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9374 OATH. ‘ Drv. I,

1980. Fuly 18. CoLEBROOK 4gainst DoucLas. .

TuE oath of an agent to a banking company was admltted in supplement of
the proof arlsing from a private marking by him of intimation given of the
dishoneout of a bill negotlated by the company, and of which he himself was
an indorser.

. . : Fac. Col.
- *.* This case is No 1635. p. 1603., vece BiLL of ExcHANGE.

R
1481. February13. DoucLas, Heron £ Co. ggainst ALEXANDER.

TuE oath of a cashier of a great trading company, and who likewise pos-
sessed a small share of their stock, was admitted in supplement of a proof of
the due intimation by them of the dishonour of a bill,

- Fac, Col.
*4* This case is No 166. p. 16¢6., voce BiLL of Excrance.

DIVISION IIL.

Oath of Calumny.

1544, April 5. Lapy LovaT againot Lorp Lovar.

Axent the action pursued by the Lady Lovat against her son, the Lord Lo.
vat was summoned to a peremptory day to glve Juramentum calumnie, at the
which day, the said Lord sent a procurator to give the said oath, as compearing
himself. It was alleged by the said Lady, that it was not enough to the said Lord
“to send a procurator, but he should compear himself personally ; ; Which alle-
geance of the said Lady was admitted by the Lorbps, and the said articles
whereuppn the sald Lord should have given oath holden pro confesso.

Fol. Dic. v. 8. p. 12.  Maitland, MS. p. 127.
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1558, February 4.' Lairp of DruMQuHASSIL against LAIRD of GLENHEGIES.

Tre persewar may not be compellit to give juramentum calumnie upon the
libe), efter that the samin is admittit to his probatioun, and witnessis, or uther



