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placed in his hands already signed l>y the 
jiany s officers
countei signed In Inin." said I lu* < ourt

mlu-I nion liiHurmicv Sovivly of ('union, 
Limited in London and good only when

M,- c II IV Hay, deputy general malinger of 
Insurance Society of C’aiifoti passed

In holding that the a|*|»ointing of the adjuster 
settle the loss, and withlli, I'nion

,|,void'll M011Irv:il on ihi- .‘illi instant from the head 
, 11 . ■ at Hong Kong, on mute to England. He

with authority to
knowledge of the subséquent nisuraiue, was an 
assent thereto, the mint said:

m.

a
'I'll,, in ii|i|Miiiilineiit ol -ill adjuster lo adjust 

mulet the policy might not he sufficient
om|iuiiieil l.v Mr. C. II Drayton, manager 

lo: I aiuul'i ns fur as t.hieliee from whirli |nni he 
Mr. Huy proposes lo visit

« 1- 1111
the li
lo indien,e mix nsselil lo subsequent llisiirilllee lull 
in lies ease the evideiiee sliewt'd specific authority

1-ailed lor England.
1 Hind i again in November on his 
expressed hiin.-elt ns being niueli impressed with 
the great strides being made in tile business of 
i„a h 1 he l 11 ion of Canton an I British Traders 
-line lluse Coni|ialnes entered l amnia, and looks

i
lieI el ill n. , ;given In the adjuster. In the general agent, lo |iay 

the asHurvd in full sell lenient 
company s proportion of the loss

'Vile reader, hoxvcver. should compare with the 
Mci'oy case the vase of the 
Company vs |)oull. In this case the policy 
tamed a provision that subsequent assurance would 
invalidate the policy unless notice in writing were

ndorscd on

if her claim the

Western Assurance ■
con-io,weld to further expansion.

and such subsequent insurancegivt 11 
the first I ml ie x !ASSENT TO SI ItSKQI knt insvkanck IThi' insured elfeelvd furthci iiiHurance and ver-

Il an iiiHiiraiiri* ,m>1 icy contains tin* usual elans, 
ilial "The Company is not liuhle for loss if 1111} 
sol.sequent insurance is elicited in any other com- 
|i 1 ox unless au I lin'd the 11 nii|»nnv assents llierelo. 
and the insured elleiis iusuraiiee ill aiiolher eom- 

1,li<nit notifying the lirsl company. and a 
and the lirsl company by its general 

an,.ni, knowing l.lial the second insurance has Ihn-ii 
tleeled. ap,«nuts an adjuster with authority to 

-ellle with the insured, is llie i'|i|HHntnieli, of the 
adjuster under the above ein unislaliee an asseiil 

I,, half 111 the Ill's! cninpam to the siihsei|lient
ilisin riliee'.'

bally notified the agent, lull there was no endorse­
ment, made ou llie policy. and, a loss h iving m cur­
ed, the dainage was adjusted by the eoni|,any s 
ins,lector, and neither lie nor the agent made any 
objection In I lie suhst'ijuenl insurance.

In this ease the 8u|ire..... Court of Canada held.
lirsl, that the breach of the condition re suhscijuciit

thereof voided the

,,

|ni nv w
N s- nielli's

insurance and l'iulorsenienl
I ol ii v.

xxas not at once'This suhst'i,lient insurants 
not died to the eoiii, any in xxiitling. nor was it

tile iillll-endoised on the policy in suit 
or otherwise aeknoxxlei in xx rilling, in|.an\

default w livrent' tin- |*iliey theneeforth ceased and 
hiH'lltile of no etleet, said the < oiirt.

In the case of the National Itenetit Insurance 
McCoy the Supreme Court of Canada

of tile

:

i 0111, any vs
-aid "Yes," holding thaï the appointing 
adjuster under the above ciieumxtiince mid with 
knowledge ef the sill sequent insuranee, is all assent

Second, that the agent, being*a .....re local agent
and not a general agent as in the Mil nv ease, had 

Which will hind the enmpunv. "*> «ithmily to waive the «.iiilitmii* of the |«.licy.
The Court decided. Inst of all. hi'il a general this   I the Court said

agent was authorized to assent to the subsequent “The condition m th. Hjcy i<
he complied with or xxaived 

ndition of that

rt

which must 
The voinpanx by 

In itselfinsurance.
"I do not see how otherwise the business of the 

could !«' carried on if the general agent

, reserves 
m case of further 
which cannot he

signing a 10
the right to withdraw the |* icy 

The question is one 
decided hv a mere local agent, 
the notice for transmission, hut lie can not act on 
it, jt must he brought to the notice of some |h isom 

Vi continue the insiir-

1 niiipaiiy
could not give such an assent lo subsequent insiir-

the condition in this
insurance.

lie may receive
aitee in another company as 
• ise < alls for.

• 1 ni it inn to l-e m w rilling.
Such assent K not required lo the

^ (’axes calling for it
If tliev have necessarily authorized hv the company

mice after notice has 1.... 11 given them. It Has
Kngland that

must toiistaiitlv arise.
to In- referred to the head office in London for

then milch hern decided in a yyutl-er ol
has not such authority, and a mere 

where lie is acting

eases III
the formal assent of I lie company.

a heal agent 
notice to him, even

ll is a question jiecii-valuahlc tunc would l>e lost.
, ,1'lx fur the general agent whose knowledge must

whether assent would

m a ease 
taking the fnrth-T ri-k, has 

iliee to the company
for another cniiipanv 
been held to b> tfo

m am Mich i-isr lo say. vein 
h, given or not.

11A- general agent he ha» |*,licies
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