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to preclude the debtor from paying, afler the date of the guaranit \,
sums on accounit of the overdraft and in payment of acortied
interest, on the notes in connection therewith idvanced bv- ,lie
bank subsequent to the date thereof.

The guaranty was "a continuing guaranty intended to cove-r
any number of transactions" and one in which the guaranrii
was to, be held liable to the extent of $2,500 "of the amounit"- for
the ultimate balance remaining after ail moneysobaalefo
other sources shahl have been applied in reduction of the amunvt
whichi shahl be owing f rom "the customer to the bank,."

The Master was right in finding as he did in regard to hie itemi
of S$266.56 and as to the mode of appropriating the pvensin
connection wi th the item of $922.26: Thomnson v. Stikeman (191:3>,
29 O.L.R. 146, 156, 30 O.L.R. 123, 126.

Appeal dismissed ithfl costs.

SUTHERLAND, J. AUOUST 18T, 1917.

*VELTRE v. LONDON AND LANCASHIRE FIE
INSURANCE CO. LIMITED.

insuirance-Fire Insurance-Notice by Insurer TritigIn-
surance-Service by Registered Lelter-Tener of Uniearnied
Portion of Premium by Endlosing Money îi Leffer-Letter nol
Actually Received hy A&'nred-Insuranoe Adl, R.&. 191,4
ch. 183, sec. 194, conditions 11, 15.

Action upon a fire insurance pohicy.
The plaintiff, a married womian, lived with her husba,ýil

Samuel Savino, in the town of Thorold. The policy was issuied to

her in the naine of "F. Veltre." Veltre was her miaideni naine,
and it appeared that it is a common customn fur Itahian miarried
women to, retain their maiden naines. Both the plaintif iiid hier
husband were Rtabans. The policy was issued on thie l7ti June,
1916, covering for one year a stock of goods in a store and the
store fixtures aind furniture. A fire occurred on the 25th ecmbr

1916, which, the plaintiff alheged, destroyed ail thle propert y in-
sured; and she claimcd $1,500, the whole amount of thie srne

The defences were, that the insurance had been teriniated by,
notice given on the l5th December, 1916, and that thie act ion was
prematurely brought, if the policy was in force nt the turnie of the
fire.


