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MEMORIAL for the Magiftrates and Town-council of
the Burgh of Kirkwall, PRV 16 b
i 3’”’”’7 ab”fz"”aﬂd otherS,Inhabxtants of Stromnm

% HE faid Village of Sirommnefs is fituated upon the Sgiitffg‘hw;ﬁ-ﬁde; of the
- Hland, called the Main Land of Orkuey, in the Mouth of the Penis
~dand Fruth ; andas Ships that rake their, Nosrhern Courfe are in ufe to
touch there for Supplies of Provifions, the Inhabitasts of this Village
?ave thereby great Opportunities ;of_mgkingflzroﬁ:;in T:a?fii_;a's“rltﬁféiy;hufuallygge;
foscign Commeditics in Exchange or Barter for whatthey fell toihe Ships, which
gz%s&at gﬁ%ﬁfﬁiu ﬁg mlgaégﬁ; they %&iﬁﬁ» "&dfﬁ‘h}gg\i‘té&fﬁ Inpabitants'ef
the Burgh ¢f Kirkwali, who cannot intefere with them in that Traffick.
- This Conveniency .of Situation has at all Times invited not a few of the Buigef-
fes of Kirkwall, to take up their Refidence in this Village of Stramuefs, wheiie
they have carried on their Trade, as entitled to the Privilege fthereof,. by Byaino
admitted Burgefles of the Royal Burgh of Kirkwall ; and as their Right to, 1 a8
has never been difputed by the Town of Kiréwall, {o on the other hand (e Bur-
gefles, who went to refide at Szrommefs, have alwaysbeen in ufe to, ‘pay a Pro-
portion of the Cefs impofed by the Convention of Royal Burrows ujon the Burgh
of Kirkwall, which the Magiftrates of that Byrghand Stentmafters, by them nam-
ed, were in ufe to proportion by the fame Rules, as upon the other Burgeffes, who
refided within the Burgh of Kirkwall. - T e g -
Atthe fame Time there were allo fome other Inhabitants ¢ th'is'Yillége of Strém
nefs, not Burgefles of Kirkwall, who were permitted tQ trade without any Chal-
lenge on the Part of the Burgeflcs of Kirkwall, and they in like Manner were in
ufe to pay fome fmall Proportion of the Cels effeiting to their ‘T'rade, and for that
for dealing in fuch Branches of Trade as belong to the Burgefles of Royal Burghs
only. b : . . : '
Syc; this Pra&icehasgone on immemorial]y, both with refpec to their cartyingon
their Tradetreely without Contrqul, and their payingthe Proportions of Cefs impofed
upon them without Complaint, till a\bour 3 or 4 Years ago, when a few of the moft
confiderable Traders in §#7omnefs began to complain to the Magiftrates of Kirk.
wall, That the Proportion of Cefs, payable by their Village, was not equally dis
ftributed among the Merchants wwho refide in it 5 upon which the Magiftrates de-
fired they would fend fome of their Number to Kirkwall, to inform the Stentma.
fters of the particular Tra_dq. of each Sf7omuefs Burgher ; and accordingly a Com.
mittee of the Szromnefs Merchants came to Kizkwall, and fate with the Stentma.
fters, and got the Srent proportioned.ia:'LnOﬁg the Inhabitants, as they had amind '
but when they returaed home, their Conflituents at Szromne/s were more diffarif-
fied than before, and complained that their Deputies had eafed themielves to burs.
den their Neighdours ; upon which the Magifttes of Kirkwall grdered a more c-
qual Stent Roll to be made up ; but this Alteration was taken {o ill by the Gentle-
men who kad laid the above Scheme, that they not only refufed to pay, but alfo
i)revaile::' with feveral orhers of the Inhabitants to refufe Payment of their ufual
uot<s of the Cefs, tho’ there are flill a good many of them Wwho continué chear-
fully to make Payment thereof as formerly. =~ Hordwt i il
. Upon the above Refufal, the Magiftrates of Kirkwall were obliged to purlue
fuch of the Inhabitants of Stromnefs, as declined Payment, before the Stewart-de-
pute of Orkuey in Fune 1702, who decerned them to pay their Quota’s of the Cefs
~ asufual 5 and the Inhabitants having having offered a Bill of Suipenfion, the fame
was refufed as incompetent. They have now raifed a Procefs of Redu@ion of this
Decreet, with a Conclufion of Declarator, ¢ That the Burghof Kiréwal/ has no
¢« .Power to impofe or levy any Stent from them, léf,fhe'othe{- Inhabitants of the
«« Village of Szromne/s, and allo concluding Repetition of not only of the Sums
¢¢ they paid in virtue thereof, but alfo of all Payments of Cefs: made by them for
¢ all Years bygone.” - Andthe Caufe baving been fully!heard before Lord Bal-
anerino Ordinary, his Lordfhip pronounced the following Interlocuror ; Havin
confidered the above Debate, Finds and declares, that the Magifirates of Kirk.
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rall have no Right to lay any Part of their Cefs on the Inbabitants of Stromnefs
gsajfzz‘c‘b, bur ﬁnﬁnfacb Iﬂljabyz'tants, as are alfo Burgeffes of Kitkwall, Ziable fo be
flented, unlefs they do upon Oath purge themfelves from dealing in foreign Trade,
and affolzies the Defenders from Repetition of Bygones, and _deicer:m;z_z;cordmgty:
But thercafter upon a Reprefentation offered for the Purfuers, his Lordfhip was pleaf-

