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'See Cory v Burr (1883) LR 8 App Cas 393.
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*McPhee v. Phoenix Insurance Co (1890) SCR 61.

SCambridge v. Anderton (1924) 2 B & C 691.

6Masefie/d AG v. Amlin Corporate Member Ltd [2009] 2 CLC 318, per David SteelJ at p 330:
7 [1997] 1 Lloyd’s Rep 586,
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° Rix L in Masefield AG v Amlin Corporate Ltd [2011] EWCA Civ 24, at para 32.
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7t Deanv. Hornby —%%", Lord Blackburn #& i 77— “wait and see” [J/7::

PALULFFRYF i B 2EXT T 2 20 SR AT B2 19 AL BE T I P Ry 1 54 2 4 2
IR e FK B LA 1906 HE L 1RE72H R AE 2RI BIE U o oo in

10[1‘.'-)15] 1 KB 922 per Kennedy LJ on p 937-938. Also see Roux v Salvador (1836) 3 Bing NC 266.
11[1070] 2 Lloyd’s Rep 365.

25 56 (1).

3Marine Insurance Act 1906.

“Roux v Salvador (1836) 3 Bing NC 266 , per Lord Abinger CB at 285-286.
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> (1854) 3 E & B 180 at p 190.

16 Masefield AG v. Amlin Corporate Member [2009] 2 CLC 318, at p 323.
7 At para 25-21 of the 17" Edition (2008).

'8 [1999] QB 674 at p 720.
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