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him Was lable as for a breaeh of trust in being a party to the.

allotmeflt of the ahares as f uhiY paid up, as well as ini putting

them off on his transferees to the prejudice of the coxnpany asi

fully pald up shares, and rnight properly be made liable under

a. 83 of the Act.

W. M. D(rgglas, K.C,, for shareholder. W. H. Blake, K.O.,

for liquidator.

Falconbridge, CJ.K.B.I 
[June 1.1.

IN RE JANSEx.

Ilsrance....Apport i otme ut of be i efits bc tweefl iif e atid childi-en

-Preferred b eflciaris-lil*trincW utlb tt-1it lu g--lu valid

À. document inf nded to operate a% a will, but wholly invalid

a% such, cannot be treated as an instrument iu writing under s.

160, mub-s. 1, of the Ontario Insuranee Act, R.S.O: 1897, c. L0:3,

whereby the assured imay by an instrument i %vriting attached

te or endorsed on or identifyiflg a policy 1,y its numbers or

otherwise vary a policy or deelaration or apportionifent pre-

viously made iu respect to, the benefit to be taken under a policy

by Nvife or ëhildren respecti vely.

Laidlaw, for widow. A. 0. F. Lwcefor five children.

Iptoçotice of Manitoba.

KING'S BENOH.

Full Court.] SINCLAIR V. RuDDEIL, [May 7.

Faise impriso.n.nt-Reaso;iable wid probable cattse-Malice-

Malicions proseci on-~Applic t ion for licit, iriai.-Putt ia

qué8tioft5 te iro MS~ctoLvdfC as to character

of Plaintiff.

The defendant McKay, a petnce officer, at the reqiie.st of the

defendant RuddeIl, arrested the plaintitif on suspicion of haviflg


