
IMPRODATION.

17-3. Nvenibe? Il.
JOHnt MUaRAr Eldet, afid JonN Mtio RAy Ttget btT &deidmgt

agaizhjt Jodt Wdoajit of Tofbrex.

No 67. IN a reductioh anid lihotobatiot At the Instdhted of John MArta^f, eldetFound in
conformity and younger of Touchadam, against johil Wordie, At thit vs, tht LeRIs

inth e Austairkd this allbgtaibej that the defeindr 0ild slot be abliged t &@h k day
Vassals, No to produce any writs bitt such as flowed ffrtf4 thk put-ile theM4nslva ot ash
13. P. 6617. 6f their ptedece§edrs bt stithois -they cofiled t stflkient progrth to; for the

the Loibk thought a superior pirsiitig a tiduatish aid imfpobatid" againI his
Vassrfls' wiith, to be ill the saiie CAse with ary othet putueg f taduction And
irngtbation.

Fol1. Blc..w .P p- 443 Fdesf MS, P . I.

1739. -inuary 23. KEITH afainst, LORD BkACO.

No 68. Ai adjudication pioceeding upon a chatge to eitie help, thtmigh-t fa
hrient had followed on it, found a good title inf a teduction ahd itiprbbation to

force production of all Writs flowiiig froiii th8 person to wherd the party was
charged to enter, or fromi his predecessors; brit hot to force prodUction of writs
flowing from the authors of said persoi of of their predecessots, unless the pu-
suer should first condescend upon sudh Aitthors, and give teasontable evidence
that they were his authors.- See TiTLE TO PUtsttE.

Fol. Dic. v. I. p. 44.. Kilkerran, (TITLE TO PUXSUE.) O6 I- P. 579

S EC T. IL

Coftclusion calling for all Writs in genetAL.

x6i6. December 6. DuNcNfsoN aga.insitPIrGAR.

No 69. IN an action of improbation pursued at the instance of Roger Duncanson con-,
tra Henry Pitcairn, the LORDs repelled an incident diligence, because it bore
the evidents generally, as the libel of improbation did not condescend upon the
special evidents.

The like betwixt the Laird of Innerkeith and Achintill.
Fol. Dic. v. I. p. 446. Kerse, MS. fol. 573.
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