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I do hereby enter myself security for costs in this cause, and acknowledge myself bound to pay or cause
to be paid, all costs which may accrue in this action, either to the opposite party or to any of the officers of

this Court, in pursuance of the laws of this State.
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Jameson & Morse, Printers, Chicago.

IN THE SUPREME COURT,

THIRD GRAND DIVISION, APRIL TERM, A. D. 1864.

JEARUM ATKINS, \
Plaintiff in Lrror, )
Ve \ Error to Cook Circuit Court.

JOSEPIL O. RUTTER axp
WILLIAM F. ENDICOTT,
Defendants in Error.

ABSTRACT OF RECORD AND POINTS OF PLAINTIFF IN ERROR.

The defendants in error, on the 6th ot March, 1861, filed in said
court their declaration, with a cognovit, warrant of Attorney and note,
and thereon judgment was entered up in their favor against the plaintiff
in error, as by confession, for $1663.67 damages, together with costs.
The note declared on, and so filed, was dated October 9,1860, for $1,650,
payable two months after date, with interest at 10 per cent. after due.

The warrant of Attorney, after reciting that Atkins was indebted

to upon a certain promissory note ot
said date, for $1650.00, with interest, and due two months after date,
purports to “appoint , or any Attorney ot
any court of record,” to appear, &c., “and confess a judgment in favor
of the said or his assigns, upon said note,”
&e., “ together with costs, and dollars, Attorney’s fees.”

The cognovit allowed $25 for reasonable Attorney’s fees for enter-
ing up the judgment, and this amount was added to the amount of the
note as comprising the damages aforesaid.



It is assigned as error that the judgment was entered for an exces-
sive amount. "

That said warrant of Attorney did not warrant the confession of
any judgment upon said note, because of the blank therein as to the per-
son in whose favor judgment might be confessed ; and that said warrant
of Attorney did not make or constitute any person an Attorney to con-
tess said judgment; and that the same did not allow Attorney’s fees to
the plaintiff.

ARRINGTON & DENT,
Attorneys for Plaintiff in Lrror.
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Jameson & Mor;so, Printers, Chicago.

I {Adiini SUPREME COURT,

THIRD GRAND DIVISION, APRIL TERM, A. D. 1864.

JEARUM ATKINS,
Plaintiff in Lrror, )
VE.

\ Error to Cook Circuit Counrt.
JOSEPH O. RUTTER axp .

WILLIAM F. ENDICOTT,
Defendants in Error.

ABSTRACT OF RECORD AND POINTS OF PLAINTIFF IN ERROR.

The defendants in error, on the 6th of March, 1861, filed in said
court their declaration, with a cognovit, warrant ot Attorney aud note,
and thereon judgment was entered up in their favor against the plaintift
in error, as by confession, for $1668.67 damages, together with costs.
The note declared on, and so filed, was dated October 9, 1860, for §1,650,
payable two months after date, with interest at 10 per cent. after due.

The warrant of Attorney, after reciting that Atkins was indebted

to upon a certain promissory note of
said date, for $1650.00, with interest, and due two months after date,
purports to “appoint , or any Attorney of
any court of record,” to appear, &c., ¢ and confess a_judgment in favor
of the said or his assigns, upon said note,”
&e., “together with costs, and . dollars, Attorney’s fees.”

The cognovit allowed $25 for reasonable Attorney’s fees for enter-
ing up the judgment, and this amount was added to the amount of the
note as comprising the damages aforesaid.



It is assigned as error that the judgment was entered for an exces-
sive amount.

That said warrant of Attorney did not ‘warrant the confession of
any judgment upon said note, because of the blank therein as to the per-
son in whose favor judgment might be confessed ; and that said warrant
of Attorney did not make or constitute any person an Attorney to con-
tess said judgment; and that the same did not allow-Attorney’s fees to
the plaintiff.

ARRINGTON & DENT,
Attorneys for Plaintilf in Error.
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Jameson & Morse, Printers, Chicago.

IN THE SUPREME COURT,

THIRD GRAND DIVISION, APRIL TERM, A. D. 1864.

JEARUM ATKINS,
Plaintiff' in Lrror, )
j VS.
JOSEPHL O. RUTTER axp
WILLIAM F. ENDICOTT,
Defendants in Lrror.

\ Error to Cook Circuit Court.

ABSTRACT OF RECORD AND POINTS OF PLAINTIFF IN ERROR.

The defendants in error, on the 6th of March, 1861, filed in said
court their declaration, with a cognovit, warrant ot Attorney aud note,
and thereon judgment was entered up in their favor against the plaintiff
in error, as by confession, for $1663.67 damages, together with costs.
The note declared on, and so filed, was dated October 9,1860, for §1,650,
payable two months after date, with interest at 10 per cent. after due.

The warrant of Attorney, after reciting that Atkins was indebted

to upon a certain promissory note of
said date, for 81650.00, with interest, and due two months after date,
purports to “appoint ~, or any Attorney ot
any court of record,” to appear, &c., “and confess a judgment in favor
of the said or his assigns, upon said note,™
&e., “ together with costs, and dollars, Attorney’s fees.”