take the Caule to Report. I ACEY A

cd}t\ond in the firft Place, tlll)e Lords will be pleafed to know, thatitis a Fa& too
notorious to be denied, even by the Purluers themfelves, That theyadually: car-
ry on a Trade, and thar a very confiderable Trade with the Ships tha¢ pafs through
this Frith, or touch at the Port; this is admitted in rhequr'{luers own Libel, which
bears, ‘¢ That the Purfuers are Inhabitants of the Village of Stromnefs, fitvated
«« upon the South-weft Corper of the greateft 1fland called the Main Land of Ork-
¢ nay, and in the very Guz or Paffage of the Pentland Frith, whereby the Puy.
¢« fuers and other Inhabirants of this Village have Occafion to furnifh Victual, and
< other Provifionsto Ships of all Nations that happen to touch there in the Courfe
<« of their Voyages,and to take Moncy or Goods in Excha?.ge for what they fo fur-
4 pifh, which Situation an&?Trafﬁck has made this Place confiderably’ toincreafe
«« of late Years,{&c.” sl sias hsgubst . i i -
~Abd as the Purfuers cannot deny, that they carry on a'pretty confiderable fo-
reign Trade, as little can they pretend, that'they hayve any other Right'to carry
it on, but as Burgeffes of the Town of Kirkwatl; for it is cerrain that this Village
never had any Communication of Trade from the_Royal Boroughs'in terms of the
A& 1693 ; andrtherefore if they cannot juftify their Title to Trade under the Cha-
racer of Burgefles of Kirkwall, they muft ‘adxpir, _that they have beén smmemo-
rially carrying on an illicite Trade, and continuing in a perpetual Traznfgreffion of
the feveral Statutes which have been made for afcertaining the Privilege of foreign

Trade to the Burgefles of Royal Boroughs allenarly. » ,

On the other band, it is equally rrue, that it has alwaysbeen underftood by the
Purfucrs, as well as by the Defenders, that this Trade was lawfully carried on
by the Purfuers, and other Inhabitants of rhis Village, as Burgefles of Kirkwall,
and that upon rhat Account they were fubjec to a Proportion of the Cefs in the
L : fame. Manner as the other Burgefles who refided within the Burgh of Kirkwall:
‘ that fo it has been underftood by all Parties, “is evident from the Defeniders acqui-
efcing in the Purfoers Trade without Challenge," and ‘the Purluers immemorially
fubmitting to pay their Shazes of the Cefs impofed upon them without any Obje:

dion. P O ns i oA s

And thefe being the Citcumftances of th‘é,ﬁC\dfe‘,’ the Argument pled for the Purfuers,

as the Ground of theirDeclatator gnd’l{éd‘u&idﬁﬁ’; istraly noother thanthis, ‘ That al-

*« tho’they have beenin ufc of catrying on a foreign Trade, tho’they arenot intitled

“« to the Privilege of the Communication of Trade as Inhabirants of Szromuefs,

s« yet if they have been guilty of #/icite Trade, that will not fubject them to pay

