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ats out the importance in this ceue of a persenal inspeetion,
eh lie had made. Whether or not Mis conclusion upon thiis
Letion was affected by the inspection, does flot, 1 think ap..
r; but, however that may be, while the finding is not iii
ie respects entirely satisfactory, 1 amrn ot convîneed that it is
)neous. And 1 reaeh this conclusion with the lesa egre be-
se the objection does not appear in the writteýn notice, of' ob-
lions served by tlie appellants, which contains someq 13 othler
Letions. If it had, it is quite possible that further and miore
saatory explanations would have been £orthcomning.
Upon the whole, the appeal, ini iy opinlion, faila, and slimild
lismissed with costs.
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kedge of Agent of lnsiurance' Copanty-Âcclptaw(c of J'ré
miunu by# Company-A,îihoiity of Ae-Âsn of Not.
ice to or K-nowledge of Company.

Appead by the defendants from the judgmnent of BICIro0N .1,
e 261.

The appeal was heard by Mess, C.A.O., G.,aepw,MALR,
REDITn, and MAoxE, JJ.A.
Il. E. Rose, K.C., for the defendants.
John R. Logan, for the plaintiffs.

The judg-ment ef the Court was dèlivered byGÂaw
.:-The action was brouglIit uipon an insurance polieyý iasued

the defendants for $1,000 upon the life of Charles F. 8nithl,
ab10 to his mother, the plaintiff Ziflah Smith. The pohiey
lated the 16th May, 1898. At that timne Clarles F. sinith
a farmer. The pelicy contained a condition that, if, witin
yeans frorn the date of the contract, the insured shon]ld,

bout a permit, engage in einployment on a railway. the. polàvy
alid be void and ail paymenta; made thereon should b. for-
ed to the eoinpany. The aasured did, within th. perigd ()f
years, engage in employmient on a railway, by bcm~


