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Ltiff with reference to the cos up to the trial. He
k an order to the contrary.
i once the order of -the Divisional Court lias issued, the
it la tee late. The Court is funetus. The order issued
with the judgrnent pronouneed, and it is of no0 avail,
st that the Court, if asked, miglit have otherwise or-
lort Elgin Public, School Board v. Eby, 17 P.R. 58.
c it may be unfair that a defendant ghould bo made to
-e costs of an unsuccessful appeal hocause the action
roperly brought in the higher Court, it would, be quite
r that lie should have tlie riglit tQappeal, and, no matter
eless and improvident the appeal, cast the greater part
s upon his opponient. The Court could well deal witli

er so as to avoid injustice, but auy arbitrary rule would
uni air.

B refused, with costs fixed at $10.

,AND, J.MÂRCH 18TH, 1911.
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suraiice-Goods on Described Premises-Trans fer to
ýr Premises-Re-trans fer to Original Premises-Assent
-Want of Aid kority of (lerk of Former Agent-Ratifi-
on ai ter Fire-Mstake of Fact.,

)n upon a policy ofý ingurance against fire in respect
à of tohacco eontained. in a building hi Quiney, Florida,
d by fire on the 19tli -March, 1909. The policy wasý
1 the city of New York, for -the defendans, by Dickson
insurance agents, who were acting under an oral ar-
nt witli the defendants, and were in blie'habit of iilling
iusuing the policies. Tliey had been supplied. with a

ita.mp fac*dmile of theý signature of the president of the
cet, for use as required. The poliey was dated the lst
ver, 1908. In October, the plainifsi applied for per-
te transfer the poliey so -as te cover siniilar property
,d in another building (the Owl Commercial Company
~in Quincy, and a form of consent to a transfer, flot
te the policy, 'was issued to the plaintiffs by the New

ents, and the signature of the president was put on with
)er stamp. This was intended te be put, on the baek of
ev bv wav of indorsement. This transfer did not corne


