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quelit preliunjii . this agreenient shari be void and
of no0 effect frojii the l>(ginning.

The original untrue statemnents were made contempor-
aneously with the first payinent of preniium., and they wereunquestîonably material and affected the risk.

Taking this view, I have flot thouglit it necessary te dealwith the, legal effeet of the subsequent change of work under-taken by the manager, under directions giveil by the officeraof the company, which they wcre flot autliorized te give bythe company-and which involved the doing of businesswhich. was beyond the corporate powers. No Ioss arose as acoIIsequienee of tiiese ultra vires aets, and 1 arn inclîned tothink that upoll the application of the rude ini Exchange Bankv. Srnr,14 S. C. Ri. 716, the guarantee might hold aste prior defalcations. But upon thi8 1 do not pass, but placemy judgment on the other grouid, ini regard te which neitherthe learned Judge bclow nor this Iiivisional Court werereferred to, the cases in the Supreme Court which appear tegoveru the construction of the statute:- see Ilunter on Insur-
ance, p. 230.

I would affirin the resuit below with costs of appeal.

MEITH~nu~, J., gave reasons in writing for the same con-
clusion.

MAGEE, J., aise Concurred.
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REX V. IBVINE.

Crimi&ai Law-Selling Beverage in Botile wilh Name ofAnother on it-Unregjsiered Name-Oriminwî Code, sec.44e (b).

Case stated by police magistrate for city of Ottawa.
Defendant, who elected te be triecl summarily, was chargea

with an offence under sec. 449 (b) of the Criminal Code,which enacts that "Fverv one is guilty of an indictable,offence who (b) being a manufacturer, dealer, or trader, or a


