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1650, Famary 15.  HunvtER against HarDIE.

Iy a-removing pursued by Hunter against certain-persons, compeared nsg No 22..
Hardie, and alleged, The defender .could not be removed, because they were fgicfn?ff:_ .
his tenants, he being infeft in- the lands libelled ; for the lands belonging to ment.
the Laird of Spottiswood; he disponed’ the same to’ Hardie in 1564, by a base
mfcftment holding of himself, by virtue of which disposition Hardje came in-
poseession of a part. of the lands disponed. ‘Long after; Spottiswood dispones -
the same linds to Hunter's author, who was publicly infeft; holding of the:

King, and’ lie. siow sought the tenants, who eccupied that part whereof Hardie

" mever came in posiession, to be removed ; and replied, That Hardie could not de- -

fond them, they never heing his tenants; but, en the- eoptrary, he offered to-
prove, that, notwithstanding of his base infefiment, they.remained still Spottis- -
wood's tepants, by payment to him of their duties, ever till the disposition -
made to the pursuer’s author. Duplied, The defender beipg infeft in the whole, .
long before the pursuer, and in possession of 4 Food part, . now, when the pur--
suer, by virtue of his. posterior infeftment, is seeking possession of the rest, he -
he may very well impede him. = Tag Lorps sustained the exception, in respect
aof the prior infoftment, (aidmugélbase,) clothed w;th pessessxon of a part, it
hemg anym Lenementum. :
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Dums rapm of thm gase-is No 5g. 17: x338, BASE INFEFTMENT. .
1630, February.1g.. Laird of Crunie ggainst Hisramy,

In a removing, it.is-excepted, That the possessor stands »jirifef't‘iﬁ the land,’

and clad with possessien-of 100 years. To which it -was replied “That the éx"

~ cipient's infeftment being base, and his superior's mf’eftment being reduced,.
makes the vassal’s base infeftment to fall per conseque.tiam, and not able to de..
fend him in a removing; although the said hbel was not ¢alled in: the reduction’s
of his anthor’s infeftment. . :
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