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right posterior, he might withdraw, and then vex men with new processes; but
the plurality found it a decreet in foro. Yet it could not be accounted a de-

creet in _foro contradictorio, no defence being proponed as the aet of regulation
672 Hequives,

Secr: 18.
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w501, December 1.
The CHIRURGEZONS and. Aro:m:&cmms of ‘Grascow agwimtt Anprew Rrm Chin
urgeon there.

‘Kixe James VL By his gift in 1599, erects the Chirurgeons of Glasgow into
a corporation or faculty, with sundry privileges, and particularly to visit all
drugs, to examine and try entrants, and, if qualified, to admit them, and to fine
any contumacious practisers of medicine or pharmacy. By an act of this fra-
ternity it is declared, o sman shdll be admitted, unless he have either served bis
apprenticeship with a freeman-master, or else have masried a freeman’s daugh-
et Andrew Reill having come 'from Freland, and set up. at’Glasgow ‘they fine
iim in 1. ‘120 Tér three several contraventions and encroachments: He suspends,
anud at callirsg, His advotute preduees his suspension, bat ‘the chargers do mot
tien ibsist ; whereon he gives in a 'bill to the Lords, represetiting, that ‘the
ehaigers-drew back, therefore eraved ‘the Lords would authorise himmedio rem-
Pore >du'ﬁhg the dependénce to exerce his eniploymetit ; which bill the ‘Lorvs.
<refusing, the decreet df suspension was extracted ; and ‘he being of inew chargell
tlEteon, stepends again ; dt the discussing ‘whereof, it was alleged for the ehar-
-gers, thet it was a decreet-in foro contradictorio, -and so-he could not be reponedl
o kis reavsons, wiz. that he ‘was wrlh‘ng to undergo a trigl,‘and, if insufficient; to.
e rejetted. Mmrwered, Threre was 1o ‘defence nor debate made for *him:in 4l
Khe decreet, and so it could not be called in jforo. Replied, His advocate com-
ipeats, and produces the suspension ; “2dv, He gives in-a-bill to the Lords. Du-
@lied, That by the get -of regulations ratified in ‘Parliament 1672, no-decreet is
%o be reputed in foro, ‘but where compsarance is made ifor ‘the -party, and de-
- fences proponed ; ‘but bere there is no sortof defence proponed, but ullenatly
-the suspénsion prodaced, without saying any thing, ‘and a. bill given in, net
*dipping in-causa, but only craving liberty to.upractise in the mean time. Tak
Totws'found this was not a decreet #z:foro, 'and therefore reponed him.
Fdl..Dic. v. 2.°p. 205. ‘Fountainkall, v. 2. p. 129..
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