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trustee, Mellen,him areand the H. ques-19 N.Coburn v. 198,)(see
tions not now before us.

termThe attrustee must be defaulted unless she obtain leave thejrial
to make a further disclosure.

Eastman Morrison.v.

aa has the and declaration inserted orIf blank writ been filled with the names of partiesup
againá the usedannexed so as to be same blank cannot beservice,writ forreadycomplete

afor writ in another suit differentbetween parties.

Term,at the MarchIn this case the defendant moved seasonably
1864, entered, thethe that the writ bewhen action ivas quashed upon

the was made had beenthat the blank which writuponalleged ground
an favor ofused in of action in John S.the commencementpreviously

;Smith, its officeB. and had thereforeIsaacBryant against performed
writ sothat theand the defendant to show evidence aliundeoffered by

the hands of an offi-filled the had been intosaid Smithagainst putup
service, the of hisfor and attachmentcer had been served by property;

Thethe and thebut court the evidence defendantrejected excepted.
make a returnthe be todefendant then moved that- officer required upon
Smith,file, but this mo-the writ which is on of the saidservice upon

the court.for of wholetion was reserved the consideration
on face of theThe that it was thedefendant then contended apparent
usedfilled and to commencewrit that the blank had beenpreviously up

; in-as it didsuit the aforesaid and appear upona said Smithagainst
saida made and the Smiththat such writ was completed againstspection

altered,blank, it didafterwards but notthe same and appearupon
to an officer forso waswhether the writ made deliveredSmithagainst

service.

for theBryant, plaintiff.

Morse, for the defendant.efiWestgate

writ,the that a writIt on ofC. J. appeared, inspectionPerley,
the actionmade and on the same blank in John 8.had been completed

itnot that had de­Smith;v. S. it did beenIsaac appearBryant but
that After what related to thefor service in action.livered out erasing

Smith, to thisv. the blank used commencesame wasaction of Bryant
and with the names ofa writ has been filledWhen upsuit. completed

a declaration or annexedto the suit and inserted accordingthe parties
its office and cannotwe the blank writ has donethinkto our practice,

action. This furnishes a andto commence anotherused plainbe again
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of therule which cansimple be in all cases on amere inspectionapplied
ascertain,writ. anIf we were to byto this and undertakebeyondgo

issue to thetrial, motivethe or in of with whatother methodjury any
made,writ it hadserved,was it to or whetherwhether was intended be

service,been in-out verydelivered for we enter inquiriesshould upon
convenient to make an incidental questionand unusual onaltogether
like This. The for and forciblyreasons such a rule are clearlypositive
stated Twist,in Dearborn v. 6 N. H. 44.

In theour tothere would seem to be no changingpractice objection
date of a later termto awrit before service and it returnablemaking
without In theto the clerk for a seal or a newnew signature.applying

and madeEnglish a writ anewand sealed datedpractice stamped maybe
can seereturnable to another return it is resealed. Weday, provided

no reason the seal-in such a acase for new seal toexcept giverequiring
er of writs another The of is not in anyfee. sealer writs England
clerk courts,of officer,the thebut a the sealerhereditary beingspecial
Duke of afor the underGrafton the time who holds office pa-being,

course,tent to Second, it,his ancestor offrom executesCharles the and
by deputy.

A blanklike ours ofpractice in issuingformerly prevailed England
sealed;writs said, abuses, occasionedbut the it is led to whichpractice,

the 1747, filledorder first outof blank aregeneral since which writs
Hunt,and the seal v.afterwards affixed the sealer. stoneFeather­by

;1 ;B. & Blackburn, 1C. 113­ v. 7 49­ Tidd’sEllis &Gibson Varley,
Practice, us that33 note should warnThis inexperience England(t.)
our of needs bepractice blank to to guardedwrits attorneysissuing

abuse.against
must beThe writ quashed.

Cutting Follansby v. Jeremiah M. Smith.

anWhere wasaction withcontinued this order —“Defendant coststo and tax no of thispay
term and to couusel terms to in orfee; be 60 before next default55—pay term,paid days$10

nothingand the defendant and becomes default at the the is enti­pays term,next plaintiff
judgmenttled to for all the thecosts which defendant was ordered to pay.

At Term,the 1863,November :an order was made as follows "De-
;fendant allowed to the issue defendant to and tax noplead general pay

costs fee;of this term and to in$10 counsel terms to bepay sixtypaid
term,before nextdays term,or At the the terms notdefault.” next

beenhaving defaulted,the defendant the claimedpaid, was and plaintiff
to be allowed the a$10 commis-counsel fee. The clerk was appointed

taxation,sioner to tax the costs, the bill him for andwas tosubmitted
clerk,as but not bill,as thecommissioner, inallowed other itemshe
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