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thatPerley, Act, 4,J. The section therequiresBankrupt
concealment ofa fraudulent torelies onplaintiff, who property

should rea­a of in bankruptcy “[give prioravoid plea discharge
such fraudin or concealment.”notice, writingsonable specifying

athat mode ofIt has been held in this State thisproper making
to the and that, if theis replication plea, repli­byspecification

does not contain ataken,that is sufficientcation, coursewhen
iton, is bad on demurrer.of the fraud reliedspecification

Grafton, 1847, notDec.Eastman, yet reported.v.Lampson
thisto can be takenif the notice replicationEven appended

doubtful,least no fraudulent conceal­of atit,as which ispart
It cannot be understood toment is here sufficiently specified.

the the act con­information,defendant thegive which bankrupt
that the in theThe stated is,act waspropertytemplates. only

of lands,it consisted goods,hands of WhetherMary Eogg.
ex­of is notthem,or or allehoses in oraction,money, any,

“ a lotIn theEastman, plaintiff specifiedv.plained. Lampson
concealed; demurrer,onthis,as andof thehammers,” property

exactto or descriptionheld be insufficient. No minuteverywas
butbe required;the weof concealed probablywouldproperty

conceal­of a fraudulentnotthink this is a sufficient specification
; and there mustment be

on the theJudgment demurrer defendant.for

v. Scammon.Atkinson

gave aslander, notecase, and two othersalleged plaintiffcount thefor one thatIn
plaintiff andorder; said of theto defendant of that the defendantpayable the

“ note, mustbut shenote, put mythe I never back of theand of name on the
sense intheexplainingno in that countit.” There was avermenthave done

verdict, onafterwas badspoken. this countwere Held thatwhich the words
judgment.to thearrestmotion

Theissue.thewords; generalslanderousCase, plea,for
areturnedand thecounts, jurycontained threedeclaration
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the The defendantfor plaintiff.verdict moved to arrestgeneral
theofforthe declaration. Theinsufficiency thirdjudgment

“asin the declaration was follows: And also forcount that,
is a true, honest,thewhereas, good, ar.d inhabitantplaintiff just
thefrom time of her birth hathof this andState, hithertoalways

such,herself asand all thatgovernedbehaved timeduringand
andesteemed,hath to be ofheld,been reputed name, cha-good

as aracter and among greatwell of the citi-reputation, many
as all herzens of said andamong neighborsState acquaintances,

that time hath never beenand all norduring guilty, justly
been of hurtfulhavingof oranyguilty disgracefulsuspected

the said Scammon all,crime. Yet andknowingwell singular,
butaforesaid, andcontrivingthe maliciously intendingpremises

and theto in herhurt, disgrace name, cha-plaintiff goodinjure,
andand to her to the andracter, reputation subject pains penal-

this Stateties the oflaws those who commitby provided against
did on the A.kind first of D.of-forgery, October,day 1846,any

to saidExeter, wit,called at inat a a certainPortsmouth,place
said thenthe Scammon and there haddiscourse in thewhich

of this State,citizens about agoodof divers certain notepresence
dollars,hundredabout signed saidtwenty-five byfor plaintiff,

oneand Y.Dennett,one Henry toGeorge Hayes, saidpayable
and himorder,his by indorsed,or andfalselyScammon mali-

and the followingpublish false,speak, scandalous,ciously say,
in the andwords, of saidpresence hearingand citi-defamatory

