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was found proper to the pursuer against -his said mother, and against.her daidl
present third husbanid ; and that'it. was: et necessary for him to! pm:sue ‘the hiéirs:
and executors of the second husband’ therefor,-seeing the action was proper as
gainst herself, she being then tutrix in these years and consequently agamsh,
herpresent hugband. .

. Act e Aucm, Clerk Seor,

D ur, Ws 2 4;4.1
1663‘ Februarj 18: .. DuNBaR against. LapY. ‘Fmvsﬁk.‘

A HUSBAND bemg pursue& for the price. of moVeables 1ntrom1tted With by hxs'
wife, allgged, That her. former husband. had, got ‘thesé moveahles, and "his “sut-
cessor should be liable, at least, in the first placé 3 ~which was' repel]‘ed without -
prejudice to the present husband to pursuc thc SuCCessors. of the former husband
for repetition, @ accords,
. .Fgl.,,.Dic. 7. 1, p,fig,’gg,,;“ﬂ Stair.

- %l See this case case, No 5r p 2367
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;678 _’fanuary 2 3, ‘ WILK,IE égéin}f 'Svrﬁ\ﬂi;;’—f;’l .
AFTER the wxfe s death the husband though decree had been taKen agamsg
him, is not l1ab1e for her’ debts although lucratur by the marnage until her req
presentatives be first discussed. o
Fol ch. v. I p 392. Stair.’

x Scc this case, NOCSO.p 5863, .ﬂ
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1683. Fébrdar_y 27. EarL of LeveN against MoNTGOMERY.

A nusBaND being convened for payment of his defurict wife’s moveable debts,
in quantum factus erat. locupletior, the Lorps found the husband liable subsidiurie
en]y, the heritable ‘estate being first discussed and exhausted, in regard that the

jus mariti being equivalent to an assignation inser vives, the creditors could have

no ground of quarrel $O- long as there was sufficiency remammg for theu‘ pay-

ment.
Fol. ch v. I. p 392. P Falconer, ez
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LAl See thxs case, No 43. p. 3803 and No 41. p. 3217



