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Yobgo59 hct:22.cek 26, €ar. 11, G105 1. Jag,] II -Ge 12,8, 75, Green very

sy EEbcard \ilarys Tavwn 17895 Rickering versus. Stamfard, August 2, 1{797, ;

Wesey: fardory s . Farther, thesettlement of, James: Stewart can, only be
whdérsBad o dispose of - what:¥ds s jown property i but..the ﬁ.\nsls here in
midia tiever-were :vested in:bim,. and ¢id not devolye upon, his family t nll many
yearsafter "his dedth. . The ! tertmgof; his will Likewise shew,, that he ‘was dis-

posing. merelyl of hisiaivn efects; is8d- had.no contemplation ¢ of this, eventual

legacy. See Provision To Helgs: :AN® CHILDRENy SaCk Jp ¢f #64. .. - -
-(Fhe Lord Onfinary reported tbeacanse, and ;he Cqur}, ungmmously sustain-
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1803, . Detember 3s . Bnown agamst Hznmsom

Aunmzw qunnnsom schoghgaster in legnarnock, on the 12th of Jnne
1799, executed a. disposition and deed of settlement, by which_« he dxspened
s« conveyed and made over,to and in favour of Janet, Brown my spouse, in
« the event of her surviving me, in liferent, during all the days of her life, for
¢ het lee-rem use allenarly, and to and in favour of Andrew and William Hen-
« derson, my sons, equally between them, sha T: and share ‘alike, in fee and

<t property,. their heirs or assignees, not only all and sundry goods, gear and
« debts, sums of money, household furniture, bed and body clothes, and whole
« other moveable effects whatsoever, pertaining and belonging, or due and

i¢ agddebted to me at the time of death, with the whole nghts, title deeds and

« securities of said heritable and movéable sibjects, grounds and instructions
. % thereof, : and,whole clauses therein contained, with all that has followed or
s gy - follow rthex;eqm, andparticularly without prejudice to the generality
¢ foresaid, all and v whole that. lo: 9f groumi at the Braehea&’ of Kllmarnock

“ measuring,” &c.

Fac. E‘oli Nu 42, /z. 86.
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A general
conveyance of
s« all debts,”

does not con.

yey debts se- -

cured by in-
feftment. -

. Ja}get,\Brown, ;he w;dow, amd Wi'rham Henderson, the youngest son, con-
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tended, that. two hemable bgnds for £ d 2. 150, upon which ‘infeftment
'ba;g\geen {aken, were comprehen dgw gnder hxs setdexqent ‘while the eldest
Andrew msnsted he was entxtleﬂ to succeed to themas hexr-nt“law.
The caseg was reported to tfle Court and the | urSuers ) R
?‘m ded s " {’he mtentxonr of the Lies*i;zi’”tgbr, whieh'is the' only Fule fdrexy‘lammg
nmb Igﬁéﬁ;‘% eafxons, Wias clearfy "t “thake d Beneral settletvent ‘of his: whole
folrtt“ &s and it PErfec;fy Pfam, thit heé‘unlerstdtt he’ had’conveyed all-his
hent Ie a8 we’li as hxs moveable -funds. W‘Z’f‘ﬁﬁ? '§ﬁ }xfehﬁ(d‘nmg the moveable
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1€ CLAUSE. - (Aryantaz, Banth
doB¥s; surhé of money, &c. die and addebted to-Ieirh 4t the.timeréf hix death;

e adde, “ with the whole righis; title deeds, and securitici of wild hiritabid: and.

¢ moveable subjects.”  An heritable séeurity is-a.mére acoessody-of thes debit
setiired, as much as an adjudlication'is of the debt onwhichdtis leds; : 28thiFeby
1751, Wilson against Butrel; No. 18. p. 40. therefore the ternr. debér; :in-
¢ludes the suins in question, although lent o heitable boads ; and-a;generad
disposition isas effectual ds- thie-most- particular and ex:phut can bé; 26thxlam
17770, Brown against Bower, Na. 19, po 5440, 7 0 Lt -
Aniswered’:  The words used in’ the éonveyance of herwxble snh;ectk,_ mlust
be directly applicable to the subjects messt-to be conveyed'; .and 1o -other
words, however clear the intention of the testator may be, can have the effect.
A deed ‘executed in a forexgn country, according to the forms of l‘bat cdtmtry,

~will not convey heritage in Scotland ; 10th Tune 1795, Hendersoii : against Selk-

rig, Nov44. p-4489. - Even moveables, in the construction of a settlement,
have been dlstmguxshed from debts; 9th July 1776, Fraser against Smith,
No. 2. supra; 14th May 1788, Earl of Fife against Mackenzie, No. 61.
p. 2825. The word debts, can carry nothing but what is personal, and can-
not possibly convey right secured by infeftment ; 2d March 1770, Ross agafitst
Ross, No. 15. p. 5019; 13th February 1789, Waddel against Colt, No. 16.
p 5022 ; T2th January 1802, Galloway, Pétitioner, No. 30:. p. 15950:.:
““The Court (8tl February 1805) sustained the aefences; arn& uptm admsing

o a reclaxmmg petltion, thh answers, ¢ adhered ”.
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Form of
words neces-
sary to vest
succession in
legatees, so
as to transmit
to their repre-
sentatives,

. Lord 0¥dinkry, Craig. : Act G. J. .Bell . Agent, leqma: Darlmg

, T Alt: Catheur. : Agent, W Wal[acc Brawn . Clerk Prmgle i _-
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1807, Jcmuary 8. WALLAcr_ against WALLACES

ALEXANDER HousTow, banker in Edmburgh executed a trust-dxsposmon
and settfement of his whole fortune, heritable and moveable, in favour of cer-
tain trustees, which bore, that  after payinent of such debts as I may be
¢ owing,. and after the decease of the longest liver of me and my said ‘spouse, T
¢ hereby appoint my said trustees to gonfent and finy, or assign and ﬂmlee over to
< the persons: after named, the respective suris of money after- specified; viz. To
s Alexander Wallace, banker in Edinburgh, my nephétw, the sum of #1600, Sterfing,
¢ and to Houston Wallace, son of the said Alexander Waltace, as my ‘tiariteson,

© the like sum of #£1000 Sterling, over and above his share of ny effects as after
¢ mentiomed 3 and-after the payment of these and of any other legacxes 1] inay

¢ hereafter happen to bequeath to any pers‘on or persons, by @ writing under
¢ my hand ;. and akso after payment of all expensesthat may be inicurfed in the
¢ execution of the trust, I a/z/wmt the residue of my means and effects, heritable and



