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wtonged hy it, and i mot a’pplymg, it wis & tacif contatipts .Lﬂccés xtxwhs
_evident that he had. wtarde& the compt and reckoning, whereby! Ba?nk:sohghx*

. prove Jamcs s nghfs ng‘e all satisfied arid paid ; ‘upau allk whlch smgulantics
the Lorps proceeded in- inam;cr fqrcsaeﬁ, and in- le;eq ¢ases it would be no rule
to countenance protectxons -Within a day or two Jamcs Johnston-having paid.,
‘his fine, ar;d gwen ina blII to. ;hq, Lards, he was, !:hereupon liberated, and in-

’]une 1679, reponed again ‘as a writer to the sxgnc{' “The Lords are .becemc
yery cautions and wary in gmﬁtmg ~their protectxons, .as a wresting of thc= serse
of the .act of Parha,mem, unless there. be a w:ry mamfcst necessary, | cause far

' then' appearance ; as that somethmg is referréd to the rcbel’s oath, -or the hkcf,

~as they did-in Mr Alexandcr "Auchenmoutie’s causé in ]une 1679 against ]ohu

Hamilton, and frequcmtly they rtfuse bills ¢ cravmg such superscderes. B
l‘buntam}.mll Uy L P $8,
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Anm Cmmsxs pursues: AJ,exander Bmwn servant to the Duke of Qgccns. N
: ’—berry, before the Commissaries of Edmburgh for adherence, as bexng hxs law-_ ‘
ful wife, qwned by. cohabitatiori and otherwise ; and he having a counter pro- -

c8ss, 10 have her discharged from asserting hexself o be bis wife.; and she find. -
_ing a material witness lately come from London called: Mar_]ory F orrester, whe
-Can pch ‘sundry ‘matrimonial acts, but being' under oapt:on so that she dare. -
not appear, therefore craved ‘the. Lords may give her a protcctlon for a few days,
to come in and depone before the Commissaries. Some, thought the Commis-
-saries, bemg a Sovereign Court in primq.instantia qnoad adherence and divorces,
they might_grant. protection to- witnesses cited to appear before  themselves ;
~others thought it was more proper .to- apply to ‘the. Privy Council 'for a pmtec.
tion 3 but the LorDs Tefused the desire of the bill, as not proper for them to

. interpose in the Commissaries Jurisdiction,; except it came in, either by advaca- -

tion or suspension. :But thcnc seemed to. be an ecasy remedy here, seeing; the
w;tness might go to the: sanctuary of the. »Abbey, and. there the Commxssanes
amght take her oat’h when she’was out of all hawd of captxom
qutamball .. z. p. 224..
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N *1773 Marcb . _ T
jOHNs'mN and Swmrra late Mcrchants im Edmburgh and WALTER Cosser, Trus- .

itee for 'their Qrcdrtors, ‘Petitioners for a protcctmn to the ﬁ)rmcr, agmmt

szxmnm Cﬁrsaom, and Gthers.. RS R
B Y ) \, C ’4‘,

, Uron an apphcatxon for a personal protectlon to the- bankmpts, on the footmgr
of the statutc, mth Geo. 38 T3 aftcr the effects were vestcd ina trustce, and |

'
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.~ The Court is

jmrn as to -
~the power of



- No 10.
-giving a per-
sonal protec~
. tion to the
bankrupt,
under the au-

thority of act’
" 1ath Geo, 111,

€, 73. after
- the estate is
vested ig
trustees.

to44 L PERSON"AL PROTECTION

Wthh was opposed by the holders of notes xssued by the bankrupts payabIe on.
demand to the bearer,

¢ Tue Lorps find, That the Court i is not empowered by the late act of Par-
liament to grant personal protectmn in thls case; and therefore refuse the desire
of the petition.”" : »

Act ddwcatm, Deaa of Facally, - . ) Alt M‘I;aurin‘ -~ Clérk, Gibson.

N B -—Thereaftcr a bill of suspension on the same grounds having been pre-

" sented, ‘and repottc& the Lorps, in terms of the bank-act 5th Geo. III Te-

fused 1t. ‘ ‘
' . Fac. Cal. No 69,39. 169,

See APPENDIX,