«« 3 Part of the Town of Kirkwall's Cefs.  The Penalty of unfree Trade is the

¢« feizins and clcheating of the Goods in terms of the' A& 1672, but it does not
«« oblge the Trader to pa‘y'a‘i;';g(‘ Part of the Cefs impofed’ll'igén_anothc; Burgh;- that
««* » Burgefles of Kirkwall they have no Right to Trade'in Stromnefs, or any
¢« where elfe without the Bounds of the Royalty of 'Kirkwall, and- as little can
‘¢ they, when living without it, be fubjected to any of the Burdens impofed on
¢ that Burgh.  And for proving that Burgefles are neither intitled to Trade, nor
“ fubjected to Burdens, unlefs they refide within'the Burgh, the following Aéts
¢« of Parliament wecre appcaled to, ‘the 153d A&, Parl. 12 J4. VL 275th A&,
“ Parl. 15." ¥4, VL. 6th A, Pdrl. 19. J2VI” o ' .
“But the Defenders begleave to differ from the Purfuers bothin the Pofition they
laydown, ¢ That a Burgels cannot trade if he refide withour the Royal Burgh,”and
in the Confequence they draw from it ro this Cafe. “With'refpec to the f7/, the
Defenders canniot {ee that it'is proved by any of the Starutesthey have condefcend-

- ed’on for that Purpofe. By the 152d A&, Parl. 12. Fz. VI, the Privilege of Tradé
is given to the Burgefles of Royal Boroughs without Limitation, whether they re-
fide ‘within the Burgh or not.” The Aét recites. Thar by divers Aéts of Parlia-
ment it bad been flatute, That no Perfon within this Realm Jhould exerce the
Traffick of Merchandize but the Burgeffes of free ‘Boroughs; and confirms the
faid Ac&s with this Addition, That whofoever exercifesthe faid Traffick of Mei-
chandize, not_being free Burgeffes, their haill Goods and Gear [ball-become i
Lfthear, &c, Here both the Prohibition and the Penalty are detlared only tb
SUTREY T : ’ : v affek
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affe fuch as are not BurgefTes; but they, whether they refide within'the;Borough
or not, are liabléto neither. - AT L Tt

Nor does the 153d A¢t of the fame Parliament, referred to by the Purfuers, -in
any wife derogate from theiabove Statute, which immediately preceeds it. - The:
Intention of. this A& was not to!determine who might trade, and who might not, ;
this had been done by the A immediately preceeding; but the Occafion of the,
153d A& was to determine cerfain Lxemptions claimed by the Inhabitants of Bo«
roughs, from the Taxations and-Steots due to the Borough, and declares, That.
fuch Exemptions fhall not be admitted, but that all the Inhabirants thal] be liable to,
bear their Share withour Regard to any Dilcharge or:Exception granted by the King
or his Predeceffors, excepung only, that it may be lawful for his Majefty to ex-
cem one Perfon out of each Craft for his own particular Ule and Service, in cafe
be fhallfo find expedient.  But neither.this nor any, of the other Starutes referred
to have faid, That £rading Burgeffes ate nort to be ftented in cale they refide with-
out the Burgh. 1t ; o & a0l :

- Andindeced the Statute, which ought properly to be appealed to, for determining
this< Point of the!Privileges of the Burgefles of Royal Burrowsisthe sth-Ac Parl,
1672, where ex profe(fo this Matter is lettled and determined ; and from the whole
Tenorof thatScatute nothing can be more evident, than that the Privilege of Trade
1s given to the Burgefles and not confined to their Refidence within the ‘Burgh.
Thus the A& Statures and ordains, That it is and fhall be the Privilege of Royal
Burrows, and no.other Incorporation, or Perfon, within the Kingdom o buy or
Jelt, &c, And that no other Incorporation or Perfon within this Kingdom, fhall
bave Power to impore or export, &c. And in the Penult Claufe it is flatute and
ordained, That if any Man, not being Freeman inthe Royal Burrows, Jhall be
found to have in bis Poffeffion any Goods or Gommodities, &c. contrary to this
prefent Statute, the faid Goods fpall be efcheat. 1t feems very plain, That nei-
ther the Prohibition nor the Sanion of this A&, is direéted againft any of the
Burgeffes of a Royal Burrow, whether they refide within or without it. Ineitheg
Cale it is declared competent to them, buttono other Perfon or Incorporation, withs .
in the Kingdom, to exercife the Trade'and Merchandife therein fpecified. “And as
this ACt {eems to be the regula regulans, for afcerraining the Privileges of Royal
Burrows; the Defenders believe it has never been akered in this Point by apy af-
ter Statute. It is plain the A& 1690, was not intended to make any Alterarion
with refpe to the Perfons, 'who'fhould be entitled to the Privilege 'of Trade, but
only to explain fand. limit the particular Commodities, which it might be free ro
any other Subject to deal in, and therefore though it fpeaksof Freemen Inhabitants
of Royal Burrows, “that is only exegerick referfing to that which moft frequent-
ly happens, but cannever: be conftructedia. Repeal of the former Statutes; which
confer the Privilege of Trade on’all Burgeffes of Royal Burrows, whether they
réfidexherein ornor. :: io 1309 olr.ai vllagps 7 ‘ 1

