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T H E twenty-five cafes of appeal, at the inftance of the Com* 
miflioners and Truftees for the forfeited Eftates, noticed 

briefly at the end of the appeal brought by thefe Commiflioners No. 64. 
and Truftees v . James Drummond, in which the judgments of P**97. 
the Court of Seflion were found to be null and void for want of 
jurifdi&ion, are as follows:

\

J. The Commiffioners and Trufees of the forfeited Ejlates v. Thomas 
Erjkine of M ar, entered 15th Dec. 1719, decided 15th Feb. 
1719-20.

%

2. Ditto v. John Stirling, elded fon of James Stirling, late of 
Keir, entered 18th Dec. 1719, decided 17th Feb. 1719-20.

3. Ditto v. Andrew Cajfie.of Kirkhoufe, entered 18th. Dec. 1719* 
.decided 17th Feb. 1719-20.

»

4. Ditto v. Wm, Maxwell, fon to William late Earl ofNithfdale,
entered 18th Dec. 1719) decided 14th March i7i9-2o.

_ ___ __ %

5. Ditto v. John Erjkine of Balgownie, entered 18th Dec. 1719,
decided 14th March 1719-20.

6* Ditto v. George Earl of Kinnoul and George Hay Drummond\ his 
 ̂ elded fon,’ entered 18th pec. 17 49, decided 14th March 

1719-20.

7. Ditto v. David Threipland> elded fon of Sir David Threipland 
of Fingafk, entered 18th Dec. 1719, decided 14th March 
j 719-20,

, B. Ditto v. Sir James Stewart of Goodtrees, entered 18th Dec.
1719, decided i4thJVIarch 1719-20.

. 9. Ditto v. Arthur Balfour, elded fon to Colonel John Balfour, 
and the creditors of the deceafed Robert Lord Burleigh, en* 
tered 18th Dec. 1719, decided 141 h March 1719 20.

20. Ditto v, James Lord Bargany and his guardians, Robert Dun~ 
das of ‘Arnidoun, one of the Senators of the College of 
Judice, and John Jollyt Merchant in Edinburgh, entered
18th P ec. 1719, decided 14th March 1719-20,
** » *
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It. Ditto v. Hugh Wallace of Ingleftoun, entered 18th Dec. 1719* 
decided 14th March 1719*20.

- 12. Ditto v. Alexander Baine, Advocate, entered 18th Dec. 1719, 
decided 14th March 1719-20.

13. Ditto v. Donald McDonald and, John Stewart of Grantully,
entered 18th Dec. decided 14th March 1719-20.

0

14. Ditto v. Patrick Earl of Marchmont, entered 18th Dec. 1719, '
decided 14th March 1719-20.

15. Ditto v. Henry Scrimfeour, eldeft fon of John Scrimfeour, late
of Bowhill, entered i8thDec. 1719, decided 14th March
J719-20. (

*

16. Ditto v. Robert Gordon, fon of William late Vifcount of
Kenmuire, entered 18th Dec. 1719, decided 14'th March 
1719-20. ./

17. Ditto v. Alexander Earl o f Home and Anne Countefs Dowager
o f Homey entered 18th Dec. 1719, decided 14th March 
1719-20.

18. Ditto v. Harie Maule of Kellie, entered 21ft Dec. 1719,
decided 14th March 1719-20.

19. Ditto v. John Forbesy Advocate, entered 21ft Dec. 1719*
decided 14th March 1719-20.

20. Ditto v. John Prefony only fon of the late Sir John Pref-
ton, Bart, entered 21ft Dec. 1719, decided 14th March 
1719-20.

* \
21. Ditto v. John Gordony fon of Alexander late Vifcount Ken

muire, entered 21ft Dec. 1719, decided 14th March 
1719-20.

22; Ditto v. Colin Mackenziey Advocate, entered 21ft Dec. 1719, 
decided 14th March 1719-20.

1

23. Ditto v. Lady Mary Hamilton of Baldoon, entered 2 2d Dec.
1719, decided 14th March 1719-20.

24. Ditto v. Charles Craigengelty entered 20th Dec. 1719, decided
26th March 1719-20.

25. Ditto v. William Martin of Harwood, entered 18th Dec*5
1719-20, decided March 1719-20.

The following appeals were alfo decided in the period com
prehended in this volume; but are not reported, becaufe the 
printed cafes were not found in any colle&ion fearched for that 
purpofe.
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26. The Commiffioners and Truflees of the forfeited EJiates v. Donald
Mackenzie of Kilcowie: this appeal, (entered 2 ill Dec. 
1719), was brought from “  an interlocutory fentence or 
“  decree of the Lords of Seffion in Scotland of the 3d of 
€t September 1719.”

Judgment 13th January 1720-1.— After hearing counfel, 
It is ordered and adjudged, that the petition and appeal be dif- 
miffedt and that the interlocutory fentence or decree therein com
plained of be affirmed.

27. The CommiJfioners and Trujlees of the forfeited Edates v. John
Earl of Ruglen i this appeal (entered 25th March 1724.) 
was brought from “  a decree of the Court of Delegates in 

. u Scotland, made the 6th day of March 1724, praying that 
u the fame might be reverfed, and that the judgment and 
“  decree given by the appellants the 17th of O&ober 1720, 
€i might be affirmed.”

Judgment 12th Feb. 1724*5.— Counfel for the appel
lants only attending, they were called in and heard, and 
withdrew 5 and due confideration being had of the merijs 
of this caufe, It is ordered and adjudgedy that the decree of the 
Court of Delegates complained of in the appeal be reverfed; and 
that the judgment and decree $f the CommiJfioners and Irujlees 
of the forfeited EJiates be affirmed.

28. The CommiJfioners and Trujlees of the forfeited EJiates v. George
Maclaiti Portioner of Prefton : this appeal (entered 26th
March 1724) was brought from “  a decree of the Court 
“  of Delegates in Scotland, made the 9th day of March 

1724, praying that the fame might be reverfed, and that 
ic the decree and judgment given by the appellants the 
t€ 17th of Auguft 1719 might be affirmed.”

Judgment, 12th Feb. 1724-5.— After hearing counfel, 
It is ordered and adjudgedy that the decree of the Court of D e
legates complained of in the appeal be rgverfed; and that the 
judgment and decree of the CommiJfioners and Trujiees of the 
forfeited EJiates be affirmed.

29. Gabriel Napier Writer in Edinburgh v. Peter Napier of N a
pier (lou 11 and Margaret his wife : this appeal (entered 28th 
Jan. 1725-6) was brought from “  fevcral interlocutors of 
“  the Lords of Seffion in Scotland, of the 10th and 20th 
<( of November 1722, the 25th and 28th of June, the 20th 
“  of November, and 13th ot December 1723, and an in- 
6i terlocutor of the I ith of July 1724.”

Judgment, 12th Feb. 1724-5.— After hearing counfel, 
It is ordered and adjudged, that the petition and appeal be 
dfmijfedy and that the interlocutory fentences therein complained 
of be affirmed ; and it is further ordered% that the appellant

do
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