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to him, and will ,no't be obliged t;n \&afréht'hxﬁf:dk”’ﬁéé ‘&ccﬁed be‘twlxt
Polmais and Redhall, Duplied, Seeing she is infefd pubhcly, and indy - be
harmed by this action, her infefétnent” being reduced,  she should have been

summoned “thereto. Triplied, Her’ infeftment not: béing called for prisici-

yaliter, but only falling in consequentiam, he needed ot to- ‘call her; and the
furthest that can be sustained for her who'is Nferenter, s to suffer her to com.
pear for her interest, and concur th 1he déféndeb’) ‘Repelled this a}lege.
ance, oL L

Spotmwaod (Repuction.) p. 269

ML LM -

e —

“r

2623, December 12. Cxowmn agamn‘

In an action Crombie contra , the: Lonns ﬁmnd,.'Ehat an acuen

‘and summoens of reduction might- be soiight to be transferrdd- against the

appatent heir, and in the apparent - hieir of him agaimst whom the reduction
was intented ; ‘because, as the reduction might be at.the beginning pursuved
against the apparent heir, so might it be transferred. pari. ratione in the appa-
rent heiv of the defender in the reduction, he dying after the intenting of the
action; albeit he was neither heir nor charged to enter heir.

Clerk, Hay.
o Dlﬂ'?.e, Pb 92-

et H - . —t—————

x6235. July 29. E.of Wm’_fon agﬁin;i Gnﬁb‘is.

Tur Lorps repelled an.exception propaned upon a sasine at a removing, in
respect of this reply, that the sasine pro,ceeds upgn a charter and precept, de-
cerned to make. no faith, and that noanhstandmg it was dupi:?li that the
sasine stands unreduced cled with 15 years’ pqssessmn. '

. Kerse, MS fol 20Y.
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1626. _‘7ul 'y 26. Nissers, ARTHUR’S OvEs a‘gazmt H]S REI.ICT and M‘MORAHAME
agamst M‘MORAHAME

In an action.betwixt the Relict of Mr ]ohn Arthur and his Oyes, fhc Bairng

" of Mr Patrick Nishet, the Lorps sustaiped an. acibn of advocation from, the

Commissaries of Edmbutgh of a testament af" the suid: Mr John’s; desired to be
eonfirmed before the Commissaries by his said relict, who was his exechtrisino-

minated in the said testament, and 'discharged the said Commussaries to pro-
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A eéét?lﬂ“tﬁé*@ouﬁxm?wmﬂoﬁ- unti} an action -of red uction; -inteated - Mefare: N& o
thdTionds; $0f redvicih g of the:sid testpmint; was first discussed, intented:at the | Commisxn{i'“
. mﬁ&ﬁée‘df hetsdid Oyee agtidseiehre Riedicts but the Lords assigneda day im . in conse-
quence of 2

December to the said ‘fedueess, (td discass the: smd redaetion, after the whigh depending -
day iy Rodld commller if any further day should be granted to end the re.. jeduction;

but, ina

duction, or if then the matter should be remitted. . like gase, a
- ~few days
Nota. Four days before this, the eontrary was done, betwaxt M‘Morahame after, advoca

and M‘Morahame, where 4 testament craved to be. confirmed, and desired to be ;:;‘c’ Jas e
advocated upon the like dependence of-a reduction, the same was refused, and s
tife rﬁ‘d’t{%r”kﬁsﬂted ‘tadhe Go\nmxssanes. ’ =

A;:t. ﬁap,{?’ “Il%ifv(h//. G Alt. Stuart. &‘J’ Nicolson. . . éki’k, Gibson.
Fol. Dic. v. 2. p. 329. - Durie, p. 228.
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1627. February 3. A. dgainst B. . - R Ne. 12

Tee b

Ix;; a ré u&uen h%he exttacyt‘_df a’ registrated writ’ doth sattsf'y the produ:etmn
though 1t Bc reglstrated after the intenting of the cause Otherwise in an mx»
probasipn, wherein the principal must be produced. >
: Spottuwood (REDUCTION) . 266.
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1627.. December 21. EARL’Of Marr agam.rt His VASSALS." - :
. Ivthe action of lmprobanon pursued by thc Earl ef Marr agamst h’la Vassals -
in Maf: aqd Gariach, he called for all writs by my Lord: Eiskine, of Eart of

Marr_ sigmingtim, or by Dame Isobel Douglas, ot Margaret -her mother; or by

Thomas brother to Margaret or by any othet of his successors, to whom he-

may su&c?ﬁd Jure. .ranguzm 1t was alleged He doald ‘not calk for writs made

by Margaset, Donald, or Thomas, because the Earl'of Marr, himself, prodii¢ed-

no elder, qght to instruct his title, but that which was made by Dame Isobel:
. Douglas “THE Lorps found that he had right and irterést to. pursue for redue.!

sion’ of the writs ‘called for in the imptobitfofr, but reserved to them. that pro«

duced. elder nghts than Dame Isobél‘s aIl their ﬂeFenCc’s to’ be produced“ in- tchd!

of improbation. .
action of imp o e Ached; MS. P 184,
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1628. "E"bruaryz.w* o A ag‘aimt'Bi.’” Co
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A SUMMONS of xmprobatlon and reducnon being pursued By No 14
_the detcndcr proc}am his writs,.to hm the improbation,, but mﬁxs toreason -



