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than when she set out, there were no grounds upon which 
the appellants were entitled  to abandon the ship as for a 
total loss. 2. In addition to the plea that the ship was not 
lost, and.could not be abandoned as lost, it was further 
m aintained that though the appellants had been in a situa
tion to abandon, yet that they had not abandoned tempes- 
tiv i.  H eld  in the Court of Session that the appellants were 
not entitled  to abandon as for a total loss, and to recover 
accordingly. R eversed in the House of Lords, and ordered  
that the decree of the Court of Adm iralty be affirmed, 
which decided that the appellants were entitled  to abandon 
as for a total loss,— the object o f the voyage being totally  
defeated.
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P roperty of Church— Separation in R eligious B ody.

This question, as to the right to possession o f the m eet
ing house and session house belonging to the Society o f  
Burgher Seceders of Perth, was raised on the occasion o f a 
split in that body, in regard to the formula of their church 
as respected the power of the civil magistrate. T he appel
lants were the body who separated them selves, but, con
tending that they adhered to the original doctrines and for
mula of the Seceders’ body, which were identical with those 
of the established church, and were therefore entitled to 
possession, w hile the respondents were parties who had al
tered , or were inclined to modify the formula on this head. 
The Court of Session were of opinion that nothing had been  
done to alter the formula by the respondents, and confirmed 
them  in possession of the m eeting house, &c. On appeal to 
th e  H ouse o f Lords, the case was rem itted for reconsidera
tion. Vide  infra, (second appeal.)
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