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SEPREME COURT.

Harvey, C.J., and Stuart,
Beck, and Walsh, JJ-J [34 D-7-1. 514.

REx v. LVERTON.

i. Falae prei2ncS&-Fraud of empkiyet tendering under cover of a
trade name--Obtoininq reje.ction of lowcyr tender.

Where an eniployee makes repreentations to bis emploYer to
t lie effect that a tender for the supply of goods to the latter is an
:ctual bon4 fide one from an independent tenderer, whereas it was
in fact, although umknown to the employer, the empIoyee&ý own
tender, submitted in a different trade name through sueh em-
ployee's nominec, the employee rnay properlv be eonvicted o>f
ol )taining by fahse pretences the additional money Nvhich, bw rnezin-

<fsiuh tender anci bis employer's reliance on the same a., inde-
pendently mnade, he ohtained for the goods supplie«l uver an<ld
-t!,ove the amount for whieh the employer would have olbt--inedl
t hein by acceptance of a eampetitive tender w 111(d t ne eîly
raudlulently easdto 1* rejeeted.

R. v. Cooper, 2 Q.B.D. 510, 46 .. M.219, considered.

2. Iiidictme-n-False prelence,?.

An indictrent or charge for ohtfitîgiv moniev iiiidr .1 fa1-e
pretence is now. 1"d for Pot setting out what the faIse preterice

va-s or stating te whom it was made. (Code se.852, 1152,
(Code forin 64 <ec».

A. A. 31cGillivray, for the ('rowni; J. 1McKipiliy (a ofor

.ANNOTATION O.N ABOVF t<ASE Vi D.1..11.

In a charge for ob)taiinînig goo<Is bY false pretences it niust
ho pro% cd (1) that a flepr('tence wI1s mnade. (2) that the pro-
'ecTutor believeid the prtnc11(, and (3) tlîat 11- goods were oh-
lained hy neans of the pretence. R?. v . Kiifi, [1897J1 Q.B. 214.
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