SUPREME COURT OF ILLINOIS—THIRD GRAND DIVISION.
APRIL TERM, A. D., 1863.

H. D. JAMIESON,
vs.

ASIA PAGE,
MARANDA PEASE, and
DUSTAN MILLETT.
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BRIEF OF DEFENDANTS.

The objection that there was no return of the summons as to.
Dustan Millett and Harriet P. Jamieson,is disposed of by the Statute.
Sess. Laws, Feb. 12th, 1857, p. 51.
Scates Stat., 164.

. The objection that the affidavit of non-residence is not pre-

served in the record, is net well taken.
Tibbs v. Allen, 27th IUl., 125.

The objection that there is no proof to support the decree, is
equally groundless. The master’s report of the facts found before
him supports the decree, and the bill was taken for confessed, which
i8 sufficient of itself to support the decree; in such case it is not
necessary to preserve the evidence in the record.

GLOVER, COOK & CAMPBELL,
Defendants’ Attorneys.
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