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cannotthethinkentirely to himself.liad he been left We plaintiff
of these instructions.complain

verdict.on theJudgment

Ela v. Knox.

provingin titie toare be used in evidenceof deeds which tofor necessaryMoney paid copies
charged in bills of cost.the in bemay properlypremises question,

preparing side,case for trial on eitherdeeds for the of theBut of purposecopies procured
fact,provingare in in or some othertitle,but not "to be used evidencewhich competent

not be allowed.will
thepreparing the case for and wheretrial,and are needed inIn cases where surveys plans

making bo al-and the are not toused on the of thetrial,are expenses survey plansplans
in the bill of costs.lowed

at thethe became nonsuit January adjournedIn this case plaintiff
travel, at-term, 1865, as costs theand the defendant taxed ordinary

fee, dollars, to which theretotendance and attorney amounting eight
of three dol-also taxed for' deedsno Defendantwas objection. copies

To both theselars, of and eleven dollars.and for survey planexpenses
re-and the thus raised werelast was made questionsobjectioncharges

served.
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that amountsSargent, In this case it in evidence theJ. appears
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title,in chain of whichtrial, of deeds the defendant’sand were copies
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intrial, been to the defendanthave pre-however necessary they might
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2.00forTo surveyor plan,makingpaid
4.00each,assistants,To two two dayspaid
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paid,were actuallyAnd it in evidence that the sums chargedappears
neces-wereand that said andwere reasonable and survey plancharges,

theof defendant’sin and trialorder to thesary understandingproper
defendant,case; faith bythat made insaid and weresurvey goodplan

wouldthe causeand thatdirection of his counsel with theby expectation
; witnessbe tried that would be anthe the importantby jury surveyor
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be,and became nonsuit.what his wouldplan learning proof
mustWe think this preparemust be disallowed. Each partycharge
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necessa­is in estate,relation often becometo real andsy surveys plans

on of case and makingboth sides. But hisry for the work preparing
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signed a aagainstnote due suchA and off note toby be set principalprincipal surety may
judgment andagainst two,alone. So a that one isit admitted orwhile is proved principal

againstthe other the samewould stand same as an as a noteground offset,on thesurety,
in the sameperson capacity.

Where the where the defen-is sued in orclaim tho name of some nominalplaintiff’s party,
againstdant’s claim nominal butjudgmentthe is a iu the name of some party,plaintiff

belongs brought, be made,to the and the offset asdefendant did at the of suitso time may
regardedthe demands interest,will be the same in with-as if betweenmutual, parties

regardout to nominal.parties merely
against which,Where defendant held afterwardswrit,a note atthe date of plaintiff’splaintiff

duringand the of file either thejudgment, he cannotsuit, intopendency plaintiff’s passes
judgmentnote or the in offset to claim.plaintiff’s

Assumpsit. 1862,26, was imme-The writ was Feb. anddated
'27, Itofficer,sent to 1862.the but not tilldiately was served May


