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SUMMARY

The Maine Supreme Judicial Court vacated a summary judgment favoring Assurance Company of
America in a dispute over cancellation of an automobile insurance policy for nonpayment. The court
held that factual disputes existed regarding actual receipt of the cancellation notice and whether the
notice was sent to the insured’s last known address under 24-A M.R.S.A. § 2915, given the insurance

agent’s knowledge of the insured’s New Hampshire address.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED



1. Whether Assurance complied with Maine's statutory notice requirements for canceling Richard

Blanchet's automobile policy for nonpayment of premium.

2. Whether the insurer was entitled to rely on the statutory conclusive-proof-of-receipt provision when the
cancellation notice was mailed to the insurance agent's address rather than the insured's disputed last

known address.

3. Whether disputed facts concerning actual receipt, authorization to use the agent's address, and the agent's

knowledge of the insured's New Hampshire address precluded summary judgment.

HOLDINGS

1. Summary judgment for Assurance was improper because the record contained a genuine issue of

material fact as to whether Richard actually received the cancellation notice.

2. The statutory conclusive-proof-of-receipt provision did not entitle Assurance to summary judgment
because factual disputes remained concerning whether the Limington agency address was Richard's last

known address and whether the notice was sent there within the meaning of the statute.

3. Because Aaskov was Assurance's authorized agent and knew Richard's New Hampshire mailing address,

Assurance was charged with that knowledge.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“We agree with Blanchet that there is a genuine issue of material fact as to whether Assurance complied with
the notice provisions of 24-A M.R.S.A. § 2915 when it canceled the automobile policy under which Blanchet

seeks coverage, and that a summary judgment was entered inappropriately.” (766 A.2d at 71)
“If the record reveals a material fact in dispute, a summary judgment is inappropriate.” (766 A.2d at 74)

“The uncertainty of whether Assurance had permission to use the Limington address as Richard’s last known
address, and whether the notice of cancellation was sent to Richard’s last known address within the meaning
of 24-A M.R.S.A. § 2915, are questions for the factfinder.” (766 A.2d at 75)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Assurance issued automobile policies covering Richard and Dori Blanchet. Assurance sent a certified
cancellation notice for nonpayment of premium to an address belonging to Aaskov Insurance Agency in
Limington, Maine, although the Blanchets used a New Hampshire post-office-box address and denied
consenting to use of the agency address. Richard denied receiving the cancellation notice, and no certified
receipt established actual receipt. After Dori's accident, she sought uninsured-motorist coverage under Richard's

policy, while Assurance maintained that the policy had been canceled.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Dori Blanchet sought uninsured-motorist coverage under Richard Blanchet's automobile policy after an accident.
Assurance separately sought a declaration that the policy had been canceled for nonpayment of premium, and

the actions were consolidated. The Superior Court denied Dori's motion for partial summary judgment, entered



summary judgment for Assurance, and denied reconsideration. The Supreme Judicial Court vacated and
remanded.

DISPOSITION

reversed_and_remanded

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The judgment was vacated and the case was remanded to the Superior Court for further proceedings consistent
with the opinion, including factfinding concerning actual receipt, the insured's last known address, authorization

to use the Limington address, and the effect of the statutory conclusive-proof-of-receipt provision.
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