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pede the registration, Zoc attento, That the cedent was out of the country,
whose oath they sought only for delay, but was content it should be reserved
against the execution. Tre Lorps found the exception relevant,

Spottiswood, (REGISTRATION.) p. 27%.

1629. December 2. MackmMIcHAEL ggainst Her Son.

KatsariNe MackMicHAEL, relict of Robert Douglas, sought registration of
a bond of 5co merks, granted by N. to her umgquhile husband, and her, in
liferent, and to James Douglas their son, after them. Alleged by her son
and his tutor, That she could never seek to have the foresaid bond regis-
tered, ad hunc effectum, that she should have the annualrent thereof during
her life ; because the defender and his tutor having called her for to exhibit
and deliver to them the whole bonds pertaining to her husband and him after
his decease, she produced a number of bonds, and, among the rest, this of
goo merks, which was delivered to the defender with sundry others, she mak-
ing no opposition against it at that time; by reason whereof, she could never
be heard now to come back again, and seek the liferent of that bond, having
prejudged herself by her omission at the first time. THe Lorbs, neverthe-
less, thought it hard to seclude her from the benefit of liferent provided to
her in the bond, because of the omission of her procurator or herself, being
a woman ; and therefore sustained the action.

Spottiswood, (REanATwN.,) P 273

1630. December 30. Ramsay ggainst Durnam.

Ramsay, daughter-in-law to James Durham of Pittarro, eraves their eontraet
of marriage to be registered ; in which contract, the said James was obliged to
provide the said pursuer to 6oo merks during her lifetime, and 4000 merks to
the heir:of the marriage. It was excepted, That no registration could be grant-
ed at her instance, because he had fulfilled all the contract, so far as concerned
her part thereof, and had obtained her discharge thereof; and as for her son’s
part thereof, it could not. be. registered at. her imstance, which the Lorps

found relevant. .
Auchinleck, MS. p. 190.



