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to procure the credit, they would not interfere in a summary 1793.

way to give relief. And - E——
The Court, assenting to the general rule, and the application FA%
of it by the plaintiff’s counsel to the present case, Cﬁﬂ:.

Dischargead the rule (a).
(a) Pide Waters v. Smith, post. 6 vel. 451.

D —— . ssmasssna]
JoNEs against MaCQUILLIN. P
E declaration wasagainst the defendant by the Christian Pefendant
names of James Richard; to which there was a plea in ﬂt;d.’ﬁc:
ari y

abatement that he was baptized by the name of Richard James und was
and not James Richard, and had always since been known by ﬁ‘ﬂf:;':,ﬁ':

the Christian name of Richard James, &c. To which there was i prfe il

a general demurrer, and joinder. amisnomer,
Shepherd in support of the demurrer said, that the plea was pleaded in
insufficient, because it did not deny that the defendant had been 8batc®ent:
christened by the names of James and of Richard, though not in
the order in which the plaintiff’ had stated them. 1fit were ta
be taken all as one name, there might be some colour for the
objection ; but the Court would take notice that there were
two distinct names, by both of which it appeared that the de-
fendant had been baptized. And this would have appeared still
more strongly if this plea had been drawn in the usual form ;
for it should have stated that the defendant had not been bap-
tized by the names of Jumes and Richard, which would clearly
not have availed. But .
Per Curiam.—The objection cannot be got over: the mis-
placing of the names makes them as different from the real
names as the substitution of any other instead of these:
Judgment for the defendant,

— et
Friduy,
Dias against FREEMAN. April i,
HIS was an action of debt by the plaintiff as assignee of fnfflf';'ed,'

the sheriff of Middlesex of a replevin bond. The declara- plevinis |

tion stated that the plaintiff as bailiff of one J. Wilkinson, on, an asign-

. . t of the
&c. distrained, &c. on J. Egcey, in the usual form; and the repievin

breach was that Lacey did not appear at l!xe county court‘g‘]’;‘,’;ﬁ:.:‘;‘
next after the giving of the bond, according to the con- ;2!:‘:;;‘;:
ia the county court and prosecate according to the condition. And he maysue on the bond as as-
signee of the sheriff in the saperior courts, thovgh the replevin be not removed out of the county
fourt. [Witles 461 SM. &8.180. - 2 ;
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