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A dced was
in favour of
an immediate
apparent heir,
whom falilag,
1o strangers.
The heir died
an infant,

3324 DEATH-BED. © Skct. 13.

To the second it was answered ; In fact, the market-cross stands in the mar-
ket-place, although the magistrates have appointed, for the conveniency of
the lieges, other places for selling commodities ; at the same time, the area
round it is the only place where herbs and fish are sold, and where the mer-
chants keep their exchange. ZLastly, As to the observation, That it does not
appear the Earl was there upon a market-day, it is sufficient to observe, That
from some circumstances of the proof, it is probable it was not on a Sunday ;
and the rest of the week, there is a fish-market and daily exchange held about
the Cross,

Tue Lorps repelled the reason of reduction.

C..Home, No 35. p. 66.

SECT. XIII

Apparent Heir’s Consent.

1672, July 16. GrayY against GrAY.

A max, upon death-bed, disponed his estate to his daughter, (apparent heiry
and Ler husband, in cenjunct fee, whom failing, to her husband’s heir. The
daughter and her husband bruiked the subject several years, and never reclaim-
ed, cr raised any process against this death-bed deed,; yet this possession of the
apparent heir being under the influence of her husband, was not found an ho-
molegation to debar a posterior apparent heir from quarrelling the same..

Fol. Dic. v. 1. p. 21q.

*_ % See This case Sect. 3. b. . No 16. p. 3196.

1685.  Fanuary 9.
Laurexnce Pour ggainst Bailie Cuartes Cuarteris and AGNEs Drans,

Tue Lorps advised the case between Pour andP our (and Deans.) Laurence
Pour is interdicted to sundry persons ; his brother iz lecto makes a disposition of
his estate in fuvours of sundry persons, with a substitution, and some of the sub-
stitutes are Laurence’s interdictors. Laurence is moved to ratify it, on this



