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ASSIGNATION.

Nature and Effedt of an Affignation.

1533. )ul' 3. ROBERT CAIRNIS against ROBERT LEYIS.

ANE gift or difpofitioun beand maid and gevin of ony thing to twa perfounis con-
junaly and feverally, and ony ane of thame make and conititute an affignay,
the famin affignay, be vertue of his affignatioun, may not clame mair nor the
ane half of the faid gift; for the uther half thairof partenis to the uther perfoun
to quhome the famin was maid, and quha maid na affignatioun thereof. And
ficklike gif the faid difpofition be made to ma perfounis, the affignay to have af-
ter the rate and quantitie thairof.

Bafour, p. 169.

1533. November 29.
The ABBOT of KILWINNING against ANDRo AUCHINLECK.

ALL affignatiounis or contra& is not contenand ane titill, onerous or lucrative, are
of nane avail, force, nor effed, be way of exceptioun.

Balfour, p. 160.

1558. March I. DAVID THoMSONE against X\ILLIAM CHI.TRNSIDL.
NoALL affignatiouns and refignatiouns maid be ony man to his fone, or to ony uther Aflignation of

perfoun, of landis, gudis, cornis, cattell, or utheris, are of nane avail be way of moveables,
exceptioun, gif the miaker thairof remane flill in poileflioun of the famin guidis ... P0er

or landis, or of the maift part thairof, likeas he did before the making of the feaual.

famin quia dornan e! tti:ent nibil agit.

Balfour, p. 170.

No i.
One of two or
more perfons,
having right
conjunally
and feveraily,
to a whole;
by affigning
the fubjedt,
conveys only
his own pro-
portion.
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