The cognovit allowed $25 for reasonable Attorney’s fees for enter-
ing up the judgmient, and this amount was added to the amount of the
note as comprising the damages aforesaid.
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It is assigned as error that the judgment was entered for an exces-
sive amount.

That said warrant of Attorney did not warrant the confession of
any judgment upon said note, because of the blank therein as to the per-
son in whose favor judgment might be confessed ; and that said warrant
of Attorney did not make or constitute any person an Attorney to con-,
tess said judgment; and that the same did not allow Attorney’s fees to
the plaintiff. g

ARRINGTON & DENT,
Attorneys for Plaintiff in Lrror.
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Jameson & Morse, Printers, Chicago.

IN THE SUPREME COURT,

THIRD GRAND DIVISION, APRIL TERM, A, D. 1864.

JEARUM ATKINS,
Plaintiff in Lrror,
VS.
JOSEPH 0. RUTTER axp
WILLIAM F. ENDICOTT,
Defendants in Error.

1 . .
y Lrror to Cook Circuit Court.

ABSTRACT OF RECORD AND POINTS OF PLAINTIFF IN ERROR.

The defendants in error, on the 6th ot March, 1861, filed in said
court their declaration, with a cognovit, warrant of' Attorney aud note,
and thereon judgment was entered up in their favor against the plaintiff
in error, as by confession, for $1663.67 damages, together with costs.
The note declared on, and so filed, was dated October 9, 1860, for $1,650,
payable two months after date, with interest at 10 per cent. after due.

The warrant of Attorney, after reciting that Atkins was indebted

fo upon a certain promissory note of
said date, for $1650.00, with interest, and due two months after date,
purports to ““appoint , or any Attorney of
any court of record,” to appear, &e., ““and confess a judgment in favor
of the said or his assigns, upon said note,”
&e., “ together with costs, and : dollars, Attorney’s tees.”

The cognovit allowed $25 for reasonable Attorney’s fees for enter-
ing up the judgment, and this amount was added to the amount of the
note as comprising the damages aforesaid.



It is assigned as error that the judgment was entered for an exces-
sive amount.

That-said warrant of Attorney did not warrant the confession of
any judgment upon said note, because of the blank therein as to the per-
son in whose favor judgment might be confessed ; and that said warrant
of Attorney did not make or constitute any person an Attorney to con-

fess said judgment; and that the same did not allow Attorney’s fees to
the plaintiff.

ARRINGTON & DENT,
Attorneys for Plaintiff in Error.
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Jameson & Morse, Printers, Chicago.

IN THE SUPREME COURT,

THIRD GRAND DIVISION, APRIL TERM, A. D. 1864.

JEARUM ATKINS, \
Plaintiff in Lrror, )
Vs
JOSEPH O. RUTTER axp
WILLIAM F. ENDICOTT,
Defendants in Error.

\ Error to Cook Circuit Court.

ABSTRACT OF RECORD AND POINTS OF PLAINTIFF IN ERROR.

The defendants in error, on the 6th of March, 1861, filed in said
court their declaration, with a cognovit, warrant ot Attorney aud note,
and thereon judgment was entered up in their favor against the plaintiff
in error, as by confession, for $1663.67 damages, together with costs.
Fhe note declared on, and so filed, was dated October 9, 1860, for §1,650,
payable two months after date, with interest at 10 per cent. after due.

The warrant of Attorney, after reciting that Atkins was indebted

to upon a certain promissory note of
said date, for $1650.00, with interest, and due two months after date,
purports to “appoint , or any Attorney ot
any court of record,” to appear, &c., ‘and confess a judgment in favor
of the said or his assigns, upon said note,”
&e., ¢ together with costs, and dollars, Attorney’s fees.”

The cognovit allowed $25 for reasonable Attorney’s fees for enter-
ing up the judgment, and this amount was added to the amount of the
note as comprising the damages aforesaid.

U

\



/

It is assigned as error that the judgment was entered for an exces-
sive amount.

That said warrant of Attorney did not warrant the confession of
any judgment upon said note, because of the blank therein as to the per-
son in whose favor judgment might be confessed ; and that said warrant
of Attorney did not make or constitute any person an Attorney to con-
fess said judgment; and that the same did not allow Attorney’s fees to
the plaintiff.

ARRINGTON & DENT,
Attorneys for Plaintiff in Lrror.
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Jameson & Morse, Printers, Chicago.

IN THE SUPREME COURT,

THIRD GRAND DIVISION, APRIL TERM, A. D. 1864.

JEARUM ATKINS, \
Plaintiff in Lrror, )
vS.

, \ Error to Cook Circuit Court.
JOSEPH O. RUTTER axp
WILLIAM F. ENDICOTT,

Defendants in Error.

ABSTRACT OF RECORD AND POINTS OF PLAINTIFF IN ERROI.

