Szer. 2. MEMBER or PARLIAMENT. 8630

Mr Erskine, he preferred a complaint to the Court of Séssion, which was fol-
lowed with answers, replies; and duplies.

« True Lorps found, that the freeholders had done wrong, and ordered Mr
Erskine to be admitted to the roll.”

Act. Robertson, Cathcarty o alii. Alt. Lord Advocatey, Williamson, &t alii.

Clerk, Gordon. :
c Fac. Coll. No 122. p. 236..
r790. Décember 9. DicksoN ggainst DoucLas.

Osjrctep, That a decree of division had been produced, without any proof
of the real rents, except by parole testimony of one of two witnesses ; the o-
ther, who was the tenant of the lands, having neither sworn to the quantum of
the rents, nor signed the tacks, as relative to his déposition, though he swore
that the rents, specified in his tacks, were the real rents which he paid. But
the rents contained in his tacks agreed perfectly with those¢ deponed to by the

other witnesses.—Tre Lorps found, that the decree of division being formal,,

must be held goed till set aside by reduction.—See APPENDIX..

True same found, though a process of reduction of the decree had been ac-
tually brought, and was depending at the timé when the objection was made ;
December 1790 Cheap against Mmehead ~—8§ee AFPENDIX.

Fol. Dic. <. 3. p. 407.

1791, February 23. Freenorpers of ORKNEY agaeinst JorN TraIL, |

At a meeting, in July 1790, for electing a Member of Parliament for Orkney
and Zetland, Mr Trail was enrolled upon a qualification, which: in part con-
sisted of the valuation of certain superior duties, payable to. Sir Thomas Dun-
das, to whose predecessor, the Earl of Morton, the Crewn had granted them.
In a complaint preferred against this enrolinent, it was odjected, That this part
of the valuation ought not to have been admitted by the frecholders; and, in
support of the objection, it was

Pleaded, Before the general valuation, the duties payable out of lands that
held feu of the Crown were not valued ; or, at least, no supplies corresponding
to them were paid to the Crown ; so that'the rents of Crown-vassals lands were
valued minus the feu-duties. This appears from the act of Conven:ion of 1643,
and the act of Parliament of 1649, cap. 21I.

Of lands feued by subject-superiors, the valuation was laid partly on the feu.
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