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nounced in the Court of Sessxon, the followmg judgment was pronounced in
the House of Lords: ‘ :
. ¢ 15th July, 1803.
- ¢ After hearing counsel, as well on Wednesday the 10th, Friday the 12th,
¢ Monday the 15th, Tuesday the 16th, and Thursday the 18th days of March,
"< and Monday the 26th of April 1802, as on Wednesday the 18th of May,
¢ and Wednesday the 8th of Junelast, upon the petition and appeal of Messrs.
¢ George Lothian and others, complaining of two interlocutors of the Lord
# Ordinary in Scotland of the 28th of May and 2d of July 1799, and also of
¢ two interlocutors of the Lords of Council and Session there; of the 27th of
‘ June, and signed the 4th of July and the 22d of November 1800 ; and pray-
< ing that the same mlght be reversed, varied or amended, or that the appellants
- ¢ might have such relief in the premises as to this House, in their Lordships
¢ great wisdom, should seem meet; as also; upon the answers of Messrs.
¢ Henderson Riddel and Company of Glasgow, merchants, put in to the said
¢ appeal ; and after hearing the Judges seriatim on Thursday the 11th of this
¢ instant July, to deliver their opinions, with their reasons upon a question of
¢ law to them proposed; and due consideration being had this' day of what
¢ was offered on either side of the cause, it is declared, by the’ Lords Spiritual
< and Temporal, in Parliament assembled, That in this case it is not necessary
¢ to decide whether, upon the several grounds ‘mentioned in the interlocutors
< of the 28th of May and the 2d of July 1799, the Lord Ordinary ought to
¢ have pronounced the same: And it is ordained and adjudged, That the in-
¢ terlocutor of the 27th of June, and s1gned the 4th of July 1800, complamed
¢ of in the sard appeal be, and the sameis hereby affirmed, with the following
¢ variation, (vxz ) after the second (find that) insert the words, (accordmg to
¢ the effect of the agreement, contained in the policy and relative writing) :
¢ And it is further ordered and adjudged, That the interlocutor of the 22d
¢ November 1800 also complamed of in the said’ appeal be, and the same is
¢ hereby affirmed. ’

1801. bNov‘ember;l;Q. . YEerLTonN and Others agaimt;S_Ml'rH and Others.

In this case, No. 55. p. 11962. it was found, that re-capture by a non-com-
missioned ship vests an insurable interest. The cause havmg been appealed,
The House of Lords, 21st July 1806, found, That the terms in which the sal.
vage is described in the policy of insurance, as the subject upon which the in-
surance is declared to have been made, are such, in their constructlon, that the
policy must be considered as inept and void ; and find, that'it is unnecessary to
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detérmine upon any.question:upon which it mtght have been necessary to de-
cide, if the subject; upon. whtch the insurance is declared in the policy to have
been made, rhad been descrtbed ‘in other terms and it is therefore ordered
that the causg } be remltted te the Court of Session, to review their mterlocutors
complained of, and to proceed consistent with this finding.

N Ap———t———— St o—

1804. May 22 ADAM and MATHIE, agazmt MURRAY and Others. -
Tz ship Concordla, belon mgto Adam and Mathle, merchants in Greenock,
arrtved at Jamalca Ay Mar’ch 1799 ‘but in gomg into harbohr shie run upon a
reef, and sustamed damage, mformatton of which was recexved by-the: followmg

Tetter from Bogle, Iopp, and Company, the’ consxgnees* <15th' A/ml‘ 1999,

« We are sorry to mform you that the Concordla, in gomg mto Port Morant,
< touthed ugon ‘the réef, and et with some damage. Before we canl ehgage
“ to’ gtye her‘a"dax‘go home, it will be necessary to have a survey updn her, to
¢ ascertam what damage she may have received. For this purpose, we: hive
¢ ordered Captam Simpson to brmg her 1mmedxately 6w from Port Morarit.
¢ Should she, after, being properly surVeyed be ‘deemed perfectly sea-WOrfhy,
¢ we, shaIl gtve “her a full load home.” Weat present think she wﬂl Toad'in

part at thxs harhopr, and proceed to‘Qld Harbour, thefe to fit'up. We think
< that if the vessel is found worthy, that’ she W111 be ready to sail Wlth the con—
¢ voy, appomted to sail the SOth June” " °
. Another letter, of date 4th June 1799 says ;T We are"sorry to mforrn you,
¢ that on a survey bem& made on the Concordta, it Was found she had met
<with such damage as to reqmre cons1derabfe repai’rs, whlch are now makmg
‘ Thts will prevent her saﬂmg with the convoy to depart on 30th instant.’” -
_ The vessel wag repatred “and the fiext letter, 15th June 1799, says;: ¢ The
£ Concordta has now undergone the i necessary repaxrs, and thé captam mforms
“us, he vnll get the requlslte certlﬁcate of her being fit for sea, and' be read‘y to
¢ take on. Soard ‘the homeward cargo in the course'of  day or two. - We there-
¢ fore, hope there wxll be no doubt of her sallmg WIth the convoy on 25th
* July.” T ' ;

Next day (16th June) the captain wrote D¢ Our cargo isall ready for us;
¢ and 1f the ﬂeet don t satl tlll the 25th of thls month from here, T hope we
These two last letters were recelved on 4th August ;. and on the 5th Adam

and Mathie wrote the following letter to the broker at Glasgow : “You may
¢ also do #2000 an freight of brig Concordia, Matthew Simpson ; mastet,vafued
Cat q£2500 said frexght at, and from Jamaica to Clyde at fifteen gumeﬁ'&L to
¢ yeturn 8 ficr cent. for convoy. Our letter of 15th June ‘from the “fhastér

¢ says: “ Our cargo is all ready for us; and if the fleet don’t sail till the 45th
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