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furthcoming, the profits arifing after the arreftment are transferred with the
flock, in like manner as annualrents are which arife after arreftment of the bond.
Upon this debate, the Lorps found, ¢ That it was competent for the creditors
of Robert Robertfon to affe& his intereft in the company by arreftment, and that
the arreftments in the hands of the remaining partners did habily affe@& the fame,
though the company’s effefts were, at the date of the arreftments, in the hands
of the company’s fupercargoes at fea, or of their faCors abroad ; and found the
fame liable to be made furthcoming by the partners to the creditors, fo far as the
fame had been made good to the-company by their {upercargoes or factars.  (See
SocIETY.) Kitkerran, (Au_;smmr) No 10. p. 40.
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1742, December 9.
Evizasern Mackenzie, Reli@ of Patrick DurHAM, aqgamst GrRamam & Others.

Founp that arreftment in the hands of a purchafer, at a judicia] fzle, is not an
habile diligence to affect the fhare of the price for which the ereditors are rank-
ed, in refpeét that, notwithftanding the fale, the ereditors debts ftand fill fecur-
ed by adjudication till payment. :

Fol. Dic. v. 3. p. 40. Kilkerran, (ARRESTMENT Y No11. p. 42,
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1743. February.
Crepirors of MR James Hog, Leturer in the Tron- Chureh, ggainst The.
Towy of EpiNgurcy, and the faid James Hog..

James Hoc being received lecturer in the faid chiurch, was thereby entitled to
the annualrents of L.roco Sterling yearly, which had been mortified for that
purpofe ; his creditors- arrefted the fame in the hands of the Magiftrates,

In the furthcoming, Hog appeared, and pleaded, That the {fubje& arrefted being -
a fund appropriated and fet afide for a certain purpofe, could not, even by legak:
diligence, be diverted to any other purpofes, fo. as to difappoint the intention of
the mortification.. Indeed, where an obligation is granted.to a man entirely for -
his own behoof; and where the debtor has no intereft, other than to pay fécurely,
fuch a fubje& 15 attachable by all fort of legal dlhgence but the cafe is quite
différent, where an obligation is granted ad certum. effeétum, and where the granter:
has an intereft to fee the money applied to the purpofes for which the fame is.
deftined.. In that cafe, as the money eannot be applied-to other purpafes, it can-.
not be: affected. with legal diligence, ¢. g. A fervant’s fee is not arreftable, becaufe-
it is.appropriated to the maintenance and fupport of the fervant, without which
he would be incapable to perform his. work ; the mafter has a dire& intereft to
apply the-maney this way, that he may have the benefit: of the fervant’s work ;-
and the fervant has an intereft, becaufe he is bound to perform his. work, which,
he cannot poflibly do if he has not his wages: the application of which to the
prefent queftion is obvious. It is true, this doctrine admits of a limitation ; if the





