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also all and whatsoever other writs concerning the said lands made by the said
debtor to the defender, since the said inhibition :—which clause being quarrelled
by the defender, that it could not be sustained ; seeing, by action of reduction,
nothing can be called to be produced, or reduced, but only special writs ex-
pressly and particularly condescended upon; for these general clauses, albeit
they be sustained in improbations, yet have never been sustained, nor ever can
be, in reductions, to reduce writs for not production, not specially called for.
This exception was repelled, and the certification of the general clause sus-
tained and granted ; for the Lords reduced all writs not produced, which were
made since the inhibition of the lands libelled, to the defender by the debtor ; so
that the time was special in the date of the writs, wiz. since the inhibition, which
was produced ; and the subject was special, wiz. the lands libelled ; and the per-
sons were special, viz. by the debtor to this defender. Therefore the general
clause being so qualified, was sustained. :

Act. Advocatus. Al Stuart. Scot, Clerk. Vid. 18th January 1637, E.
Hume. Page 741.

1634,  December 19. CavpeBeL against CHALMBERS.

A tutor pursuing the mother of his pupil, for delivery of the pupil, her son,
to him, in whose keeping the pupil was ever since his father’s decease ; the said
pupil, now at the time of this pursuit, being divers years beyond the years of
infancy ; and the mother compearing, and alleging that he had chosen curators,
and producing the act of curatory ; to which defence the curators adhered ; and
alleging, that, in respect thereof, the said act of curatory being standing, that the
tutor’s office ceased, and was expired, and so had no interest to pursue for deli-
very of the bairn ; and the tutor answering, that that act was fraudfully done,
seeing he offered to prove that his office was not expired, and that the bairn was
still within the years of pupillarity, so that his tutory yet lasts, and that he was
still under the danger of administration ; and the defender duplying, that the
act of curatory standing, the curators had the charge ay and while the act of
curatory were reduced ;—the Lords repelled that allegeance, and found the tu-
tor’s reply relevant, wviz. that the bairn was yet within 14 years of age, and so
within the years of pupillarity, so that his tutory (that being proven,) yet conti-
nued; and that he had reason to pursue for delivery of the pupil, and that he
had no reason toreduce the act of curatory, the defender never alleging that the
bairn was past the years of tutory : for the bairn, being proven to be yet within
the vears of tutory, he needed never to reduce the act of curatory, the length of
which process might endure while his office were expired ; and the danger of the
not administration of his office, in the meantime, might tend to his prejudice.

Aet. Gibson. Al Miller.  Scot, Clert. Page 742,

1635,  January 23. Parrick Mue against CAMPBELL,

Patrick Mug, for the sum of 500 merks, having comprised his debtor’s lands,





