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Pervciear Crergs of SEssmv agam:t CLERrKs of the Biris.

In-the case of Jean Farquharson against Anderson of Candacraig, 2 question
arose, Whether the interlocutor should be signed by the Lord President, or by
the Lord Ordinary on the Bills? There was no formal interlocutor pronounced.
But the Court, upon considering a memorandum, answers, and observes, for
the Principal Clerks of Session and Clerks of the Bills, were of opinion, that,
when the Lord Ordinary on the Bills reported a case from the- Bill Chamber,
upon memorials or informations; the cause still remained before his Lordship,
and, of course, the interlacutor upon such a report should be written by the
Llerk of the Bills, and signed by the Lord Ordinary, afier advising with the
Jords ; or, in other wonds, that a cause could net be brought into the Inmer.
house from the Bill Chamber by avisandum, but only by a petition reclaiming
against aw interlocutor of the Lord Qedinary upon the Bills.: '
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Form of Process in Criminalibus.

1415, Fuly 19. :
The PROCURATOR—FISCAL of the Regahty of COUPAR _against SIMPSO\I. :

Stmpson being charged upon a decreet obtamed at the instance of the Procu-
rator-fiscal, for the penalties imposed by law in using linte in bleaching of linea
cloth, and for a bloodwit ; he suspended en these reasons; 1mo, The trans-
gressxon in bleaching the cloth was his wife’s fault, and not his, for which he

. eould not be liable ; 24do, As to the bloodth the sentence was pronounced up-
_on a probation led in absence; whereas, in comnplaines for erimes, the Bailie

could only have fined him for contumacy, and granted warrant to apprehend

_him_till he should find caution to appear personally.

It was answered to the first ; That whatever defence may be competent to

"husbands, that they cannot be liable for penalties incuried by -their wives in
_ other cases, yet if husbands were not Hable for their wives’ transgressions, by

undue bleaching of linen cloth, the law would be altogether- eluded ;5 because

.avomen only are employed in bleaching, whereof their husbands have the bene-



