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ciCing'si (In the King's l3ench) and. IlQueen's" - uh-
stitutcd for and ever the latter word: and the words
Ildo abscond, do suddenly intend to depart from. the
P'rovince" hati been in the saine manner eraseti. The
allcgation that the defendant Ilwas about immedi-
"ately to secrete hie estate, debts, and effeots, witb
"an intent to dlefrand his creditors" remained. The

aflidavit contained ne averment respecting a third
party. and the jurat was silent as te the erasures.

The Court held the objections net te be fatal, and
over-ruled th-. defendant's ý.iotion, witL costs.

The defence set up by the defendant consisted of
thc general issue, and a plea of Pe.r-Petual Peremptory
Exception in Law, by ivhic1î lic -lleitgecl:

That, affter thc protest of the tivo premissory notes
miade by Thomas McCaw, thc Plaintiffs hati, lu con-
sideration cf a certain suni to themn paid, by the said
Thomas McCawv, discharged him. thc said Thomas
McC-aw fvom the payment cf tlic aniunt cf the said
two notes, without the consent cf him. the saiti* Defen-
dant;

That the Plaintiffs had given time te the said Tho-
mas McCaw te pay the amount cf the said two notes,
witheut the consent cf hlm. tlic ]efendant;

That, aSter the protest cf the promissory note madle
by Coyle & Sculthorp, thc plaintiffs had given time te,
the said Thomas McCaw, te pay the amount thereof
withont the consent cf the Defendant;

.That, for and in consideration cf a certain sim. paid
te, the said Plaintiffs liy the said Coyle & Sculthorp,
the plaintiffs had discliarged them, the said Coyle &
Sculthorp frin the payment cf the note made by thema,
without the consent cf hlm, the said %efendant:

Thc exception aise contaîncti a plea cf payment and
satisfaction.


