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Mautual )qtA .s bewixti Hpsand and Wife.

SEC T. I.

*Thisbdad b6 J to ali ut and provide thr his Wife.

56 . Mairch 26. and Feb.. 26.,
BARBARA LoAN against ROGER WooD, 'and A s CRIGHTON againSt No 9T.

MR ALEXANDER AERCR'O1YIIE"

Gir ane man pttits away .his wife out oflii lionse and companie, for ony

crime or fault alledgit cominittit be hir, he aueht and sould sustene hir con-

forme to her estate, fra the day in the quhilk he put hir away, unto the day

of the reconeiliatioun, or then of the'final sentence of divorce.

Fol, Dic. V. I. p. 392. Balfour,p. 95,

1579. March 23. Lby LENOX fgaist LODRD LOVAT.

.No 92*
Ti mLady Lenox, the spouseof 'umquhile the Lord Lovat, and daughter tor During the

the Earl of Athole, pproued ber husband before' the CommiSaries of Edin fpenoene

burgh,, for separation and divorcement, becaitse ,of his inability and frigidity fof divowe

so that he was not able tb have carnal dealings with her; et pendent lite co ec al-

ram commissariis, she meaned her by supplication .before the Lords, and de- su wae ptr-

sired her .expenses to be modifiec to her in the mean tire, and her sustenta- the wife's in-
stance,an

ti6n off -my Lord her Iuisbund. '- It-was first alleged, that the Lords wore not the husband

judges 'copetiht, becausd the principal cauisd of divorcement being intinted cere re.

before the Commissaries- the accessory of th&eadiehses 'ought to be decreeted hoes, the

before the same Judges, quia- accessorium requitur nardainr prizyaih. Tim iment due

whole allegeance was.repelled by the Lords, because they had, f lthento husbr yher

Judges in sundry. causes.; Tieni it was alleged,41ht. thh Lady should;have no-

expense , because she wy': ke pursier befbe the Commissaries, .nd my
Lord offered to receive her as a wie, ard adhemet into her imnd 'ofibred him'

to prove the contrary of' her suninons, that he was potent and able, et sic


