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restrained from providing a jointure to a wife, or the fee of his lands, or other
provisions to his children, or from doing any other rational deed ; and that he was
not bound to lay these burdens on the untailyied estate, but that he might affect
any of them he pleased. Vol. 1. page 563.

1693. February 21. ArrxanpeEr HamirtoN and Lapy RosLINE against Sir
WirLiam LocKHART.

ALEXANDER HAMILTON, merchant, and the Lady Rosline, against Sir Wil-
liam Lockhart, the late solicitor. The Lords found his reason of reduction rele-
vant of these bonds and bills of exchange, signed by him at Paris, that he was
then minor, and had curators, and they were not consenting ; but in regard they
alleged he received the money, and he denied as to part of it, they ordained him,
before answer, to depone if he received it or not; and did not in this case, in re-
gard of his consent, put them to prove it was in rem versam; for many of the
Lords thought it hard for factors abroad to inquire at young gentlemen following
their travels or studies, if they be major, and if they have curators, and how they
spend and employ their money. Yet, on the other hand, these bankers may cheat
and over-reach minors exceedingly. Vol. 1. page 563.

1693. February 21. The Creprrors of CaArLowriE and HumBy against Mr.
Tuomas SKEEN, and the Lapy HopTon.

THE Lords found the progress sufficient, though the contract of marriage was
wanting, seeing none were quarrelling it; and would not put the creditors to
prove its tenor : seeing they were liable in warrandice pro rata of their sums in
case of eviction ; and if securities were too strictly canvassed, few of these roups
of lands would take effect. [See the case below.) Vol. I. page 563.

1693. February 21. MuRrray of Abercairney against MURRAY of Keiler.

AND this day, for the same cause, [as in the above case of Carlowrie’s creditors, ]
they would not stop a roup of the lands of Murray of Keiler, pursued at the in-
stance of Sir Robert Murray of Abercairney, on this pretence, that there were
lands omitted to be proven in constituting the rental; but allowed them a dili-
gence to the same day of the roup, for proving these omitted lands, or casual-
ties. Vol. 1. page 563.
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