
in evidence wnd the tacts stated thereii
record were the answers ta question
the risk in the Quebec Inisuranice Co.
was approved by the head office, and t
acceptance by that conipaty of bis app
froni the lîead office two days after the c
On the argument of the pre5 ---lt appert
tcnded that 'I'. %vas cstopped iny his a
claiinig that there was noa ather insurai
dition, and that the notice required in
Commercial Union distitnguislied the 1
decision mentionied above did tiat govei

I/e/d, that froni the course pursued
estopped could nut 1 revail.

Ik/d, aiso, thit the condition in thi
as that in the Commercial Union poiiry,
the palicy for other insuirancc witîîout
tlîe farier decision o? the Court. Atpp
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''le defendanit oni the intbrnîath(
Miatdolnald, had becn gonvicted In' t wo
United Coutities of Starnioint, I wrndas
3rd day of 1'ebruary, A 1)?. i19o1, at thi
sold lquor withouit the license therefor
cost4, the maximum penalty atîtharize
bellore the miagistrates he produced iin
canidtcted, a conviction by twci other jus
ing a charge laid against hli 1h, the i
he rdid lit the Village of Alexandria, on
A.!. 1901g , and on ceh and every day
scil liquor without the license therefi
having decliid ta treat such prior co

i bcbng taken as proved. In that
sIb the jury to the effeet that
s policy did not attach until itAi

hat the tirst knawlcdge T. had of
licationi was the receipt of a letter
lestruction cf the insured property.
1, counisel for the coinpany con-
.dnission in tl-e declaration frotn
lice uiid'r the last rnentioned con-
the condition of the poalie), of the -

iresenit froni that case, and the

at the trial the claini that T. wvas

s case was substintialiy the sanie
and the~ question o? avoidance of

consent itcorst:d is cotîcluidcd Iîy
vil disinisstdwith c<osrs.
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i d coinîdaiiut of oune A ogus z
justàt's of, tlîe îecc u i nd Ior the
and G lemparry, for liavinig on the

eVlaeof' AIIexandrîn, utlauwfully
b>' Iaw rcquircd, ati fiiied $100 and
d b>' tlie statuite. At the hearing
bar of the prosectition then bcing
tices ai the Un ited Coînities, folIaow-
cenise linspcctor, whiclh alleged that
the zst an:d -,5th tdays of February,
betwc '1 thec said dates, unîawfuiîy
r by Iaw rcquired. The justices

miiction as relieving lmti fromi thet
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