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cure, upon his remgnatlon of his own lands, mfeftment in-a neighbouring  No 04
heéritor’s lands, under a new or specml name, which would unsettle all pro-

" perty N

hd

Fol. Dic. v. 2. p. 104. Farbe;, p. »5;:3;‘ :
: o . ‘v . " '
1714, - July2. DUNBAR against SINCLAIR. o
ForTy : years possession of Iand as part and pertinent of othcr lands contamcd :
in a charter, not sustained s a. right “of prescription, the charter havmg been

lﬁtely granted,. and conchuently not-a warrant_for the possession.
 Fol. Dic. v.2. p. 104. Forbes, MS.,.

* * Thxs case is. No 18: p. 9640. voce PART and PSRTINENTS. :

SECT. V

Tltle requlsxtc in thc Prescription of nght to Temds and nghw'%
 granted by Ecclesmstlcs. . -

. x6z7' Febtuary 17, DbUGLAs and STUART agaimthNNrs. . - N i '
’ 0] s -

IN a removmg -of Wllham Douglas and ]ohn Stuart’ agamst the Tenants of , ™
Aymoth and Coldxnghm an exception being proponed by Hurfie of Nynwells
“ upon his heritable infeftment, as heir to his goodsir, who also was infeft as heir-
to his brothEr, who was infeft by the Ifalrd of Banﬂ' ‘who also was. infeft and -
' in possession conform thereto these forty years bypast ; this exception was:
repelled in this judgment possessor, - “because the defender alleged not’ that,
either his own nor any of his predeccssors infeftments were confirmed, the same-
being kirk-lands ; and it was repelled, where the excipient alleged, that in this
judgment he ought not to dxspute upon the vahdlty of h1s author 5 nght aftcr‘;

- 50 long possessmn. Tl S

Act. Cratg & Stuart. Al Nuohon ) Bel;l:e: o Clcrk Gibson, .
‘ Fol ch v. 2. p. 104. Durie, p. 278.:.
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