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erms of the contract, he had no power to mnake, alter, or di.*-1
barge any contract given on behialf of the comnpany, or iii waivc»t
mny forfeiture or grant any permit or to colleet any preiia
!Xcept those for wlichl policies or offivial recelis had bee» sent
o him for collection.

In the body of the policy it is statoed that nouev of the terili
)f the policy could be modified nor any forfeiturewaedecp
)y agreeýmvnt in writing sined byv thie prsdna ve~pe
lent, or the managing director, whosew qnthority- for sueh pur-
)ose it was therein declared could flot be delegated.

In the mnonth of August, 1899, or before the expiry of tht,
:wo-year period, Mr. Telfer retired fromn the agny lhuh li
ýontimnved to forward promifims upon this and somev othevr poli-
ries which had hps'n reeeived by himn whule agent. Ile, hwvr
lecver notified the defendants of whtie hiad hevard cnenn
lhe change of employment, which hie apparentlyv did not re<gatr.
ws a mnatter of any moment, ais of course il would flot have et
[f it had oc-curred, as he probably assumed, aftor theg two yeaýýr?
Iaad expired.

Notice to any agent in the, position of Nfr. Tfeevorn if his
ý"mploYmnent had continuied, wvould Dlot be notice Io the com1tpanv.
Fhat soema to be settled byý authority' binding uipon thiis Court.
Bie Western Assurance Co. v. Doull, 1'2 S.C.R, 446: Torrop v.
inmperial Fire nsrac Co-, 26 S.C.R, 585. Se also linpvrial
Bank of Canadla v. Roy* al Insurance Co-, 12 Q).LR . 9 hr
inany cases, inlulding Wing v. Ilarvey * v, G M G&(i ,
upon which the learnedl trial Jderelied, a1re gtd and WvlIs
v~. Supremie Court of the nIndepnde(nt Order of Foresters, 17
O.R. 317. The resuit mîglit bo otherwise if there werg, an ' cir-
cunistances froin whieh it couldl Ne reasonably, itiferredg thati thie

knwedeacquired by. thle local. agent had beoilj n tY wNaY
.,ommunicated to the head offie. There are, hôwver. hereg zig
auch circumstanoes, while the uncontradicted vîdecev or Mir,
Marshall makes it beyond question thakt in fee-t the volpaniy
pever actually hadl, uintil the dleath, an>' notice orkoweg
whatever of the chiange.

The appeal must, therefore, i mny opinion, ho allowed(, and
the action diuxnissed. And, iind(er tic theuatncs i sual
conseqtienei as to gcoite mnuet follow. It la a groat pit>' that hie
very reasonable offer mnade hy the( defendants at thv triai, Io pay
such an amnount as the preiumiiis would have pafid for in tUic rncw
and more bazardons emnployment, was not &eecptvid. I havef, o!

ourue,; no power to impose .ueh a term; but 1 ay at leat ex.
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