
REX v. LED UC.

oRD, J., in a written judgment, said that the poliecy was
be payable at the head office of the insurers in Toronto,

fected while the assured was a resident in Mvanitoba;
; of Manitoba had no application, because the assured,
,ade his will, and when he was killed ini action in France,
nicile in British Columnbia.
contended that the law of the domicile governed, and
iange in the designation of the beneficiary was by that

ie.But, in the opinion of the leamned Juidgeý-adlopt-
w of Middleton, J., in Re Baedçr and Canadian Order
Friends (1916), 30 O.L.R. 30, at p. 32, approved by
d ML\asten, J.J., in the same case-the law of British
vas not applicable.
wxer which the testator exercised was, or was analogous
-of appointinent, and was governed, not by the law of

le, but by the law of this Province; and the will waw
substitute the testator's wife for his mother.

leclaring accordingly. Costs of each party, flxed at
?be paid out of the fund.

I1N CHnMBIS. JIJNE 25TH, 1918.

*REX v. LEDUC.

,mperoance Ac --Magistrate's Conviction for Offenoe
# ec. 41-Having or Keeping Intoxieating Liquor-Con-

Bad on ils Face-Insufieient Description of Offence-
on nol Taken in Notice of Motion-Judicature Act,
(2)-Leave to Serve Supplemenial Notice-Service after

f of $0 Daysý-Temperance Act, sec. 102 (S)-Amnend-
r Original Notice-A mendmen of Conviction 10 Cure De-
rec. 101 of Act-Evidence to Prove Off ece-Posseeusion of
Admnitted-Presumption-Secs. 85, 88-Evidence to Re-
uspieious C rumstane-Findiin- of Marate-Liquor
'ransported in Vehicle.

to qua8h a conviction of the defeudant, by a magistrate,
woe against sec, 41 of the Ontario Temperance Act, 6
50.

i Smith, for the defendant,
E.rtwçtright, K. for the Crown.


