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said, declaring the same to be as sufficient as if the said interdictors had con-
sented.
Fol. Dic. v. 1. p. 479. Haddington, MS. No 1296.

1613. March 5. Dovcras against CraNsTON.

In an action betwixt Mr Richard Douglas and John Ferguson for reduction
of a tack ex capite interdictionis, the Lorps found the reduction competent to
the said Mr Richard, who was assignee to the person interdicted, viz. the
Laird of , and that he might be heard to reduce as well as the heir of
the L. Thirlestane, in whose favour the interdiction was conceived.

In the same cause, the Lorps found, That the interdiction was sufficient to
stay the Laird of — to give a tack, albeit it was alleged, that George
Cranston, receiver of the tack, was kindly tenant,

Item, in the same cause, it was found, that the extract of the publication
proved the reason, and the Lorps would not compel Mr Richard to produce
the principal, notwithstanding that Cranston offered him to prove the inhibi-
tion,

Fol. Dic. v. 1. p. 479. Kerse, MS. fol, 62.
———ee et e et e

1624. Fuly 29. L. CoLLiNGTON against Faw.

In an action pursued by L. Collington and Mr Robert Foulis, persons to
whom George Hume of Broxmouth was interdicted against one called Faw,
for reduction of a bond of L. 120 given to the defender by the said George
Hume, because it was made after the publication of the said interdiction, the
Lorps assoilzied the defender from the pursuit, and found that the reason of
the preceding interdiction ought not to militate against bonds, 6f the nature
and quality of the bond controverted, viz. where bonds are granted to crafts.
men by persons interdicted for the price of their work, travels, or workman.
ship, or wages, as this bond was, which was granted to a mason who had
wrought to the said George Hume in his craft of mason-work, who ought not
to be defrauded of the price of his travels; but ‘the Lorps ordained him to
prove, that he really wrought in his craft to the pursuer, which being proved,
the bond was found ought to be sustained. See Proor. :

Act. Foulis. Alt. Belrhes. Clerk, Gibson.

Fol. Dic. v. 1. p. 479. Durie, 2 142,



