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a positive and peculiar kind, and are not obvious to that feeling of equity and No 345.
good conscience, which is sufficient to determine the obligations of personal

--L- hd did not dispute the competency of the Justices i

On the other hand, it was contended, that the act 39 th Geo. III. cap. 46. was
intended to prevent tedious and expensive law-suits about small sums; that
appeals to superior courts are for this purpose as much as possible discounte-
nanced; and the only rational presumption, as to the conduct of men in this
situation, is, that the Justices had sufficient grounds for the judgment they pro-
nounced.

T'inH LORD ORDINARY (rith July 1801) repelled the rgasons of reduction; to
which judgment the Court adhered, (2 3 d February 180'\), by refusing a peti-
tion without answers; and again adhered, upon advising a reclaiming petition
with answers.

The view which was taken by the Court was, That unless the most apparent
iniquity has been done in the execution of the small debt. act, by the Justices
appointed to carry it into execution, no appeal from their sentence should be
received; that the intention of the legislature was, that the questions of trifling
pecuniary importance, to which it applies, should at once receive a final deter-
mination; and that, instead of checking useless and injurious litigation, if the
Court admit appeals, by inquiring whether the Justices proceeded to judge of
points of law, and whether they judged rightly or not on them, there would
be no end to law-suits among the indigent, and the salutary influence of this
beneficial act would be entirely destroyed.

Lord Ordinary, Methven. Act. Horner. Agent, 7. Peat.
Alt. Maconochie. Agent, J. Morison, W. S. Clerk, Home.

F. I'ac. Col. No 75.p. 16o,

SEC T. II.

Quorum.

114. November 19. LORD FULLARTON against EARL of KILMARNOCK.

IT was found that three Justices were necessary to make a quorum. No 346,
Fol. Dic. v. 1.p. 508. Dalrymple. Bruce.

" This case is No 219. p. 7500.


