
in the County Court under sub-sec. 13 of sec. 23 of I
County Courts Act.

1 arn aise of opinion that the County Court would hi

no jurisdiction by reason of the statement of defence, in pa
grapli 4 ef wbicliA i l alleged that the lands were subject

a, inortgage under which $200 per annum was payable te (
Jane Scealey during lier lite, and that detendant Reece 1:
paid in ail upon the inertgage, $1,600 te, Jane Scealey, a

claimaed te ho subrogated to the riglits of the latter.
and ln paragrapli 10 detendant iPayne allegedl t1at lie v

the houa fide purchaser for value of, the timber bouglit
hlm, with ne notice of plaintifs' adverse dlaim.

I think that tlie effect of tlies detences la te raise

question of titie te au interest in land of a greater value tt

$200, and therefore the action would net be maintainable
a County Court hy virtue of sub-sec. 1 et sec. 22 of the ~A

>Appeal diamissed witi ceats.

IDTNGTON, J. DECEMBFR 12THI, 19

TRIAL.

COLEM.\AN ý'v. ECONOMICAL MUTUAL FLUE INS.(

Pire Imranc-Jnerim Recept-Immateria 'Variation
-Policy - Fi4'or Insurans6 noi Âssented to - Inanra
in Flaintiff's Name-MXotae-Aget-Ratificaton

Action te recever $2,000 upen a policy ef insurance issi

by defendants insuring a lieuse in Toronto against lire.

A. J. Russell Snow, for plaintiff.

William Davidson, for defendants.

IDiN;GToN, J.-P>laiintiff sues iipon a policy ef lire in.

ance dated 1Otli February, 1902, wiceli was issued ln p

suance of au lutorim receipt dated 28th. Tmiuary, 1902, 1

Tiding for an insurauce to the exteut et $2,000, subjeel
the ternis and conditions contained lu the policies of?
comnpany lssued at thie date ef tlie receipt.

The policy sued upoxi, being the ouly eue issued, was

livered te plaintiff about a nmonth later. It dlifera so:

wha~t from the tenu put lu evidence as that nsed on the e

iu quiest.len, but iu ne resepet as te thec condition whioh ra
theissue h8re. I tbinkall tlat can besaid inregard t
cderarture frein the fo~rx thon in use is, that it was an obvi


