
DILLON v. MTJAL ISIIEFN ,iFE, AS,-.

Lif e insijranre-Misstaements of linu J as la Ayr cund
Pieae-vieneof Age/-' di ,îo fI>rs eih

-tPreequiites-Finingsof 'J'try-Maeilt fMs
sta tmeid-InsianeA ci, sec. 14.4.

Appeal Il defendats fri judgment J N MACMfAuON, ?L,
iipon findings of a jury, in favour Jf plintig.

There had been a pre-vions triol beforeRiTTN . n
a jury, and upon 0w ic jry'sý answurs to eqvsiionii Ju1dgmeîît
had Immi Mntrvd for plitiC! Inwn qppea w~ thic (bu
a new tu rilws directd (2 O. t. IL. une, ich resu ls w~
above.

The, aation was by the, widwo John 1ý Dion i, rucoNver
$2,000 iipofl a&otr or pol(ýi'yo insuirance, Ipo ihî lifoq.

The two defences princdlv rlicdl upon mce, tht dh,
iasured had inisstatcd his age in bis appliéatioîî for the
policyhe haing hen born in I147 and me i Y18es as cuamul.
and that he had untruy <Stac thath had OIisr Oui an
abaces, whmeas hu liad benasufferer frem abisueess ill
bis lifetme.

'The following questions. arnong ethers Morc pu: tm dhe,
jury al, the sýcon1d trial. and thiey mnade, Itefllw ani-

a'wers:-
1. Was tMe ariswer nade by John Dmlon that hp %mis iorm

on 24th icugust, 1850, untrue?
No, to the, bst of our knowledge.
2. Was the answer se gen matrerial eý'wct as. to Iixinig

the amiount of premiumn?
No.
3. If you find Dillon lussa i, age. wýas fibu I"wc

givi-n' in geed faith bc'livving it to1 be ruc and withoutO aniv
lutntlion te dleceive, the Company?

We bdieve it was given in good faithi.
41. lland Dillon. at then titrne of theo appIicaidn1 in 1891, or'

Ald lie PeT hane, the d1iseaseý of absess or any opon zore,?
State, ýwhih.

He had a sipe sori, but not at the Ene of his appie-
tiûn.

5. Ti youi flnd hie had the diseare of abe-ess or open sore
prior to his application for inuane tàtc- how long prior


