No, 2.

No 3.
A father
liable to pay
an account of
furnishings to
. his son, tho”
living sepa-
rately from
him, he mi~
nor, and not.
entered to any
employment:
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that she had paid to-Langshaw, qnda fm: nstructing: therle, had preduced his
retired bond with his declaration, that she- had paid him; upon which likewise
he had ngen his oath 3 yet. the Lomps found the article ought not to be allow-
ed, albelt they were, cleal;, tha,t the debt was true, and really paid by the exe-
trix ; yet seeing she paid, not b¢mg an execytrix nor tutrix, and cance}legi Lhe;
bond without taking an assignation’ t;hereto - they thought she could not distress
her children fox it, but that it was a doqatmn in their favours, and was not to
be. imputed ip part of thelr pottion ; and the decision of Paip and Young
dogs not megt this case, because the tocher bemg due by contract of marriage,
was granted, for a most onerous cause, seeing the. wife, in contentation thereof,,
was provxded to a consxderable hferem;, and the children of the marriage to,
a sum in, fee ; as also it appears by that decision, that the: Logbs inclined to
sustain both. the provns:ons 5, but in respect of the mearmess of the fathex’s es-'
tate, they thought it was presumable, that the father did not design that both:‘
these provisions should; subsist, but only, that the fist provision, should be soir

~ far sustained, as the pursuer could instruct the onerous cause of the granting

thereof ; but the reason does not hold in this case, for. not only there was a Jjust
and, ongrous caus¢ for granting of -the tocher, being by ¢entract of matmage,t
but also the. father was a man of a good estate. Tur Lorps sustained ther de;'
fence, and found, that the tocher ought to be imputed. in satisfaction of thg: le-
gacy ;. amLfaund _that the, 1egacy was satisfied by the. tocher.
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1758. j’uly 11.  Barcray agam;t DOUGLAS

RoserT BARCLAY‘, tailor ip- Edmburgh sued Arehibald Douglas of. Domcch,
for an aceount of - taxl’@x.funmshmgs made. all at- ong time to h;s eldest. son,
amountmg to L. 36. . : -

The' debt was contracted by Deornock’s son, whcn eighteen years of age,
without aliment or profession, and not living with. his father, on account of

some’ differences betwixt them ; ‘the debt was hlgh considering  the circum-

stances of father and: son ; but for-this-the: pursuerfasmgncd as the-i reason, that .
at the time of contracting 1t, the son s f’nends were sohcmng - COINHIESION in.

the-army for him,
R THE LORDS found: the defendet hable.”
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