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surance on the class of property offered by the insured; aﬂed
being familiar with his duties as agent, the defendant acce sipt
the application and the premium, and issued an interim ref the
on the form intrusted to him by the plaintiffs. In vieWw Oe .
evident carelessness of the defendant and the plaintlﬁs. the
of the receipt of the application, I find difficulty in afﬁceptm il
statement that the application was sent to the plaintleS-
A suggestion was made that the interim receip Jank in
for thirty days only from the time of its issue. T}}e -b«:en ed
the printed form at the foot of the receipt, which is 1% o the
to limit the time for which it would afford protectio® =il
insured, was not filled in; and Jeffery & Daina_l‘d ma +imes
have thought that there was no question of Hmitin€ =5 . i
especially as the defendant treated the insurance 4 ths afte’
force, and accepted the balance of the premium mon
the application was made. plait”
On the 1st June, 1911, the defendant wrote t0 T Ciod
tiffs, expressing regret that ‘‘carelessness and absence 0 e out
on my part, principally owing to the pressure of other o rmuch
side business, have caused you so much trouble and o pat W&
anxiety.”” And, later on, he says: ‘“As to the prem! o whicl I
paid, at least to me; and if it was not paid t0 you,t as Y
think, under the circumstances, was quite likely ’ .tha ill oWiﬂg
fault, and not that of Jeffery & Dainard, and it 15 ®
By meto you.”” . . . dently
It is clear to me that the defendant acted negh%eni g ;
carelessly and without due regard to the interests © : Iiahle'
cipals, the plaintiffs, to such an extent as t0 render ¥ eferenc;
As to the effect of the issue of the interim I'ecelga;lce cos
may be made to Stoness v. Anglo-American ns :
0.W.N. 494, 886. . ont 1925
The question of the liability of an insul'ﬂncel 2gagen s
sidered in 22 Cye. 1437, where it is stated that-t;g out of i
respond in damages for any breach of duty sxiel : comp?
relations as agent which has resulted in injury Connecti u
and in support of that proposition i8 cited 0 b
Insurance Co. v. Kavanagh, [1892] A.C. 473. of visks whi
If the agent violates instructions as t0 K dasaily ia
he is to insure, and thereby renders the comp 5 pad t
loss on a risk which would not have been zilcce-apble to the
structions been observed, the agent will be haompelled,to
pany for the amount of loss which it has been ¢
on account of such risk: 22 Cye. 1437, 1438.




