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1666. Fanuary 4. LA of MirroN against Lapy MiLTox,

"Tue Laird of Milton pursuing a reduction of a decreet of divorce pronounced
by the Commissaries of Edinburgh, at the instance of the Lady Milton, his step-
mother, against Calderwood, her last husband, upon-adultery, de-
sired that the testimonies of the witnesses might bs made private to him,. being
a matter of so great importance, as tending to take away the rlght of the Lady’s.
Jomture, disponed by her-husband to this Milton,

" Tue Lorps refused the desire ; but ordained the Clerks to give a note, ex-
pressing the names, designations, and the preambulatory questions in the depo-
sitions, as their age, married or not, purged of partial counsel, &c. '

Stair, v. 1. p. 333

1667.. Fune 12. MxTcHELL,agaimz MITCHELL.

The Loxms, upon a. blll ‘ordained witnesses to be received before litiscontes-
tation, and their depositions to-lie in retentis ; because they were in town for
the present, and were to go to ZLetland, and senes waletudinarii and peregre
prafecturz + and, upon such like consxderanons others may be received wit-
nesses in hoc statu.. ) ,

ol - o " Clerk, Seot. -
o Fol. Dic. v..2: p. 192, Dirleton, No. 74, p. 30+

r669 February I& :
' (,.Rm)n'oxs of BALMERI‘»IO agam:t LA. COUP&R.—

“INa reductxom upon th& hcad of death-bed, the Lorps alIowed the deposi--
hons of mtnesses to, be taken, to lle in.retentis, though it was before the day of
COmpearance, and' no- allegauon made, that the - witnesses-were old oy valetudi.
ﬂaly, or that there , Was & penury ; for. the Lords-thought, though many wit--
nesses were callea there ‘might be few. who truLy knew the defunct’s condition,
and thesc m;g‘ﬁt Be removed out of the way, by, death.or by collusion..

. - Kl Dic. via, p.192. S8tair..

‘ ;_' *;,* This gase i Mo g8. p. 10421, vace PersoNaL AND TRANSMISSIELE..

’167'5. . Febraafry'4; ‘ ’,CRANSIUN-agaimt‘Mi'Z Mark Kzr:.

Uron a bill, it was desired that witnessés should be:examined in relation toa
process, that their depositions should lie in rezentis ;. but the. Lorps found, that.
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