
to have terms of probation after this manner by witnesses, which would tend to
more fashrie and expenses, than the whole matter extended to.

Fol. Die. v. 2. jp. 415. Durie, p. 802.

1665. July 15. PATrCK URQUHIART ag9OMIftHOMAS RLAIR.

Patrick Urquhart having charged Thomas Blair upon a bond granted by him
and William Young, as co-principals, Thomas Blair suspends, and alleges, that
William Young has paid the whole. It was answered, That this was not instruct-
ed, and therefore not receivable, being in a suspension. It was answered, That
though in a suspension, yet a term is always gated, where it it is another ninrts
right. It was answered, That the suspender is in hazard of breaking, and has not'
found' a good sudienticautiorner, and therefore if he get delay, he ought to give
better caution. It is tihisered, That he had foid caution who was accepted
ai& 61 tho% bb i 6 d& rio more'

The ibra drdaited hii t&tlitae fsith draeumais upo thireason, but would
not put hint to find ne* catfttixa.

F. D ic. 'U' 2. p. *19. Stair, va 1. p. 298.
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In a process for an apprentice fee against the father, who was the cautioner, the
apprentice's diverting and absence were referred to the father's oath. He
deponed, with a quality, that the. paster had beatqn and put away his son. The
Lords found, That the quA4y g8swferfaa'- fi7M did resolve in an exception,
which he should have proponed, and could not be proved by his own oath; and
yt,A hdugh the proes ras a euspoaqicn, whireia there had been a litisconte*a-
tidtj AwLeYds hlowed a terM to protethe sai4d quity.

SThis case is No. 47. p. 4 s. ALIFID OArW.
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