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founded on, conveying the moveables to the late Sir Robert, indeed recalls all
former settlements, but the reyocation contained in that deed can extend no
farther than to. settlements eju¥dem generis, viz. of moveables. - 'With regard to
the other deed founded on, which exempts Sir William, the present pursuer,
from the burdens imposed on the heirs of tailzie, it is only a personal deed of
liberation, and can only be used when he has made up his titles to these lands
upon his father’s deed of entail. :

The Court, upon the report of Lord Justice Clerk, and upon advxsmg infor-
- mations Ainc inde, decerned in the declarator and reduction in favour of the

pursuer.

Lord Reporter, Justice-Clerk.  Act. David Rac. ) Alt. dlulander Murray.
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1797, January 31.
RoperT HENDERSON against GEorcE WiLsON and CATHARINE and CHRIs-
TIAN MELVILLES.

This case (No. 59. p. 15444.) was appealed The House of Lords (29th
May 1802,) OrpzrED and ADIUDGED, That the several interlocutors coms
plained of in the appeal, so far as the same concern the estate of Logie, which
belonged to the last Walter Bowman, be reversed; and-find, that the suc-
cession to the said estate falls to be governed by the deed of entail executed by
‘Walter Bowman, in the year.1757; and it is therefore ordered, That the ap-
pellant be assoilzied from the action brought agamst him by the respondent
Robert Henderson, and decern ; and decern also in the declarator brought by
the appellant, according to the prayer of his declarator.
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1798. May 22. MARCHiONEss of TrTcHFIELD against CUMING.

- THis case (No. 73. p. 15467 ) was appealed. The House of Lords, (20th
* January 1800,). ORDERED and ApjubpcEeD, That the appeal be dismissed, and
that the mt,er_locutors. therein complained of be affirmed, -
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1799. Febraary 27. SymE against RonaLpsoN Dicksow,

- THis case (No. 75. p. 15478.) was appealed. - The House of Lords, (26th
April-1803,) OrpERED and Apjuptep, That the appeal be dismissed, and
that the interlocutors therein complained of be affirmed.
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