e, Notes on Exchanges, Efc. 215

;\72’ 'Mr. Justice North observed: “The principles enunciated by L.ord Justice
R ¢ Leslie were in substance adopted by the Court of Appeal in F f’l"k’ V.
Co Sc?ttish Imperial Insurance Company, L.R., 34 Ch)’.-D-: 234, and I thmkt g]le '
sol re Intended ¢, lay down exhaustively all the cases in which a Ize?rsc?n not A 3
o e €neficial owner of a policy, who pays a premium in respect of it, is en it e”
2 liey Upon the proceeds of the policy for the amount which he has paid.
Ut in Strutt v, Tippett, although the Court held that the stranger who had there
Palf1 Premiymg had no’t any lien (a decision which seems to have .been founded
;na.ln_ly °n a special agreement), it would seem that Lord Justice Lmdley was of
nI;mon that the list of cases in Re Leslic in which a lien could be obtained was
.necessarily exhaustive. ' o I
Namgy Earl of Winchelsea’s Case policies on his life (and apparently in his

Tesery, (‘;’ere assigned by way of mortgage, the equity of redemption being
e

oth to the ear], A term in real estate was vested in trustees in trust, among
on or Matters, out of the income, to keep down the interest and the premiums
the Policjes,

The earl became bunkrupt, and some time afterwards 41ed.
the th lle, the rents being insufficient to pr(?v'ide for payment of a iremllllm,
fromrustee of the term had advanced the requisite amount to save t et pf)t }llcy
of Apse. ¢ did not appear that this cdvance was mace at the requ}fs either
made "fortgagees or of the trustee in bankruptcy (it is not stated whelt er 1(ti V:ﬁs
applie Wl_th the knowledge of the latter). 'The trustee of the term <l:.a1.me e
Whic]:atlon of a fund in Court, representing the balance of the ?0 icy m;)n;?]/s
pl’em‘ remained after Satisfying the mortgage, towards. rfgpa) ment Od le
in Relu . Mr. Justice North held that the case was not within the second ru e;‘
the DolljeSlze. The trustee of the term had “no trust and no duty m.trles(i)fcttl;)
fung Y moneys.”  Anq the trustee in bankruptcy was declared entitled to the

mp, “ould Séem that notice of an intended payment of a premium mxghtl‘be
in rant, a5 in West v. Reid, 2 Hare, 249, where, the mortgage of a policy
of thge “Ontesteq by the assignees in bankruptcy of the mortgagor, the solicitors
% b, o OftRagees offered to pay a premium then coming due, if authorized to do
in fa € assignees ; they, however, declined to interfere. ‘The premlum; were,
Morte, Paid by the mortgagees till the life dropped, and it was held t at the
sdpaiggee.s » though not entitled to the policy itself, had a lien for the premiums
the Cac, With interest, Lord Justice Cotton (L.R., 34 th,D., 244), referrmg. to
the | > thinkg ““it might well be held that there were circumstances from Wh{ch
llltim:v Would imply request or a contract to pay these premiums if the' policy
p“yfne N ,}: turned oyt ¢, belong to the assignees and not to the party making the
the owy..’ 20d Lord Justice Bowen observes (p. 249): ‘.‘ Wherever you find th?t
ler of the Property saved knew of the service being performed, you wil]

the iro ask Yourself (and the question will become one of fac't) w.hether under al]
repaynf Mstanceg there was either what the law call; an implied contract f?r
€ht or 5 contract which would give rise to a lien.” Lord jus?nce ,Fr‘?" in

"%+ 23 Chy.D., 561, refers to the law relating to ““confusion:” *If I