“the Iand of and neverzens, concerning plaintiff: signed my
mnst have donebut shenote, it,”on thename (meaning that

his namenever endorsed theScammon,said backhe, upon of
but that thenamed, hisplaintiff signednotethe above name

further didsaid Scammonand the say, speak, andthereon,)
andscandalous,false,the following defamatory words, ofpublish

neverthat he hissignedthe name onconcerning plaintiff,and
it,must done thathave (meaning he,the but shenote, said
the back ofhis name on saidScammon, signed note,never but

indorsed hismust and namethe havethat wroteplaintiff thereon)
of whichand saidmeans the speaking false,of publishingby

and of the said false andwords,and ma-defamatoryscandalous,
4*
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lieious the is incharge, andplaintiff prejudicedgreatly injured
her andname, hascharacter, aforesaid,andgood reputation
been crimerendered liable for theto be and indictedpresented
of and has dis-furtherforgery, undergone great pain,likewise
tress and beenboth of and has other-trouble, mind, andbody

andwise greatly injured prejudiced.”

theHacked, for plaintiff.

theand forWells, defendant.Match

J. The third count of the declaration has no state­Perley,

facts or in thement of reference tocircumstances, which words
have been that orare to can extend theirspoken,alleged explain

inducement the cha­The general of plaintiff’s goodmeaning.
the that the intendedand averment defendantracter, maliciously

the notto her to of are traversablepenalties forgery,subject
not inand issue before the Holtwere v.allegations, jury.

691; 8 East,Hawkes v.6 Term Hawkey,Rep.Scholefield,
427.

that theconcludingbe of the allegationsaidThe same may
to be indicted forrendered Ithad liable forgery.beenplaintiff

and is not tra-damages,is not a sufficient ofallegation special
versable.

for slander do not inthe laid in a declarationWhere words
but are to havecrime,the of acharge allegedthemselves import
transaction,fact thatreference to some orbeen in wouldspoken

are to findthem an actionable the whethermeaning; jurygive
or transaction,in reference such factthe towere spokenwords

the and after verdictdeclaration,and in sense incharged the
them tofor it intended that the foundthe bewillplaintiff- jury

been inhave that sense.spoken
for thetheBut on count the declaration, only questionsthis of

laid, andthethe defendant wordswere,jury spokewhether
This isdescribed.of the notethem of the andplaintiffspoke

toboundthat sheand all wasthe charged,thatall plaintiff
nofindsthereforeentitle her a verdict. The verdictto toprove
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more, this;or thesethan thatdirectly by legal implication,
of thedefendant,the of thespokenwords were andplaintiffby

note.
Do the inset out the of the note asdeclaration,words spoken
is described,it sufficient andwith clearness acertaintyimply

of ?charge forgery
The are to been inwords have a certain dis-alleged spoken

acourse about certain note for about hundred dollars,twenty-five
onesaid and Y.signed oneby plaintiff, George Dennet, Henry

to said Scammon or hisHayes, payable order.
The one of the makers ;of the note is noplaintiff was there

in was;to hands theaverment show note itwhose waswhether
; if it;or had thewho interest inpaid unpaid, legal whounpaid

to be defrauded thedesigned settingwas defendant’s nameby
it;on nor that there frandulentwas or unfair inany design

his name there. The of the makers.plaintiff oneputting was
note hershe had the in it is most topossession,If natural sup-

that had and taken itshe and then shepaid up, mightpose very
the name ondefendant’s the back of it.innocently put Indeed,

is to on the count,the facts in thisdifficulty conjecture, alleged
the could have committed ahow plaintiff theforgery by putting

name on the ofback the note.payee’s
It tois that theaftersuppose note to Scam-possible paying

she have indorsed his name on it inmon order to have amay
on it in the name a third thesuit of otherperson against makers.
it notBut is that are able toenough we theimagine how words

been anhave in actionable sense.spoken Asmay possibly they
averment,not in this case other mustare aided by any they

in a distinct ofcharge forgery. Applyingthemselves imply
declaration,them theto the note as described in resort-without

mitiori sensu,to construction in mayforced welling any they
consistent thehave in meaningbeen used a with plaintiff’squite

innocence of the crime of forgery.
verdict;badThis count of the therefore afterdeclaration is

the verdictand, a rule ofsettled and familiarwellby pleading,
the the judg-for one count bad,andplaintiff being general,

ment must be arrested.


