HALL ON
INSURANCE
ADJUSTMENTS



Published @ 2017 Trieste Publishing Pty Ltd

ISBN 9780649140404

Hall on insurance adjustments by Thrasher Hall

Except for use in any review, the reproduction or utilisation of this work in whole or in part in
any form by any electronic, mechanical or other means, now known or hereafter invented,
including xerography, photocopying and recording, or in any information storage or retrieval
system, is forbidden without the permission of the publisher, Trieste Publishing Pty Ltd, PO Box
1576 Collingwood, Victoria 3066 Australia.

All rights reserved.

Edited by Trieste Publishing Pty Ltd.
Cover @ 2017

This book is sold subject to the condition that it shall not, by way of trade or otherwise, be lent,
re-sold, hired out, or otherwise circulated without the publisher's prior consent in any form or
binding or cover other than that in which it is published and without a similar condition
including this condition being imposed on the subsequent purchaser.

www.triestepublishing.com



THRASHER HALL

HALL ON
INSURANCE
ADJUSTMENTS

ﬁTrieste






Hall on Insuran'c.e"
Adjustments

FIRST REVISED EDITION

Ey

THRASHER HALL

Adjuster '

Copyrighted 1916
By The Rough Notes Company

The Rqugh Eutes Co.

Publishers
Indianapolis, Indiana



INTRODUCTION
TO

“HALL ON INSURANCE
ADJUSTMENTS”

FIRST REVISED EDITION

This work was issued from the press in 1907,
and at onhce became popular with adjusters of
fire insurance losses. Its noted author had lon
maintained a high reputation as a skilled an
accurate adjuster and, being widely known, his
work soon beeame popular with adjusters of fire
ingurance losses and it was regarded as an au-
thoritative work in all the forty-eight states in
the Union; hence the necessity of ifs revision
much sooner than was anticipated. The con-
flicting nature of insurance eodes of laws of so
many states, new laws enacted by their legis-
latures and rules made by state officials imposed
a hereulean task upon its author in his work of
revision in order to adapt it to the exact require-
ments of the present day—wholly np-to-date,
and wholly accounting for the great delay of
more than a }rear in pu%llshing the revision after
it was eammenced

The merit of the work has been greatly en-
haneed by the time taken by the author in mak-
ing his revision as of to-day, at the expense of
much new matter, necessarily considerably en-
larging the book. It is with much confidence
that the publishers are putting forth the first
revised edition of Thrasher Hall's work, as we
believe that Mr. Hall has exhausted his powers
of research upon it and would not allow it to
be published until it satisfied him.

On behalf of the Publishers.

RAEERT
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“HALL ON INSURANCE,
ADJUSTMENTS”

CHAPTER L.

DIRECT LOSS.

“Direct” Defined.

The word “direct” in a policy of insurance has been con-
strued to mean merely “immediate” or “proximate,” as distin-
guished from “retnote”

Ermentrogt et pl. v, Girord T, & M, Tne, O, 63 Minn. 306, 65 ™, W,
gts. *%}L. R A, M 25 Ima. L. J. Bl (Annotated {n 68 Am.

‘What Is Direct Logs?

Where the contract of insurance was apamst loss by fire on
¢oods which were being transported by a steamboat which came
mm collision with another boat, causing a fire, and the hoat was
sunk-befare the goods insured were injured hy fre, Held, That,
if means and appliances were at hand by which the sinking of
the boat could have been avolded, and the intcrvention of o new
agency, namely, that of fire, prevented theic vac, then the fire
was the proximate and immediate canse of the loss, and that it
was a question for the jury to decide, irom all the circomstances
of the case, whar was the proximate cause of the Joss sustaincd
by the plaintiff, and whether it was the resuft of the fire.

New York & Loston Ddapateh Bxpresa Co. v, Tradera Ing. Co., 132
Mpss, 377 {Annotatod in 42 Am. B, Ext. Anno. 440, Notes),

Where it clearlr appearcd that che boat would have been
destroved by fire had it not been sunk, and the evidence clearly
showed thar ignition or combustion had begun beiore the boat
waz sunk, this taken in conpection with the evidences of fire
which were discovered, before the boat was sunk, the smoks
issuing from the hold, with the deck so hot that pitch ocozed
ftom ils seams, made it reasonably certain that a fire had broken
out in the vessel before it was sunk, and which was the proxi-
mate cause of the loss.

Bingleton v, Phoanlx Ina. Co., 152 M. Y. 208, 3 M, E B39,

In an action to recover for a general averape loss, sustained
by the sinking of the Propeller Fotomae, it was held, that in
order to render the insurance company Hable upon the policy,

7



1 HALL O [FSUBANCE ADFUSTMENTS,

the doss compleioed of must have been occasioned by one of the
risks assumed by it

Wex v, Hoabmen'a F. Ins. Co, (M. T.), 11 Bf. Rap, Ti1.

Windstorm or Lightning.

Where the defendant had insured the plaintiff®s property
against loss by fre. The contract of insurance containing no
exceplion exempting the defendant from liability for fire occa-
sioned by storm or Dghtning, Held, That if the property was
destroyed by that clement, no difference whether ocecasioned by
windstorm or lightning, the loas in question was one included in
the risk for which the defendant was liable.

Farrell v. Farmera Mut. ¥, Ina, Co., 66 Mo, App. 153,

Testimony by Wool Merchanis,

Where in an actfon upon a fire insurance policy to rocowver
for Inss and damage to a large guantity of wool, 1L was alleged,
was caused by fire. It was held that wool merchants and manu-
facturers, who having bad vears of experience in their husiness,
‘were compelent to give opinions basod upon facts falling within
their experience, such as the cifect of water on a large mass of
wool and the prolahility of spontencous combustion in it

Bun Ims. Office of London, Ergland v. Weatern Woolen il Co.,
TE Ban 41, K2 Faas, G130

Testimony by Cheomiat.

