THE BARRISTER.

six months thereafter, as a condition prece-
dent ; and the insured, a tugboat engineer,
disappeared November 9, 1892, and his body
was found in the water near the tugboat,
April 19, 1893, and aotice of deuth was fur-
nished May 26, 1893, and proof thereof July
12, 1893 ; it showed a reasonable compliance
with the terms of the policy.—Kentzler v.
Am. Mut. Acc. Assn., 60 N. W. Rep. 1002.
*

Tre Supreme Court of Wisconsin has
held in Lord v. American Mut. Acct. Assn.,
Rep. 293, that it is for the jury to determine
whéther a total loss of three fingers and a
part of another on the same hand, destruc-
tion of the joint of the thumb, and a cutting
of the hand, is a loss of the hand ** causing
immediate, continuous, and total disability,”
within the meaning of that clause in a policy
of accident insurance. This contrasts very
strougly with the indefensible position of
the Suprems Court of New York, that when
the plaintifi’'s hand was cut off a short dis-
tance above the knuckles, leaving nearly the
whole palm, and part of the second joint of
the thumb, which the plaintiff testified was
of considerable use to him, it was not a loss
of ¢ one entire hand,” within the meaning
of an accident policy.—Sneek v. Travellers’
Ins. Co. of Hartford, 30 N. Y. Suppl. 88L.
Bradley, J., dissented, as well he might.

*

FRE—An agent who has entire charge of
the insurance upon property of his principal
may accept notice of the cancellation of a
policy, and procure substitute insurance
upon the same property in another company,
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without previous notice to his principal, and
the policy last issued will be valid.—Buick
v. Mechanics’ Ins. Co., Mich., 61 N. W.

Rep. 337. N

AN insurance policy covered a barn and
tool house and the ‘‘contents in same.”
After the policy was taken the contents were
removed and stored ina new barn which was
uninsured, The latter, together with all it
contained, was destroyed by five. Held, that
the policy did not cover the articles when re-
moved, as place and location are of the es-
sence of therisk. Benton v. Farmer’s Mut.

Ins. Co. 3 Mich. L. J. 322.
*

In the opinion of the Supreme Court of
Illinoi§, when an insurance company, by its
adjuster, on being requested to rebuild a
house destroyed by fire, unconditionally re-
fused to do so, and stated that it would pay
the amount of loss when the same was deter-
mined by arbitration. The company elected to
pay the loss, and waived its right to rebuild.
Platt v. Etna Ins. Co., 38 N. £. Rep. 580.

*

A PROVISION in a fire insurance policy pro-
vided for the selection by the company and
insured of two appraisers, who in turn should
appoint an umpire, such umpire to be & per-
son known to both parties. Where the con-
duct of the company’s appraiser in refusing to
agree on an umpire is inexcusable, and virtu-
ally amounts to a refusal to proceed with the
appraisement, the fact that it was not con-
cluded before suit was brought will not bar
an action on the policy. Brock v. Insurance
Co. (Dec.7.) Sup. Ct. Michigan.
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