Sger. 1. 1963

PROCESS.

Libel. .

1 58 3 November. A agam.ft B.
No I.
HERE was one called A. B that pursued another party for the ‘cutting and ¢ muzarie
destroying of certain corns gtowmg upon the pursuer’s ground ; and also for wetionum.
the wrongous molestation of him in the aid ground; and also concluded, in
the self same libel, to hear and see the defender ordained to desist and cease -
from the violent occupation of the ground Yoresaid. It was alleged against the
libel, 'Quod fuit irrelevans et ineptum in se in tanto quod concludebat both
cutting and destroying of corns, and to desist and cease from occupation of
the ground- et sis fuit inepts actionum cumilatio. To this was answersd, That
accumulation might stand well with the laiw - quando. ex todem facto™ plurd et
diversa agenda jura competunt ut in presentl <asu.© Which was admitted bythe =~ . %
Lorps ; and so she libel found relevant. »

“Fol. Dic. 9.5 p. 179, Colvil, MS. p. 379.

1598.; __7une 7~ - Jonstrox aganm Dosr,, Co
IR LS NO 2.
TKOMAS QQIQ:BIE, mcssengef, bungess of ,Edmhmgh, havmg drownc& Wirniself: ggg,’; t’:{;ﬁ

in the Quarry- -holes, the gift of his escheat was disponed to Symoa:Grahpm,. escheatof a
Jelo de se

whomadc e johqggqn assigneg thereto, --It. ’Was .@leged by Mr J. Sharpe, “found to need
for the bairns of the said umqubhile Thoma$ ‘That this declarater must abide :“‘(’,:"2:;‘:““
continuation, because the hail summons may not be venﬁed instanter ; but ane cially whete
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