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ee pt i riegarid to the insurance effected with the North Amnerican
Maniiai Pir-e Iinsuraiîce Comipany) :-The North Americaîi com-
piny' did flot give any notice of cancellation, but, after proofs
of los wer sent ta it, it denied liabîlity on the ground that the
pr-emium was neyer paid to it, and that it was, as the company
undersmtood, nleyer paid to the appellant's "brokers, 0. B. Ring
& Coiiipayv, " and on the fur-ther ground that it was flot liable
beeause of the appellant 's default in paying an assessment made
on the eomipany's poliey-holders, whieh, aecording to the ter-ns
Of the poliey, rendered it void.

The pr-oper concluision upon the evidence is, 1 think, that
eaelh of the companies looked to its agent as its debtor for the
amnounit of these pr-eniums, and flot to the insurced; and that it
waii onfly when the preîiums had flot in tact been paid to the
agenit that he was entitlld ta have the ainount of them credited
to him.

I agree with the finding of my brother Middleton that as
betweeni Ring & Company and the appellant, the premiums had
been paid in ail of the four cases, and it follows that the pay-
ment by Rinig & Comîpany to the companies by which he wau
vharged with the prenluins was an absolute payment, dischar-g-
ing the appellanit traom liabilîty ta pay them, unless the de(eided(
eumes require usi ta hold that the transactions between these com-
paniies and Ring & C'ompany were "res inter alios" and canneot
lie taken advantage of by the appellant.

In the case of the Security company, the preumn wvas Ilever
r(eeived by Pettibone & Conmpany; and, therefore, whcn that
faet becamne known ta the campany, that firni was entitled te be
eredited with the amaunt of the premiuxn which, had been
vharged te it, aud the premium was therefore neyer paid to the
ieomp any; and it had the rÎght, for that reaison, te repuidiate
liability on the policy.

Neot onily was thîs the case, but Ring did net pay the pre-
mulium te woodcoek & Company, uer did Woodeock & Company
psy it te Pettibone & Company.

Except ini the case of the Security company pofiey, it is elecar,
1 thiuk, that no question would ever have arisen au ta the non.
payxuent o! the premiums but for the intervention of Ring, and
it wasaeutirely owÎing te his intervention that the c5ompanies took
the position that the premiums were not paid, and assuined on
that ground ta caneel their polieies. The policies had been on
foot for several months before Ring intervened, and during that
time al1 parties treated them. as valid aud subsisting, and it


