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amnounit or value Of £L300, or involving directly or indirectly any claim,
demand or question to or respecting praperty or any civil right amnoutiting
to or of the value Of 3 0 0 may, within fourteen days after the sarne shall
have been prornounced, made or given, apply to the said court by motion
or petition for leave to appeal therefrom ta Her Majesty, her heirs or
successors, in her or their Privy Council. Affl a t.its were filed shewing
that an amount far exceeding £300 was annually paid to the Prov'incial
Government for licenses for the sale of liquor, which would be done away
with if The Liquar Act were held to be constitutional; also that a large
amount had been invested by persons engaged in the liquor traffic, which
investmnents would be affected very seriously by the success of the proposed
appeal.

lld il following Union Co//iéty Co. v. Attorney- General of Biritish
C01/etlbia, 27 S.C.R. 637, that the decision sought ta l'e appeaied from was
not a judgnient, decree, order or sentence within the meaninig of the
Imperial Order-in-Council, and that the court had no jurisdiztion ta enter-
tain the application.

:2. There was flot sufficient evidence to shev that any questions
rcspecting property or civil rights to the value of £3oo were involved iii
the decision. Application refused without costs.

Camnpbel, K.C., Attorney-General, and Aikins, K.C., for the Govern-
ment of Manitoba. Phippen, for the License Holders' Association.

Killam, C.J.] [April 24.

GLOBE SAVINGS AND LOAN Ca. V. EMI'LOYERS' LIAIIULIT%- AssuRANCE

CORPORATrION.

I't-izcipa anti surett'-Guarantee insurance- Gondition s of insuance-
C'onstruction of s«,iP. iation that insured sha/1 fiirnish proof Io t/he salis-
faction of insurer- CYimt for expenses of prosectiting, eitp/oyee a!
Prequest of :psuurs-Notce of loss- tiaer of conditions.
'This was an action upon a guarantee bond or policy of the defendants

insurlng the plaintiffagainst loss by the fraud or dishonesty af their local
agent at Winnipeg, Frederick Siih Young. One of the conditions of the
policy was that Ilon the discovery of such fraud or dishonesty, the employer
shall imrnediately give notice thereof in wr;ting to the corporation at its
chief office in Montreal stating the nuxnber of policy, cause, nature and
extent of lois, and the address, if known, of the employed." Apparently
no format notice, fully complying with this condition, was ever sent by
plaintiffls to the chief office of the defendants at Montreal; but information
of the loss was conimunicated tii the defendants and they took steps then,-
selves to ascertain fully the facts connected with the loss, and the judge
found as a fact that the chief offcer of the defendants at Montreal hiad
power to waive, and that he did waive, strict performance of such
condition.


