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LATCHFORD, J., in a written judgment, said that the policy was
selared to be payable at the head office of the insurers in Toronto,
was effected while the assured was a resident in Manitoba;
the law of Manitoba had no application, because the assured,
he made his will, and when he was killed in action in France,
his domicile in British Columbia.

the change in the designation of the beneficiary was by that
v ineffective. But, in the opinion of the learned Judge—adopt-
r the view of Middleton, J., in Re Baeder and Canadian Order
_of Chosen Friends (1916), 30 O.L.R. 30, at p. 32, approved by
" Riddell and Masten, JJ., in the same case—the law of British

The power which the testator exercised was, or was analogous
to, a power of appointment, and was governed, not by the law of
domicile, but by the law of this Province; and the will was

~ Order declaring accordingly. Costs of each party, fixed at
$25, should be paid out of the fund.

M sTEN, J., IN CHAMBERS. JuNE 25TH, 1918.
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~ against sec. 41—Having or Keeping Intoxicating Liquor—Con-
~ vietion Bad on its Face—Insufficient Description of Offence—
~ Objection not Taken in Notice of Motion—dJudicature Act,
 sec. 63 (2)—Leave to Serve Supplemental N otice—Service after
Expiry of 30 Days—Temperance Act, sec. 102 (2)—Amend-
ment of Original N otice—Amendmeni of Convietion to Cure De-
 fect—Sec. 101 of Act—Evidence to Prove Offence—Possession of
~ Liguor Admitted—Presumption—-Secs. 85, 88— Evidence to Re-
~ but—Suspicious Circumstances—Finding of M agistrate— Liquor

 being Transported in Vehicle.