The defendants in error, on the 6th of March, 1861, filed in said
court their declaration, with a cognovit, warrant of Attorney aud note,
and thereon judgment was-entered up in their favor against the plaintift
in error, as by confession, for $1663.67 damages, together with costs.
The note declared on, and so filed, was dated October 9, 1860, for $1,650,
payable two months after date, with interest at 10 per cent. after due.

The warrant of Attorney, after reciting that Atkins was indebted

to upon a certain promissory note of
said date, for $1650.00, with interest, and due two months after date,
purports to “appoint , or any Attorney ot
any court of record,” to appear, &c., ¢ and confess a judgment in favor
of the said or his assigns, upon said note,”
&e., “ together with costs, and dollars, Attorney’s tees.”

The cognovit allowed $25 for reasonable Attorney’s fees for enter-
ing up the judgment, and this amount was added to the amount of the
note as comprising the damages aforesaid.



It is assigned as error that the judgment was entered for an exces-
sive amount.

That said warrant of Attorney did not warrant the confession of
any judgment upon said note, because of the blank therein as to the per-
son in whose favor judgment might be confessed ; and that said warrant
of Attorney did not make or constitute any person an Attorney to con-
tess said judgment; and that the same did not allow Attorney’s fees to
the plaintiff.

ARRINGTON & DENT,
Attorneys for Plaintiff in Error.
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Jameson & Morse, Printers, Chicago.

IN THE SUPREME COURT,

THIRD GRAND DIVISION, APRIL TERM, A. D. 1864.

JEARUM ATKINS,
Plaintiff in Lrror, )
VS.
JOSEPH O. RUTTER axp
WILLIAM F. ENDICOTT,
Defendants in Error.

\ Eyror to Cook Circuit Counrt.

ABSTRACT OF RECORD AND POINTS OF PLAINTIFEF IN ERROR.

The defendants in error, on the 6th of March, 1861, filed in said
court their declaration, with a‘cognovit, warrant of Attorney aud note,
and thereon judgment was entered up in their favor against the plaintiff
in error, as by confession, for $1668.67 damages, together with costs.
The note declared on, and so filed, was dated October 9, 1860, for $1,650,
payable two months after date, with interest at 10 per cent. after due.

The warrant of Attorney, after reciting that Atkins was indebted

to upon a certain promissory note of
said date, for $1650.00, with interest, and due two months after date,
purports to “appoint , or any Attorney of
any court of record,” to appear, &e., “and confess a- judgment in favor
of the said or his assigns, upon said note,”
&e., “together with costs, and dollars, Attorney’s fees.”

The cognovit allowed $25 for reasonable Attorney’s fees for enter-
ing up the judgment, and this amount was added to the amount of the
note as comprising the damages aforesaid.

"



It is assigned as error that the judgment was entered for an exces-
sive amount.

That said warrant of Attorney did not warrant the confession of
any judgment upon said note, because of the blank therein as to the per-
son in whose favor judgment might be confessed ; and that said warrant
of Attorney did not make or constitute any person an Attorney to con-
fess said judgment; and that the same did not allow Attorney’s fees to
the plaintiff.

ARRINGTON & DENT,
Attorneys for Plaintiff' in Lrror.
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Jameson & Morse, Printers, Chicago.

IN THE SUPREME COURT,

THIRD GRAND DIVISION, APRIL TERM, A. D. 1864.

JEARUM ATKINS, \
Plaintiff in Error, )
VS.
JOSEPIL O. RUTTER axp
WILLIAM F. ENDICOTT,
Defendants in Lrror.

. Lrror to Cook Circuit Court.

ABSTRACT OF RECORD AND POINTS OI PLAINTIFEF IN ERROI.

The defendants in error, on the Gth of March, 1861, filed in said
court their declaration, with a cognovit, warrant ot Attorney aud note,
and thereon judgment was entered up in their favor against the plaintift
in error, as by confession, for $1663.67 damages, together with costs.
The note declared on, and so filed, was dated October 9,1860, for $1,650,

" payable two months after date, with interest at 10 per cent. after due.

The warrant of Attorney, atter reciting that Atkins was indebted

to upon a certain promissory note of
said date, for §1650.00, with interest, and due two months after date,
purports to ¢“appoint , or any Attorney of
any court of record,” to appear, &c., “and confess a judgment in favor
of the said or his assigns, upon said note,”
&e., ¢ together with costs, and dollars, Attorney’s fees.”

The cognovit allowed $25 for reasonable Attorney’s fees for enter-
ing up the judgment, and this amount was added to the amount of the
note as comprising the damages aforesaid.



' It is assngned as error that the Judoment was entered for an exces-
} sive amount.
1
r i ' That said warrant of Attorney did not warrant the conf'essmn 0

any judgment upon said note, because of the blank therein as to tl
son in whose favor judgment mwht. be confessed ; and that said warram:
of Attorney did not make or constitute any persoa an Attorney to con-
tess said judgment; and that the same did not allow Attorney’s fees to
the plaintiff.

ARRINGTON & DENT,
Attorneys for Plaintiff in .E’w'or.
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