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-Upon the face of a policy of 
life insurance, the contract to 
pay was made subject to the con­
ditions endorsed upon it as con­
ditions precedent; and the 15th 
of such conditions provided, in 
the event of any difference aris­
ing between the parties, for ob­
taining the award of a mutual 
person as a condition precedent 
to liability to pay any claim un­
der the policy and to the en­
forcement of it :

I hid. therefore, that the lia­
bility being upon the award and 
policy and not upon the latter ; 
alone, no action lay on the pol-1 
icy, nor did the amount payable 
under it become due until the 
award had been made under the 1 
condition.

Held, further, that the eondi- 
tion was not in contravention of 
section 80 of the Ontario Insur­
ance Act, R.S.O. 1897. eh. 203.

Spurrier v. La Cloche, 11902] 
A.C. 440. followed.

sition of the payment of a special 
annual premium, insured the 
lives of a certain number of men 
belonging to a military corps 
that was proceeding to engage in 
the late war in South Africa 
against risks of that war. An 
agent of the company procured 
the insurance and paid the or­
dinary and special war pre­
miums to the company out of his 
own pocket to facilitate the is­
sue of the policies. Before the 
military corps reached the scene 

' of the hostilities, peace was de­
clared. In an action by the agent 
to recover the special premiums 
paid by him :—

Held, that the special pre­
miums had not been earned by 
the company in view of the fact 
that the assured had not been 
exposed to the risks of war, and 
that, therefore, the plaintiff was 
entitled to recover back the 
amount thereof.

Bellew v. Prorident Savings 
Life, 455.
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