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v. Tinkham.Hunt, etc.,impl.,

the under theliabilitythe effect to destroy assignment,have
to there is no sustain-hold,are not evidencepreparedwhich we

in case.a thissuch conclusioning
was filed in this two and aThe bill of case monthsexceptions

andhad,was there wasafter the trial no that itagreementhalf
filed, nor was there order of theany court,then be ex­might

for the inthe time same. This was not filedfiling timetending
the Burrell,it of record. Dickhut v.any portionto render

R. The ofassignment11 Ill. 72. errors the correct­questions
in evidence, andness of the decision the as the billadmitting of

time,not filed in theaptwas shouldexceptions judgment be
aof billfor the want of ifproperaffirmed forexceptions, no

The that thebeingother. evidence sustainspresumption the
judgment.

the Circuit Court is affirmed.The ofjudgment
Judgment affirmed.

impleadedBela T. with H.Hunt, O. Giles, Appellant, v.
Edward Appellee.Tinkham,I.

APPEAL FROM COOK.

The statute that notice a changeof motion for apositively requires of venue
given.shall be

This an ofwas action aassumpsit, andupon note an account.
filedThe the issue,defendant asgeneral also special pleas.

16th of 1857,On the theday July, werepleas filed, verified
October,On the 23rdby defendant. Hunt1857, made applica-

ation as for offollows venue:change
Hon. John M. Wilson,To the of the CookJudge County Court

thePleas,of Common of ofState Illinois:
Bela T. the above namedHunt, defendant, respectfully repre-

thatsents that he fears he will not receive a fair trial of this
in the CourtCountyaction Cook of Common inPleas, which this

onaction is account of Edward I.pending, theTinkham, above
named above has an undueplaintiff, (the party,) influence over

minds of inhabitants of saidthe the ofcounty Cook. Your
thatfurther shows the above offactpetitioner undue influence

first came to his on the 22nd ofknowledge day October, A. D.
1857. Your therefore for apetitioner prays of venuechange to

thewhere abovecountysome causes do not exist. Sworn to on
the 22nd of 1857.day October,



OTTAWA,640

v. et al.Richards et al. v. et al. ICoonShermanHyde

This was denied.application
There was a the and Huntbelow,forjudgment plaintiff

this appeal.prayed

Barry & forBeveridge, Appellant.

&Clarkson for Appellee.Tree,

J. The toC. court overruled the motionproperlyCaton,
andthe venue. notice theNo of the motion waschange given,

a a tostatute notice. It ispositively requires misapprehension
It is certainthat here no notice could have beensay given.

at least one have been for theday’s notice, given,that could
the and is nomotion,affidavit is made before the thereday

statuteexcuse shown notice was not as thewhy required.given
must beThe affirmed.judgment

Judgmentaffirmed.

Henryin C.et Plaintiffs v.Error,Jonathan Richards al.,
Hyde in andet Defendants Error;al.,

Henryin v. G. KoonError,D. PlaintiffJames Sherman,
in Error.et Defendantsal.,

TO COOK.ERROR

foreignjurisdiction, aside innot to setcourts haveCircuit equity conveyances,
ain aid issued Circuit Court of one to theof executionscounties, by county

sheriff of another.

an order of thea of error to correct Cook Circuitis writThis
the bill for want ofCourt, jurisdiction.dismissing

a bill in aid of execution,isbill of complainants statingThe
in inwere co-partners, residing Chicago,the complainantsthat

inas such the term ofCook, co-partners,andofcountythe
in said Circuit a1858, recovered, Court, judgmentD.A.April,

defendants,the for ten hundredone ofHyde,Ebenezeragainst
costs;and and thecents,twenty damagesdollarsthirtyand

inexecution, on the 12th of theday May,of anissuingproper
the thenthe sheriff of Winnebago county,directed to1858,year

a endorsementEbenezerdefendant, Hyde;of properresidence
daythe 19th ofcounty,sheriff said onto the ofand delivery

said the sheriff leviedthe 20th ofday May,that onsaid May;
inEbenezer certain real estateof said Hydethe interestupon

in theAlso,said ofbill, county Winnebago.in thementioned
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