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another term of yeats, and this he réfused to do, but iudi-
oated a willingness to'remain on yearly tenure; that the
result of the eonversation was that he understood he was
to continue on such tenure, nothing whatever being said
about ' the notice of removal, Some words, however,
pa 08 to the applicant afterwards signing a document,

and it appears that he subsequently received an intima-"

{tion‘that hia landlord 'desired to meet him, but explained
| that he was away when the intimation eame, and that he
‘didnot attend. The case of the applicant, therefore,
i stands thus, that there was initiated sgainst him a process

his landlord conferred with him verbally in such a way as
to lead him to suppose that nbtwithstanding the notice of
removal, hs was to continue on yearly tenure, and that in
Jexact accordance with such supposition the respondant
failed to comply or attempt bo comply with the estate
‘regulation as to appraising the quantity of green crop,
In these circumstances the Cowmissioners have no
'difficulty in reaching the conclusion that when the
Crofters Act cane into operption on 2ith June last, the
applicant occupied his holdialr ‘by tacit relocation on
yearly tenure, and is, thetef a crofter within the
‘meaning of the Act, ' Alon, th this case of John Mae-
‘kenzie, Loanmore, thera was thken for the sake of con-
venience' ‘the case of Jolin Mackenzis, Tulloch. Mr
Sutherland maintained, reakoning on tha same lines, that
|'the Otofters Holdings Act did not apply to his ease, he
being under a written contract of Jense. The said con-
Itract of 'lease was produced to and examined by the
Commissioners, I
piece of land allegod to consist of 21 acres of
arable land, and 1 atre 1 rood of outrun, and to be
held on a' rent of £25 Te. From' the application it
rappedrs ‘that Mackenzie is conjoined with a certain
Donald Mackenzie, and if in respect of that conjunction
Mr Sutherland desires to raise any legal question, be is
not precluded by this judgment from doing so, ad it is
pronounced solely with reference to the question raised on
a written loass for one year. The holding was ocenpied
or used by tho applicant immediately before 25th June
ilast, the date as above mentioned of the passing of the
Act, and the applicant, it has been ascertained, and iu-
deed, it was not disputed, resides at present at his
holding. The lease is for one year, and no longer, and the
spplicant is thus,’ under it, tenant of the holding from
year to year; but tenant of a holding from year to
ear, in a crofting parish, who resides ‘on ' his
-ﬁuld ng and pays a rent net exceeding £30 in money,
is, under the 134th section of the Crofters’ Holdings Act,
‘*a crofter,” The Commissoners were thus of opinion that
the contract of lease fonnded on b}' the respondent in
this application of Johu Mackenzie, Tulluch, had not the
effect of excluding the applicant from the Act, and that
they were bound to prooeed with it and in due course to
digpose of the applieation, ; /
Whatever may be the legal merits of the decision, thero
can ba no question of its popularity among the erofters
and their friends, Itis regarded in the light of a great
victory over Skibo, and one not very confidently expected.
tikibo did not intimate an appeal to a court of law, as he
had threatened on the previous day, but contented Lim-
gelf with drawing attention to a mistake made by the
Sheriff in a date, which was immaterial to the judgment,
The remainder of the day was devoted to the Balblair
applications, None of the evidence possessed any epecial
interest, The applicants were men of middle age, who
had either been long resident on the estate, nr were horn
on the croft for which they claimed. At least two of the
“witnesses could speak of their grandfathor’s tenancy in
last century,  John Mackay, Drimlea, produced a bundle
of receipts for rent beginning with 1793, in which year his
father entered on possession of the croft. The land was
then “‘in the state in which it was created,” and the
rental was only 4a for the seven acres and a share of com-
mon pasture. In 1808, by which time some of the land
had been reclaimed, the rent had increased to 10s, and it
had gradually risen to £5,'

FRIDAY.

For the first half of to-day the proceedings were some-
what tedious and uninteresting, The only oue of the
Balblair applications to which any importance attached,
was one in which Finlay Gunn, & blacksmith at Ballach-
racgan, asked the Court to fix a fair rent for the smithy
oroft. At the instance of Mrs Hadwen, Mr Macleay
contended that the applicant was not a erofter within the
moaniug of the Crofters’ Act.  The Act provides that it
shall not apply to any holding let to a person who is in the
landlord’s employ or the tenant of a landlord, ** nor to any
innkeeper or tradesman placed in the district by the