And indeed were it otherways, ‘there arefeveral Royal Barrows in Scozland whick
fhould be wholly deprived of the Privilege of foreign Trade, viz. all Inland Burghs,
which are pot fituate upon the Coaft-fide, or upon fome navigable River, from which
Accefs can be had directly tothe Sea : For ifa Burgefs is not entitled o carry on Trade,
but only within the Limits of the Burgh to which he' belongs; as the Purfucrs plead, the
Burgefles of zhofe Burrows can'never carry on any foreign Trade : And yet it is bes
lieved it was never made a Doubt, That the Burgefles of fuch Towns may exercife
foreign Trade at'the adjacent Sea-ports, where they find it moft convenient, ‘and e-
ven refide there, if they fo think fir, and yet ftill retain cheir Privilege of Burgefs-
Jhip. - Of this there are Numbers of Inftances in Scotland ;. Burgefles of ‘Edinbargh
trading -and refiding in Leith, “even that Part of it which lies ‘withoat the' Royalry.
The greateft Part ‘of the Wine Cellars, 'which makes no inconfiderable Part of their
Trade, are fituared without it, in that Part of Leizh which lies within the Barony
of Reflairig.” Burgefles of Glafgow in like manner trade; and fome of them refide
at Greenock : And cthough neither Leith nor Greenock has the Privilege of Trade
communicated to them by the Royal Burrows, yet no body ever doubted thart fuch
Trade, carried on by Burgeffes of ‘the neighbouring Burrows, was lawfal. ' And it
is equally eftablithed in Practice,” That fuch Burgefles are liable and in Ufe to pay
their Share of publick Burdens to the Burgh to-which they belong, ‘and under whoie
Privilege only they can carry on their Trade.. 10« 7 o : :

And, in the nexz place, if it were a doubtful Point, Whether a Burgefs could car-
ryon Trade outwith the Burgh of which he isa Member ; yetif Burgeffes do in Fac
; carry




