appear to be suspicious.
The other defendants, two pecuniary legatees under the attacked 'vill,

and a religious society ro whom ]and was devised by it, submitted their
rights to the Court, but appeared by counsel at the trial, and joined in
resisting the plaintiffs' dlaim.

JIeld, that these defendants were in the position of "interveners"
under the English procedure, and were flot entit]ed to costs out of the M
estate.

Bedd, also, that they werE not entitled to cogts against th plaintiffs.
Semble, that they would be entitled to compensation in the administra-

tion of the estate. 
È

Watsoti, Q.C., and W. D). Swayze, for plaintiff's. E. F. B. jo/msion, U
Q.C., Kirwan Martin and ilf. S. kierrer, for the various defendants.

Rose, J EVANS V. CHANDLER. LMaY 7. S i
Cosi-Scale of-Jirisiction of Comniy Coti/s--A seertitiniietit of amoin t

-Prc-e af gooa's sala'.
In an action for the price of goods sold, in which the plainitiff

recovered $290, it was conteride(l that that amnount was ascertained bv the
act of the parties, and therefore within the jurisdiction of the C'ut
Courts, because the goods were sold according to a price list agreed to. and
thf refore the amount was ascertainable hy a simple computation.

Hed flot so. Thompson v. Pearson, 18 P.R. azo, distinguished.
IV R. Sniylhe, for plaintiff. D. E. Dioluson, Q. C., for defendants.

KRose, .1.] lay 9
PIGOTT v. ENiPl.OYERs' LIABILITV Assu1.-AN-CE CORPORAT ION.

lansurance - Employer's /iabiiti' con/ract - AlI/cta/ion af/cm- exevitioin-
Faregz <opatU-- ocal aetAuhr/vN/c

A local agent of an English insurance cornpany, wvithout authorîry from
any one, upon the request of the assured, and after sorne correspondlenceÈ
%vith the chief agent for the company in Ontario as to other change., %hich
had been refused, to the knowledge of the assured, altered an employeres
liability policy which had been sent to hiîm for delivery to the assured hy
niakinig it coniprehend the worknmen at a place other than those namiied in
t'le policy, and thei, handed it to the assered, who paid him the preini.
l le then sent the premium to the chief agent for Ontario, and zidvised him ;.i4
at the samne time of the alteration made. The power to miake an\. change
ini the policy did not rest in the local agents, nor iii the chief agent for
Ontario, but only in the manager and attorney for Canada, who %vas flot
iiotifieu, of the alteration.
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