‘Wi removal and ejuction, which was not followed up, that

is' ‘o 'léave of a holding or
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attactied to it, and it was in respect of Guun being the

blacksmith of the district that that rent was put upon him,

and not in respect of his beivg a crofter, Heo was the ouly
blacksmith in the district, and he had told them that he
got nearly all the work on the estate. There wera various
considerations why the blacksmith should not get the
| benefit of the Crofters’' Act. A blacksmith might not be
aceeptable to the tanantiy; and if he got the benetit of the
Act, it would be impossible to remove him, He thought
the intention of the Legislature was that, if there was o

blackamith in the district, he should, in a ecartain
meagure, be under (he charge and contiol,
not of the landlord, but also of the tenants.

onl

At Mr K‘lnulnay‘n inatance the case was continued till
Thursday for farther cvidence, i
tha first batch of the Skibo applications, Licht erofters,
residing in the township of Tulloch, combined in one
application for fair rents, and siated in the schiedule that
they were joint-tenauts of 500 acres common pasture,
‘This statement was repudiated by the proprietor, who
prosently entertained tha Court to a  system of
cross-examination for which uobody waa prepaved,
|| Tho first witness was i
aged, well-attired, and infelligent looking man, IHis
grandfather  began the/ famjly tenancy of the
croft whilo this contury fwas goung, snd witness was
nying the same rent fordmaTightul the croft as was paid

t or the whele pravious to itsfdivision in 1833, Skibo's
crosa questioning was charagterised by persistency and

| | determination.

Skibo—Having been warnedl out of your land in 1876,
and having taken a new lease from e, whon did you get
possession of this common lll pasture ?—We wepe never
Ent-:mt of it. The cattle were goinyg there, and wdre never

ept back. :

Vhen did you take this hill containing 500 acres of
common pasture ?—Witness did not snswer.

Who have you paid rent for the hill pasture to?—I
never paid,

Do you seriously mean to say that you are at tho
arqanub moment. tenant of a holding on the estate of
Skibo which carries with it a joint right to 500 acres
of hill pasture?  Witness did not scem to under-
stand the question very clearly, and suggested that he
weuld prefer to have it put in Gaelic,

. Mr Sutherland objected to the examination being taken
in Gaelic. He had a good deal to do with Barclay, and
he assured the Commission that he spoke good English,

The question being repeated in English, Barclay replied
—1 have all along put a miule on the common hill pastu.e,
and we want to have it as we had befcre,

. Sheriffl Brand—What do you wmean by *‘the pasture
that we had before.”

As we had it in the times of our grandiathers snd
fathers.

Mr Sutherland—Are you tenant of a holding on the
eatate uf Skibo, part of which consists of cowmon pasture
to the extent of 500 acres, other tenants hiaving the vight
to said pasture also ?

Our cattle are running on that pasture.

Mr Sutherland—I must ask you to say yes or no,

Witness intimated that be did not understand the
question,

Sheriff Brand—I must say that my impression is that
you underatand the question distinctly enough

Mr Sutherland—livery tenant on the estato was warned
out in 1875, in order to b rid of thess questions about

t the hill pasture which had troubled previous proprietors,
+ If this man took this aiterwards, he knows perfectly well
who he tovk it from. He never took it from we, and [
never heard of this claim until the other day.

The question was repeated to the witness, and bis reply
was—** I canna auswer the question,”

Was it part of your tenancy with e that you should
graze cattle on that hill *—Nuo, sir,

Will you now say whether you are tenant of such a
holdiig as you describe in your dpplication F—We put our
cattle on the hill pasture and they wers never put off.

Mr Macintyre—When you entared on your new
lease in 1876, did you consider you were deprived of the
riuNht you formerly enjoyed of putting cattle to the Lili?
—No.

Sheriff Brand—Ha notieed no difference on his pasture
in consequence of the lease.

Questioned again by Mr Sutherland, witness said that
the pasture was not let to him under the louse, and that,
excopt thelsase, he had noother bargain with the proprietor.
Mr Sutherland renewed the question which the witness
had already rofused to snswer by ‘* Yes" or ** No,” but
the only reply elicited was that the witness, father, graud-
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father, and the whole of the tenants had put the cattle on
the pasture, and it was never taken from them.

Another of the Tulloch erofters, Alexander Chisholm,
was then put into the witness box. FHis answers regard-
ing the hill pastare were similac to Barelay's.  The appli-
cnnts had always used the Lill, lesase or no leass, and
never having been chacked thoy consideved that Skivoe had
quietly acknowledged thew rigit to the pasture.

BATERDAY.

The weathor being wet and stormy thers was a very
sparso attendance of the public. when the Court opened
thia morning, Half an hour was spént in the study of
lans of the Skibo estata before Alexander Chisholm,
Lulloch, wus askad to stap into the witness box for cross:
examination,

ins, muing from these facta, Mr Macleay said The eross-examiner was, of coursa, Skibo
f}‘;:m::l:: 1o &ff&‘ﬂl' Li‘nna came to the property provioust and for the noxt hour and a balf the unforbunate crofter
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