carry on Tradein that Manner, when they have no Title to do iv but'as Burgefles
of that Burgh, the Defenders are advifed, that in fuch Cafe it would not be compe-
tént to them to plead the Defed? of their own Title; were it liable 1o any : Your .
Lordfhips bave found in many Cafes, that a ‘Party caupot profir! himfelf by object-
ing a Defect in his own Title, even where it is clearly liable to one:: Forinftance,
a Creditor intromitting fine titulo, cannot objed the Nullity of hisown Tizle. A
Cautioner for a Curator will not be allowed to plead, that the Curator-had no Tiz/e
ro-intromit becaufe of aprior A& of Curatory, @e. And if fuch Obje&ion’ was not
allowed in thofe Cales, far lefs can it'be in this, where the Obje@ion refolves in the
Party’s ‘declaring, Thet be was guilty of a Delict or Tranfgreffion of the Law.
He traded apparently as one of the Burgeffes of the Town of Kir4wal,- he paid Stenv
to that Bargh in Confideration of his Trade; but now; in order toorepeat the Stent
he has paid, or to get free of it én futurum, he thinks fir to plead;> thar the Trade
he was_carrying on was truly unlawful and forbidden; that it is.not a'clear Point
from thg Statutes, Whether a Burgefs can trade, if refiding without the Burgh 2 ‘and
therefore hie: cannot be liable to the Burgh' for any Part of the Stent upon that ac.
count.”” It ¥s humbly {ubmitted whether fuch Plea, were there eveér fo much Dubiery
in the Point with refpe to the Title, ‘ought not to be overruled, ‘as concrary to all
Equity and good Conicience, That a Man fhould profit himfelf by alledging his own
Tranfgreffion, when he had a probable fair T7¢/e under which he fecmed o act
when, vpon the Faith of that 772/e, he has been allowed to a& wunchallenged for a
Tract of Years, by the Parties who had otherways Right to chaliengé him ; and ftili
more, when that Title appears to be fo ftrongly fupported, both'by Law and Ca-
ftom, as it isin the prefent Cafe. . : ' aynd
* And to what has been already faid, the Defenders fhall only add, That this Point,
which'is now called in queftion by our Parties, has formerly received an exprefs Des
cifion of the Court in the very Terms we plead. It is obferved by . Lord Dirleton,
Decifion 430, 16th fanunary 1677, the Lords found, That @ Burgefs of the Town,
tho’ be be not incola, if be trade, may be flented for payment of his Magefly's Taw
xation. This Decifion isin precife Terms of the Lord Ordinary’s Interlocutor, finds
ing, That fuch Inbabitants of Stramnefs, as are Burgeffes of Kirkwall, ave Jiable
20 be [flented, unlefs theycan purge themfelves of dealing in foreign Trade : Andit
is evidenuy ;fupported rupen twoigaod Grounds already  hinted at-; * 1/7; That Bure
geffes may trade even outwith the Burgh. 244y, That if this wetedoubtful, yerif
a Burgefs does fo trade, hewill'not be allowed to'fay, that he meanr to carry. on an
unlawful Trade; it will be imputed to his lawful Title, and Hhe will bear the ufual
Burdens. -actardinglyi 10 22554t 21 dougdt a1alsiaids bag- | fn2 elis v o

- The Purfuers were pleafed to put the Cafe, ** What if they:were Burghers of dif-
¢ ferent Burghs, wouldthe Town of Kirkwall have any Title to theif Stent, more
¢t than_the other Burgh!of which they were likewife Burgeffes 2 Thar if they were
*¢ guilty of unlawful Trade, it was equally in the Power of any other Royal Burgh,
<« as of the Town of Kirkwall, to apptehend and feize their Goods 2 And thar ic
<« ‘was not.in their Power to make.it lawful, by communicating to them the Priyi-
< lege of Trade, that Communication can only be granted by the Convention of
so. i BarFQwsve 7 oo b ltins sor 0 ale o YA ‘ tih by 3

Buitthe Defenders are adviled there is no Weight in thefe ObjeGions ; it often
happens, that thedame"Merchant will be Burgher in {everal Burghs, and carry on
his Trade, sperhaps firft in one of them, and then in another; in. which Cafe. he
will no doubt be liable toipay the publick Burdens only to that Burgh where he: res
fides ; and the Cafe.is the fame, when they chufe not to refide within the Burgh, but
rather to €arry it on.ot fome Port in the Neighbourhood, they muft pay the nfual
Burdens. to that Burgh inthe Neighbourbood of which they trade: So an LEdinburgh
Burgefs, who.trades in .Leizh, will not have any Demand made upon him by the
Townlof Gleffow, tho’ he may beallo a Burgefs of Glafgow ; and as little will the
Town: of .Edinburgh make any Demand upon a Glefgow Merchant who' trades in
Greenock, -tho’ he was allo admitted;their Burgher.:  And as to what is faid; Thae
every :Burgh bad the Privilege of apprchending the Puriuers Goodsas well as Kirks
wall, . youor Lordfhips know that no Burgh can fummarily apprehend and fejze the
Goods) of unfree Traders, unlefs they.are found within the Burghor Suburbs theres
of 3 and-if they are not fo found, rhe Burrows have no fummar Remedy but only
by legal Procefs: And in the prefent Cale, 7es ipfa Joguirur, thac the Purfners
Goods muft have been'fonnd a hundred times in the Town of Kirbwall, which byes
fo ticar them, for once they would be found in any ;other Burghiin: S¢oz/and, from
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which they are feparated by a pretry dangerous  Frith: So it isto the Town of
Kirkwall they owe the Tranquillity of their Trade, and the not apprehending theie
Goods, if they are fuppofed il/icize Traders, whichis the footing upon which theit
whole Plea depends. Tho’ other Burghs had by Law an equal Power to apprehend
the Purfuers Goods, if found within their Liberties, et that is what in Fa@ could
bardly ever happen. ‘

