
664 ARBITRATION.

No 65. of thefe debts; fo that, if the condefcendence now infifted on were juft and true,
the arbiter had all thefe debts to claim as fully as before the affignation; befide
the fifpender could very well objed againft thefe debts.

THE LORDS found, That the arbiter could not warrantably accept of any affign-
ation gratuitous, in whole or in part, during the currency of the fubmiflion; and
that the affignation, bearing a fum of money inflantly delivered, could not be
confiruded to be granted for payment or fecurity of the debts condefcended up-
on, unlefs there had been a back-bond or difcharge, or fone other document de-
claring the caufe, at the time of the granting the aflignation.

F6l. Dic. v. I. p. 5 1. Dalrymple, No 129. p. So.

1724. December IS. HARDIE alainit HIARDIE.

A decreet-arbitral being fufpended, upon the allegeance, that fome fads men-
tioned in the decreet, as the foundation of the decerniture, were utterly falfe,
which was offered to be proven by the oaths of the arbiters themfelves; the
LORDS refufed to fuftain this as a reafon of fufpenfion, though it was urged, that
the fufpender was founded in the very words of the regulations 1695, allowing
decreets-arbitral to be called in queftion, upon the head of '.corruption, bribery,
' and falfehood, alleged againft the judges arbitrators who pronounced the fame,'
where the word falsehood being direaed perfonally againft the judges arbitrators,
cannot be underflood in any other fenfe, than their pronouncing decreet-arbitral
upon falfe fuggeftions.

Fr/. Dic. v. i. p. _i

1738. January 12. BLAIR against GiB.

No 66.
To allege
that the arbi-
ters had de-
cided upon
grounds
which were
not true in
fad, is no re-
levant ground
of fufoenfion
or redu&ion.
The excep-
tion of fase-
hood, in ad
1695, regards
only the falfe-
hood or for-
gery of the
febmifion or
decree-arbi-
tral.

No 67.
A deeree-ar.
bitral redu-
ced, becaufe
the. arbiters
had, before
giving it out,
demanded,
and obtained,
from one of
the parties, a
fee for their
trouble,
,hich they
were decern-
ed to repay to
the clerk of
procefs, to be
applied to
charitable

ARBITERS, who by the fubmiffion had a power of prorogation, having figned
their decreet-arbitral, refufed to give the fame out to the parties until they were
paid for their labour and pains, and continued the fubmiflion current by proroga-
tions, until this fliould be adjufted. One of the parties, who judged the decreet
beneficial to him, paid the fum demanded, and got the decreet put into the regif-
ter. In a redufion of the decreet by the other party concerned, the LORDS found
the reafon of redudion relevant and proven, that the decreet-arbitral was obtain-
ed by bribery and corruption, and therefore reduced the fame; and ordained the
arbiters to pay into the clerk of procefs the fum received by them, to be beflowed
on charitable ufes.
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