
~t —

.

•'VW'V^''~'-»"'^^'''

I • .#

/

SKCnoN I. »

GENERAL RULES OF THE -SUPREME COURT.

EASTER TEUM. iarit UEQ. Ill— 1785.

»

Records and IVritk.

1st. (t is i)rderetl, that all the Processes, Records, Rolls, *ahd

Judgments of this Court, be made on pnrchtnent, ne|prding to the

usago of the Court of King's Bench in England, (rt)^

"
( 2d. That the Bill-issuod out of the Court of King's Bondb. in

England, commonly called the Bill of Middlesex, bo the firSt process

ad Rapondcndum, where it is to bo executed by the Sheriff of the

County where the Court sits ; aqd that the first process, going into

other Counties, shall be a connnon Capias, (b) in form pf the alias or.\

Latitat, leaving dut the words " as before we" have commanded
you," except whore it is actually the Alias Capias ; the recital of

,
the issuing and returniifg-u Bill being now supposed unnecessary.

.V. Sheriffs.

3d. That the Sheriffs indorse their returns (d).on all Processes de-

livered to themi)y the day of their returns respectively, (rf) and deliver
*
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(a) See Rule Hilary Torm 60 tieo. 3.
'

/ '

(6) It isiliufficMnt if (ho Writ or I'roroim requirp* tlic Dnfpndnnt toanawer th« Plaintiff in i^
plra of *< Diibt," instead of " TntpoMt," the usual furm.

—

Cahipbell v. Miiuop, Chipman'a
'

(c) A v>i>take in the indorRementora Writ by the BheriiT, aa tg the time he reoeired it, may
be amended on application to'thc Court; but |>aroi evidence in not u'luiiHiiible on a trial to

hew that tlie indorsement was a mistukc.'

—

Johmton v. Wnulorw, Bert. K. 68. So where an
execution waa.returne<l by tlio BhcrifT, " Satii^fii-d," but it aflurwurdM. turned out tliat tiM

good* levied upon were not the property of the Defendant, aii)(^ tlie amount of them was reco*

vered by tlie owner from the Sheriff, who wan iiidumnitied liy the Plaintiff, the CourfaHowed
the execution to be taken off the fikiii, in order that the Sheriff might ameiid hia return.

—

K^-
chum i. Oiberson, 1 Kerr, 619 tf the Sheriff rcturnii " cepi corpus," to u Writ iasued a^inat
two Defendants, it applies to both, and lie will lie liable to an attachment (or not brinsmff in

the" bodies, though one of them was nererarrested.—Aw y. Sher^of OUmctMtn, Bert. R. 187.

{d) Before the Rule of Hilary Term, 4 Wet., the mode ofproceeding against aSheriffout of
~ " " ringing in the body of a Defendant , was by distringas.—IJewy v. Murphy, 1 Kerr,oflice for not brini . «, - . -- ^

207, Since this Rule, he may De ruled in tlie same nuMtueraB'when in offioa. Sm Bai* «
Mich. T., 8 Vict., n» to sidcJnr rules for the return jpfWriu
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