Im an action upon a fire inzurance policy to recover for loss
and damage to a large guaptity ol wool, it was alleged, was
caused by fire, where the question was as lo whether spon-
taneous combustion cccurred. 11 was lheld nol error lo refuse
to permit an expert chemizt to define “fire,” “ignition,” ignition
point,” the relation between “Ore” and “fame’ and landred
terms, of which the meaning 18 eommonly understood by all
well-informed persons.

Sun Inz Office of London, Bogland v. Western Woolen B0 Co.,
72 IKan. 41, 82 Pao, ald.

Expert Testimony and Scientific Works.

In an action uwpon a fire insurance policy to recover for loss
and damage to a large guantity of wool, it was alleged, was
cauged by fire, it was held that where scicntific works of well-
known authority and the opinions of cxperts are widely at varl-
ance upon the question whether spontancous combustion is pos-
sible in a certain substance, courts will not assume as a matter
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of law and faet which theory iz true, but will leave its deter-
mination to the jury.

Bun Ins. OMce of London, Hogland v Weatern Woolen Mill Co.,
72 Kan, 41, 82 Pac. 613,

Instroction as to “A Total Loss.™

Where the merits of the appeal was as to whether the loss
was “a total loss” by fre within the meaning of Section 5897,
or "a partial loss” only and falling within Section 5860 (Rev.
Stat, of Mo, 1889), and to ascertain the faet the Court instructed
the jury as follows: “By a total loss is meant that the building
had lost its identity and speeilic character as a building and
become so far disintegrated that it can not be properly desig-
nated as a hoilding, although some part of it mway remain stand-
ing” Held, The instruction was proper.

O'Eeafe v, Liverpool, London & Globwe Ins Co., 140 Mo, BBE, 41
B, W, 022 38 Ins. L. 0. BA4.

Necessity for Instruction Defining Fire,

Where tn an actton upon a fire insurance policy Lo recover
for tozs and damage to a large quantity of wool, it wasz alleged,
was cauzed by fire. IL was held not error Lo refuse to give an
instruction Lthat "wool ¢an ool sel Ore to ilsell,” nor to define
“fire,” nor Lo instruet that "no degree of heal, shorl of ignition,
producing an actual burming, 35 covered by the policy,” where
the court of its own motion chacped the jury that the definition
of the word “fire" was onoecessary, amd that “it would make no
difference, if there was firg, whether it was 1o the form of Aame
or merely smoldering, byt thero must be in faet the presence
of firg,”

Bun Ins. Ofice of London, England v Westorn Woolen Mill Co.,
T2 Kan, 41, 52 Pae, 613,

Destruction of Building Leaving Walls Standing.

Where building “A" was destroyed by fire, leaving some of
the walls standing, and two or three days thereafter one of the
gables fell, damaging building “B." Hell, That the insurance
company was liable,

Johnaton v, Ing, Co., 7 Seaa. Cas (Seotland) G2, 1 Bennott, 269,
The company is liable for such a loss where the walls fell

seven days after the fire.
Ruygacll v, Gerran P, Inz Co., 100 Blne, 528, 111 N, W, 400,

Building Removed from Foundation by Windstorm.
Where in an action upon a fire insurance policy it appeared
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from the evidence that the building was not Mlown down by the
storm, but merely removed a few feet from its foundation and
left sufficiently imtact as to be still subject to identification as
the building covered by the risk, by a reference to the descrip-
tion in the policy, and one or mere of the agencies of the
storm, wind, or electricity caunsed fire to be communicated to
the building, either from that in the stove contained therein,
or in any other way, whereby such building became a loss.
The contract ef insurance comtained no exception exempting
the defendant from lability for fire oceasioned by storm or
lightning. Held, That the lass in question was one included in
the risk and for which the insurer was liable,
Farrell v. IFormers Mual, 19 Tod, Co., 66 Mo, App. LE3.

Logs of Goods in Bullding Blown up by Municipality,
Insurers arainst loss Ly fire were held lizble for goods

destroyed in the blowing vy of a building with gunpowder by

dircction of municipal authorities to prevent the spread of fire
City Inz. Co. v. Corlise (I, T.), 21 Wend. 367, 1 EBennett, 755

Prohibition of Repair of Building by Ordinance.

Where & policy coveorod & building lecated within the fire
Iimits of a city, and the building was of a class the repair of
which was, undcr certain conditions, prohibited by the city
ordinance. Held, That the insurees were liable for a total loss
(value of the building) where the city ordinances would ot per-
it the same Lo be repaieed,

Lar[;ina !.r.li'jlena Fall Ine. Co,, 8¢ MMinp. 327, 83 N, W, 409, 29 Ins.

PIRY [ T

T the same effect.

IEra v Worthsweslern Toa, Qoo 11 Mich, 425, 4 Benonell B63;

Homburg=-Ercmen Fire Ina, Co. v Carlington, 66 Tex. 103, 18 B, W.
T, IS Ins. L. J. BGB,

Building Condemned and Repair Prohibited,

Where the building insured was condemned by the proper
authorities and an attempl to repair the same was prohibited
by them, Held, The insured ecould elaim a fotal Ioss, although
the builditg when nsured was not foutd.

Monteleone v, Ttoyal Tne. Oo. of I-imfer-jprml and FLondon, 47 La.
Ann., 1663, 18 Bo. 473, 24 Ina. L, J. §31.

Contract of Insurance and Election to Eepair Made After Adop-
tion of ODrdinance,
Where the contract of insuranee and the electiopn of the



