No 1.

No 2.

A hufband |
divorced for
adultery, can-
not revoke a
gift made to
his wife,
Slante matri-
menio,

No 3.
A huiband di-
vorced for
adultery,hav-
ing executed
a deed of 1e-
vocation of a
liferent of
lands he had
granted to his
wife : to give
effeét to the
revocation,
he was bound
to prove it
was executed
before commit-
ting the crime,
as well as be-
fore fentence
of divorce,
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and if he was in pofleflion, the fame was becaufe he was fervant and colleGor of
fundry of the Earl’s rents, as chamberlain to him, amongft whilk he intromitted
with the faid tiend, as faid is, more quo fupra, whilk he difponed again at the faid
Earl’s command, and to his utility and profit unto his deceafe ;. and made compt
and reckoning thereof to the faid Earl, and others haying power thereto of him,
or by him, ez non alias—Whilk reply and allegeance of the faid Lady, was ad-
mitted by the Lorbps, and referred to her probation.

Golvil, MS. p. 4.

—————

v

1595. Fune 16. Murray and Tenants against LiviNcsTo.

. TEeNaNTS of certain lands-purfued Henry Mux'ray of Dunfermline, and Marion
Livingfton, for double poinding, to fee whilk of them had moft right thereto.

The faid Henry alleged That he gave the lands to the fard Marion, being
‘This wife, not by contract of marriage, but of good will after the marnage.* whilk
thereafter he revoked ; and, therefoxe, he Ihou],d be . anfwered of the dutles of
the faid lands And the faid Marion alleged Thaf Henry mfeft her constante
matr:mama betwmt them; and now the marnage was diffolved by fentence of
divorce given againft the faxd Henry, for adultery commiitted by him: And al-
beit he had revoked the infeftment grven after the decreet of divorce, whilk he
did not the time of the marnage, as now fhould not be admitted, becaufe that
he, in, refped of the divorce, is civiliter ‘dead’; and, therefore, the fhould be an-
fwered of the duties of the faid Iands : Whllk alIegeance of the faid Marion was
found relevant, and admitted by the’ Lords and the tenants decerned to anfwer
to her, of the rnarls and duues forefald ' R

Colvil, MS. p. 23.

1576, July 9.

ANENT the adtion purfued by Chriftian* Livingfton, againft Henry Murray in
Dunferniline, her fometime f{poufe, it was allc’gcd by the purfuer, That there
was a fentence of divorce given betwixt her and the faid Henry : By the whilk
fentence fhe was ordained to bruik her conjuné’t‘fee liferents, terces, and all other
things due to her by virtue of the faid marriage. * It was alleged by the faid Hen.
ry, That there were certain lands, that he had 1nfeft the faid Chrlf’cran in, in life-
rent, after the faid Chriftian’s marriage with him ; the whilk liferent and infeft-
ment he had revoked ; and now, after the drvorce, fhe fhould not brmk the
famen before the fentence of divorce, and | mtentmg of the faid- acion. .

‘

The Same, Parties.

It -was

N . . n [T

¥ #In the cale above, the Lady is named Marion—The fame perfon feems ro be meant.
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allfged and anfwered by the {2id Henty, That he made the fame before the faid
fenitence of divorce, and intenting of the faid actioti.
faid putfuer, That the faid revocation was not reélevant, Without he would fay,
that he made the fame before the committing of the faid critne, whereupon the
faid fentence of divorce proceeded. Whilk allegéance of - the faid Chriftian was
admitted, and found by the Lords, that the aHegc&nCe of the faid Henry was

not reldvant, without he would allege the faid revoeatm to be made before the .

commltting of thé faid crime; as fmd s
: b T Colvzl MS. p. 32.

. Lo e

1579. May 16 LADY BA@'HAN‘AN agaimf The mmn. _

Tmz Lein‘d dP* Baquhﬁﬁém Lefély Beinig divoredd fromt hiswife, w{ba /iza, was
purfudd by heér to render again the tochet' he had gottén froti her, defired a time
to call his wartant ; and ptoduced a contra® made betwixt himt and the Laird of
Grarit, father tohis wife. In the whillc was contained, that fhe was content that
the, divorcement fhould be, and fhould purfue him for’ the {‘ahie —The LORDS
Would give ﬁa warrant upcm this cantra&’ gm‘a ﬂm partam éantra bona: mores.

) A CkozI, Ms. p $3.
«ALw Ll i :

I

¥ 589 March. L. LveRwWIcK. fagaum The LAM

AN helrefs divorced for aduItery, Ioi’és not only her bonjun& fee and tocher,
but alfo the fiferent ‘f her heritage ; and ‘the courtefy takes place as if the were
naturally dead.. . . »
- ' - Fol. Dic. . 1. p- 23

< et RPN s ¢

Colvil, MS.*

1670. Fune 22. « :
Evisasete LyLE, Reli¢t of Archxbald Douglas of Lumfdean, and Joun DoucLas,

her Son, ag‘azmt Arenisarp DoucLas, now of Lumfdean ‘3

'1m§ faxd ]g.hfabeth as. hferenter, and her fon as ﬁar, havmg mtented a&;on
againk Archibald Douglas :now of Lumidean, upon a bond granted to them for .

the fum, of 4000 merks, Juper. boc medioy That the father had difponed the eftate
of Lurmfdean to ﬁhe defender, with a refervation to. burden the fame with the

: A PR “ PRI Voo,
Ly IR . 4 N i

* The Decxﬁons rcponed by Colvxll Lord Culrofs, prefcrved in theAdvocate» lerary, come

o farther down than 1584.
above.—See Geroral Lift.of Namcs.

Vor. L Tt .

It was” anftvered by the

The" detbr has not yet difcovered where Lord Kalmes found the

N6 3. .

No 4.
A hufband di-
vorced for
adultery, was
pwrfued to re.
turn the

- tocher, He

was not al-
lowed, in de-
fence, to fhow
evidence,
that the di-
vorce had -
been obtained
by concert.

No ;.

No 6.

Tis unlwaful -
for the pérfon
dxvorced to
marry the
perfon with
whom the
adultery was

. committed,

and the chil-

" dren begot-

ten of fuch

unlawful con--



