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A person can 
have but one 
Christian name. 
Vide Co. Litt. 3.a. 

Easter Term 12  2 Will. 3. 

Rex vers. Newman

T H E defendant was indicted by the name  of  Elizabeth 
Newman alias Judith Hancock,  for keeping   a  bawdy-

house. Mr. King moved to quash it, because a woman can-
not have two  Christian names ; for which reason in a case in 
Noy  the return of a rescous was quashed. And for this rea-
son the indictment was quashed.    Ex relatione m'ri  Jacob.

Anonymous, 

Jn debt apon I IN debt upon a bail-bond the defendant pieaded the  statute 
bail-bond if the of 23 H. 6. 6. I o. and shewed an arrest by a wrong writ. 
defendant in he plaintiff replied and shewed the right writ, and tra-
hl1 plea states 
an arrest upon a verfed the wrong writ. The defendant demurred. And 
different writ exception was taken, that the plaintiff should not have tra

i::: verfcd the wrong writ, according to I Saund. 22. Bennet 
was given, and v. Filkins. Holt chief justice, The plaintifF bas no need 
the to traverfe the wrong writ, but only to reply the right 
n11 rep IUbOD ' · • · • • ., 
fetsouuhatwrit and rely upon that, For 1t may be, there were two wnts• 
he lhoulcl not ' and the defendant might be arretled by virtue of the writ 
trmrfe ibe •r- returnable di, Martis, & , . and then the other writ might 
reft b:, the other. b n. . rr bi di 111 • • b' • D. cont. ante, come to I e weriu rctu,rna e t .Lr.11rcuri,_, w 1ch coming 
411, .p:a, to bis hands, when the defendant was in cuftody,__ amounts 
But the tnffrfc 11. • I d b · b · b ·1 b d will not m•b t~ :,Jn arren an aw, an e m1g_nt give a a, - on to appear 
his rapllwi,OA upon it ; therefore the travcrle is 09t Co __good. Bllt cbo 
~ plaintiff bad judgment, & r1lati•1 lti'ri jatAb, 

Hilli~rd 'Vtrf. Cox. 
Plcacling1110ft. •ol; 3• p, 313. Salk, 747, 

A.limp1eeaa, AN aaion upon fu~al promifea by an ad.r.Uiniil(alcat. 
u.a debt 0:;a1 . The defendant cra.vc,s ,yer of the let~rs · of adaiiAi• 
:c: f::=a!c is ftration, by which adminitlration ap~ar~d . to hav~ ·~ 
~onum ao'ta~• committed to the plai.oti.i',by, tbe arc)ldeacon of &,"Ifs~ ~d 

. an ~be place 111 he plcacb, that (a) at th.e time of the death of lbe io.~~4•~• 
wbichtbedebtor d . . of _.J • ·11. • ""- • h b. . ~.,-. 
wai rctident at an COIIU1Uttlng -,,iqtitnturat100, ,.,,.._. W.IJS IP a 1t1og .a_.J 
the tlmeof_t~e relident at Oxfa,-d. The plaintiff demui:s, l\nd ~r. N•rt/iq 
:;;~e•!:ih!/~ took exception to the plea; becaufe the defendant did not 
eommiffion of deny, nor traverret his refidence in Berls within the peculiar. 
edminiftrtio~. l-lolt chief juflite. Jr the debtor bas two houfes in feveral 
:;:a.~Dr-;~ .. L diocef~s, and at t~e. tim~ of. th~ dea_th of the debtce ancl 
~--s'• rn m•rg. commdlion of admm1tlrauon 1s mhab1tant and rcfident at 

,.i. .Lo9d, "l• one er the houfes, that will exclude the jurifdiaion of the 
ordintry of the dioccfe in which the other boufe flood. 
Judgment for lhe defendant. £~ relation, m'ri Jaco/,. 

(•) In Salk, 17• the plea is teprdented to have been that du inttjf11tt at the timeolbi1tlatli 
was refiient, lie. liut that ftatement apre~n from tbe pludinss ill SAik. 7 50, JA('~- "1lb 114. 
i~1orretl, anJ Co Lee C, J• con!idcred at 111 Sly, 8.,. 
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