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Stute of 3I,Iinni5---5ugrem3" Ot :

THIRD DIVISION—APRIL TERM, 1860.

—_— <—

THE PHOPLE, BX. REL.,

ok w.vcs.RAIG-, Alternative Wri_t-of Mandamaus.

JOSBPH PETRIB.

And the said Defendant, by Joslyn & Hanchett, his Attorneys,
comes and defends the wrong etc., and says that he ought not to be
compelled to answer or make return of ‘said writ, because he says
that the said writ and the matters and things therein contained in
* manner and form as the same are therein stated and set forth, are
not sufficient in law for the said relator to have or maintain the said
writ against the said defendant; and he, the said defendant, is not
bound by law to answer nor make return of the same. And this
he is ready to verify ; wherefore, by reason of the insufficiency of
the said writ, the said defendant prays judgment, and that the said
writ may be quashed. And the said defendant states and shows
to the Court here, the following causes of demurrer to the said wri :

I The said writ does not show that the relator was at the
time when, ete., eligible to the office mentioned in the writ, and
which the relator claims in said writ, was at the time when, ete.,
vacant.—Rev. Stat.—page 329:—art. 6:—seec. 1.

IT. Said writ does not aver that the defendant had failed to
return the name of the relator to the County Clerk, as required by
law.—Rev. Stat.—page 333:—art. 10:—sec. 4.

IOI There is no law requiring Town Clerks in Counties
adopting township organization, to certify votes for Justices of the
Peace to the County Clerk. , §

IV. Said writ does not aver that the defendant did not return
the votes for the relator to the County Clerk, nor that the same
had not been returned in due season; said writ only avering that the
defendant refused to return said votes when applied to by the rela-
tor, which the defendant might very properly have done, for the
reason that the said votes had already been returned when so ap-
plied to by the relator.

JOSLYN & HANCHETT,
T e frcopi, ep el - Attorneys for Defendant.
C. W. CRAIG,
vs
JOSEPH PETRIE.

And the said Defendant, by Joslyn & Hanchett, his attorneys,
comes and defends the wrong, etc., and for answer and return to
said writ, or unto such parts thereof as it is necessary for him to an-
swer unto, says that the said office was not vacant at the time when,
etc., in said writ mentioned, nor had the said Walku , at the time
when, etc., removed from the said Township, and this he prays may

be enquired of by the Court.
JOSLYN & HANCHETT,
Attorneys for Defendant,
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State of Jllmois---Suprene Wowt:

THIRD DIVISION—APRIL TERM, 1860.

—_———————

THH PEOPLE, BY. REL.,
C. W. CRAIG,
vS.
JOSHPHE PETRIE.

- And the said Defendant, by Joslyn & Hanchett, his Attorneys,
comes and defends the wrong etc., and says that he ought not to be
compelled to answer or make return of said writ, because he says
that the said writ and the matters and things therein contained in
manner and form as the same are therein stated and set forth, are -
not sufficient in law for the said relator to have or maintain the said
writ against the said defendant; and he, the said defendant, is not
bound by law to answer nor make return of the same. And this
he is ready to verify ; wherefore, by reason of the insufficiency of
the said writ, the said defendant prays judgment, and that the said
writ may be quashed. And the said defendant states and shows
to the Court here, the following causes of demurrer to the said writ:

I. The said writ does not show that the relator was at the
time when, ete., eligible to the office mentioned in the writ, and
which the relator claims in said ‘writ, was at the time when, ete.,
vacant.—Rev. Stat.—page 329:—art. 6:—sec. 1.

II. Said writ does not aver that the defendant had failed to
return the name of the relator to the County Clerk, as required by
law.—Rev. Stat.—page 333:—art. 10:—sec. 4.

III. There is no law requiring —Town—Clerks—in—Cou

Alternative Writ of Miandamus.

Wil UIEFKS I Couiities

adopting township organization, to certify votes for Justices of the
Peace to the County Clerk. :

IV. Said writ does not aver that the defendant did not return
the votes for the relator to the County Clerk, nor that the same
had not been returned in due season; said writ only avering that the
defendant refused to return said votes when applied to by the rela-
tor, which the defendant might very properly have done, for the
reason that the said votes had already been returned when so ap-
plied to by the relator.

JOSLYN & HANCHETT

m M@MCZC Attorneys for’Defendant.
C. W. CRAIG, }

\'LS)
JOSEPH PETRIE.

And the said Defendant, by Joslyn & Hanchett, his attorneys,
comes and defends the wrong, etc., and for answer and return to
said writ, or unto such parts thereof as it is necessary for-him to an-
swer unto, says that the said office was not vacant at the time when,
ete,, in said writ mentioned, nor had the said Walkup, at the time
when, etc,, removed from the said Township, and this he prays may
be enquired of by the Court.

JOSLYN & HANCHETT,
Attorneys for Defendant,
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