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562 Eafter Tetm 12 Will, 3,

Rex ver/. Newman.

A perfon can T H E defendant was indiGed by the name of Elzabeh
havebut one  J  Newman alias Fudith Hancock, for keeping a bawdy.
Crefian %4®¢ houfe. Mr. King moved to quath it, becaufe a woman can-
Cgets not have two Chriftian names ; for which reafon in a cafe in
Nay the return of a refcous was quathed. And for this reae

fon the indi@tment was quathed. Ex relatione 2’ri Facobs

Anonymous.
Indebtupons YN debt upon a ball-bond the defendant pleaded thie flatute
:;}l-:ond if the l of 23 H. 6. ¢. 10. and fhewed an arreft by a wrong writ.
efendant 1a

his plca fiares 1 DE plaintiff replied and thewed the right writ, and tra-
an arreft upon 2 verfed the wrong writ. ‘The defendant demurred. And
different writ  exception was taken, that the plaintiff thould not have tra-
:mh‘h&:m‘; verfed the wrong writ, according to 1 Saund. 22. Bennet
was given, and v, Filkins. Holt chief juftice. ‘The plaintiff has no need
;.l;: rl’c"l‘l"u“&‘: to traverfe the wrong writ, but only to reply the right writ,
fmwﬁ‘m,ﬁ.’ and rely upon that, 'F or it may be, there. were two writs,
hehould sot  and the defendant might be arrefted by virtue of the writ
:;':‘ftszt:;r returnable die Martis, &¢c. and then the other writ might
D. cant. sate, . come to the theriff returnable die Mercurii, which coming
411y 413, to his hands, when the defendant was in cuftody, amounts
53; ;‘;: ::'l::f‘ to an arreft in law, and he might give a bail-bond to appear

his replication  upon it ; therefore the traverle is not fo good. But the
plaintiff had judgment. Ex relatione w'ri Faceb.

Hilliard wver/. Cox.

Pleadings poft. vol. 3. p. 313« Salk. 747,

A Gaaple con- N a&tion upon feveral promifes by an admiinificator.
:;-f !:::t‘mnz \. The defendant craves oyer of the letters of admini-

dies inteftate i {tration, by which adminiftration appeared to have
- bonum notabile committed to the plaintiff by the archdeacon of Benks, ,lﬁd
dothoplicein he pleads, that (a) at the time of the death of the intefate,

which the debtor P P . . oo Y
wireidentar and committing of adminiftration, he was inhabiting apd
- the timeof the refident at Oxford. The plaintiff demurs. And Mr. Northey
death of the in- ook exception to the plea; becaufe the defendant did not
commiffionof deny, nor traverle, his refidence in Berks within the peculiar.
sdminiftrdtion.  [olt chief juftice. If the debtor bas two houfes in feveral
;‘9"‘.“5‘, ) ;’:’s‘. diocefes, and at the time of the death of the debtee and
gl 58, in mire. commiffion of adminiftration is inhabitant and refident at
ideLovele£3. one of the houfes, that will exclude the jurifdi@ion of the
ordiniry of the diocefe in which the other houfe fiood.

Judgment for the defendant. Ex relatione m’ri Facob.

(4) In 8alk. 37. the plea is reprefented to have been that the inteffate at the time of his desth
was refident, dc. But that fratement appears from the pleadings in Salk. 750, and’pofte vgl: 316
i=sorre@®, and fo Lee C. J. confidesed it in Say. 83

‘ Rex
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