And as to what they are pleafed to fay, with refpe@ to the Communication of
Trade, The Defenders agree, that that is a Privilege only to be granted by the
Convention of Burrows,  But firft, the Purluers hadno need to ask any Communica-
tion of Trade in this Cafe, becaufe they were already eatitled to ir as Burgefles of
Kirkwall. Next, what Benefit could they have had, if, giving up their Privilege
ro trade as Burgefles of Kirkwall, they had applied to the Convention for a Com:«

‘munication of Trade to this Village of S#7omne/s. A Proportion of the Stenr is now

impofed by the Town of Kirkwall correfpondent to the whole Trade carried on by
their Burgeffes ; If che Purfuers had fought a Communication ro theirVillage of S#rom-
nefs, itisnot to be doubted, that the Convention would have eafed Kirkwall of as
much of the Cefs as they laid upon Stromnefs: This is what inf Juftice they beho-
vad to have done, as Kirkwall paid the Cefs correfpondent to the Trade of both fore
meily ; and fo the Cale would juft have come out the fame as it is now, the Purfa-
ers wenld have paid neither more nor lefs than they do at prefent, only they would
have paid it to the Convention of Burrows inftead of paying it te the Town of
Kirkwall, becaufe then their Right of Trade would have been derived from the
Convention, whereas at prefent their only Title isin virtae of their Right of Burgel-
fhip rececived from the Town of Kiréwall, which makes it unoeceffary for them to
apply to the Convention for the Privilege of Trade, fince they already enjoy it as
Members of the Community of Kirkwall ; and while they continue to do fo, it is
humbly fubmitred, Whether,' with any Colour of Reafon, they can refufe to pay

thofe Burdens which they fubje¢ted themfelves to when they entred into that Com.

munity ? 7 ;

Wit);n refpet to the other Inhabitants of Strommefs, who are not Burgefles of
Kirkwall, The Defenders admit, that the Arguments hitherto laid before your
Lordthips will not apply, but they muft fubmit to your Confideration, what fhall
be the Effe@ of the immemorial Ufe and Acquiefcence in the Payment of Cels: They
arc informed, that your Lordthips have, in this very Seffion, found the Mechanicks
who refide in the Village of Norzh-Leith, liable to pay a Share of the Cefs impo«
fed upon the Town of Edinburgh, though that Village never had the Privilege of
Trade communicated to them by the Convention of Burrows, nor in faét do the
Inhabitants carry on any foreign Trade, yet your Lordfhips found them f{ubjected to
a part of the Town of Edinburgl’s Cefs, in refpect they have been in ufe to pay
the fame immemorially, and your Lordfhips thought it would be of dangerous con-
fequence to alter an immemorial Ufage in a Cafe of that Nature, and that the Parties
burdened could have no Reafon to complain, after fo long an Acquiefcence: It is
humbly fubmitted, if this Decifion does not conclude 4 forzigri to the prefent Cafe,
where a forcign Trade, and that pretty confiderable, is admitted to be carried on by
our Parties, who are now wanting to free themftlves of the Bwrden impofed by

Law upon all who enjoy that Privilege.

And laftly with refpedt to the Purfuers Claim for Repetition of Biygone Cefs,
which they have paid immemorially without any Obje@ion. This inde‘&q fets the
Iniquity of their whole Pleain a very ftrong Light, That after they have enj@yed the
Benefit of a flourithing Trade as Burgefles of Kirkwall, and under the Protéétion
and Acquicfcence of that Burgh, and have paid their Share of the publick Burdiéns
correfponding thereto, they fhould now pretend ro repeat what they have fo paid)
when it is not in their Power to return the valuable Confideration they have had for
it : This was fo glaring to the Purfuers themlelves, thatin their laft Reprefentation
they icemed to wave the Repetition of any Bygones paid before the Stewart-de-
pute’s Decreet in Fune 1742, and infift only to repeac what they paid in confe-
quence of that Decreet : Bur as they cannot deny, that they have fince that Time
traded to a much greater Extent than correfponds to the trifling Sums. they were
bound to pay by that Decreet, this Part of ctheir Claim is as ill fonnded as the reft,
and indeed the Defenders can have no doubt, that the Lords will find, that there is
not the leaft Foundation for any ofthe Conclufions in the Purfuers Libel.

JA. FERGUSON.
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