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tario officer is invested Nvith a discre
tion to refuse to admit the Dominion
em powered corporation to transact,
business in the province. The pro-
vince lias long claimced, rot mnerely
concurrent but exclusive jurisdiction
over the contract of insurance made,
or to be mnade, within the province>
and the jurisdiction seeins to, be clear-
ly settied by the Privy Council decis-
ion. As Manitoba and the other pro-
vinces are following in the wiake of
Ontario.. .'lie value of a Dominion
license -%vi11 be somiehat shadowy.
For the company inust, alter ail, deal
w'Yith the varions provincial authori-
ties. The issue lias been hurried on
by the action o'f the Dominion Parlia-
ment in incorporatingr sucli conceruis as
the Canadian Order cf tii" Woodnen
of the World, al ter registry liad been
refused in Ontario. As vas pointed
eut by the Provincial Secretary on
the second reading cf the New Insur-
ance Act, it was idle to refuse registry
nt Toronto, whiert the rejected could
prevail -upon the Ottawa powers to
incorporate then, and let thein go de-
positiess, aaîd without safeguiard, un-
der thc clause of the Insurance Act cf
Canada relating tc assessinent insur-
ance by societies Iii the Canada
Gazd4.,e tiiere is a long list. cf applica-
tions for siinilar incorporations. It is
in the interests cf legitiînaie insur-
ance that the province lias pur, up, the
bare.

2Nlumerous ineiir amnenduients are
nia(ie in tine text cf the Insurance Cor-
iloration Act, 1892, snch as experience
in the workinig of that Act lias sýig-
gcestcd. It is newv :made clear that the
leg«,islature did net intend to restrict

Ontario corporations territorially te
tue province, butt the corporation inay
undertake contrac.s elsewlîere by the
consent, comity, or acquiescence cf the
province or state «%vhere sucli con-
tracts cf insiarance are undertakcen
(s. 5 (5). Appeais ù5 om convictions
for breacli cf tlue Act now lie only to
a Divisional Court cf tue Higli Court
(s. 5 (9). Reunedies parailel wvith tliose
provided by the Directors' Liability
Act are enacted applicable to trustees
and nuanaging officers cf Friendly So-
cieties (s. 5 (10).

Reguiarly, wvhen a policy cf life in-
surance is before thse Court for con-
struction, the point bias been raised
that the arilplication, because àtlbas net
been rtzprinted on the poiicy, cannot
be readl as part cf the contract To
make the la-w clear, a declaratory sec-
tion is added to sub-sectrion 1 cf sec-
tion 33 cf the Insurance corporation
Act 1892, as f£olltlws:

" But nothingr lerein contained, shall
exelude Lhe proposal, or application cf
the insured froin beingr considered
'witlî the contract, and the Court shnIl
deterunine liow far tlue insurer was
induced to enter inito any contraet iby
auy mnateriali nisrepresentation con-
tained in the said application or pro-
posaI.,"

The effcct cf sub-scction] c f section
34 cf tue Insurance Corporation Act,
1892 (which provides that an uniliten-
tional inisstatenment, as te, the agre Mu
the applicant, sbiould not, avoid the
policy> is 110w very- properly liit-
cd te cases where the cont.ract <loe:.

net~~ _ exrs i uit the insurable age.

Whiere the, actual age of the applicant

- I

*»?04


