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JAMES TIBBETS vs. JACOB KIAH.

ground,abate,writ not on the that the of thewill name defendant is dif-A spelt
in the from his of spelling it,writ manner both modes offerently provided spell-

ing the samehave sound.

was on an account annexed.This assumpsit
“The defendant in abatement that he waspleaded known

the of Currier,and called surname and not Kiah.” Theby
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ofinstead See347, Symons.Mod. SymondsHinsdall.­—­4
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TibbetjÁ the different of aillustration ofstriking ways spelling

word so sound is to be foundas to the same Tom-retain in
“Juridicum,lin’s The name3.) Allen”Repertorium (Pref.

Allan,is Allein,Allane,Alan,sometimes written Alleyn
and Allen.

.on theverdictJudgment


