
RE k'ARLEY.

The eertilicate was made payable to thle ceeiary or benie-
ficiaries designated on the certificate, th11 sid imeniber re-
servijng the power of revocation and 'ulýi1tafion of other
beeiiaries in accordance w ith the [ri*o1Hi of the cou-
stitution and laws of the Order."

The assur-ed left but one liavai descendant, die liv ai
John Arthur Farley, who was his grandson; evrlbrothers
aind sisters of the deceased aiso, survived hini, as 111d flic lalim-

arn Mar Lawo FarI 'h lo xvas thle widow ut' î1' h'a'î
ý-on William W. Farley.

By an indorseoment on the certificate, miade in Spebr
1901, the assured deedared that the 'mortuarv be(nefit" >Ihoild
be paid to "HIarold E. Peag-ai, R. S. I)ini1ek, ;and, \\II i;ii
W. Farle-ý y-eecors in trust for legal her"r r i oý
hiniseif "power- of revocation and s;ub slititioti of utiier ben-
fiviies iii aeo wn~iith the provisions of thie e-onitut ion
iind laws of thle O111rdur.

The assured'( subsequently exeeuited an instrument, datèd
Novembfer, 1903, by whiich hie declared, that the îuonevs should
be pid( to Iii daughturý-iîn-law Mary Tjawson Farlelv foi lier
ownVl Rse a benefit.

l'heasue made bis last will and testament,harg
date 5th, Octoher, 1903, whereof hle appointea bis, d1auger

inlwMmrY Lw Farle-Y eurx ani hy if bie assumed
to iso f ther inoneys payab)(leundler the certifleate, or thie
grenter- part (if if, for ber benerfit.

Il. E. Rose, for applicants.

'W. li. Ritddell, K.C., for John Arthur Farley.
A. Floskin, K.C., for Marýy Lawson Farley.

MEFREDral, C.J. :-. . . John Arthur Farley claims
the whiole ftrnd, his contention being that the declaration. la-
doseýd uipon the certifleate had the effeet of Tmaking bum, in
the- eve(nts thaf bave bappened, the sole henefîiiar!y under if,
anid that hein-, as, if i.s said he is, of bc~ th e fre clas,"-
and of one o! the classýes of persons mentioned in sub-sec. 1
of sec. 159 of flie Onitario Insurance Acf, R. S. 0. 1897 ch,
203, the declaration in his favour was an irrevocable one, and
the suibsequient declarations whieh the assured assumed to
make were o! no, effeet.

But for the decided cases to the contrary, I should have
ilhonght thaf there is notbing in sub-sec. 1 o! sec. 15)9 to
prevent the assured from reserving to hîmniseif the rigb1t to
revoke aI declaration which he inakes in faivour o! a hen'-


