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SUPREME GOTRT OF JLLINOIS,
FIRST GRAND DIVISION.
NOVEMBER TERM, A. D. 1857. i3

o

Keeord Page.
1 Carey S, Vise, and John Mec. Elvain, Appellants?

VS, * Appeal from Hamilton.
The County of Hamiiton, Appellee.

Appellants were appointed by the Circuit court of Flamilton County to defend a crimiual
indicted for *‘forgery.”” who desived counsel and was unable to employ connsel for his de-
fense. At the the subsequent tevm of the county court of Hamilton county, the appel-
lants Ia'd in a claim of §20.60 ecach against the county as a fee for defending said eritos
inal, which the courtiefused to allow. ~An azreed case was made out and sent up o tl
Circuit court, showing that the appellants wir> regularly appointed by the Court to de-

2. fend, as aforesaid, and also that the services were rendered, and that $20,00 each wasz @
reasonable fee for the services. :

At the May term of the year 1857, of Hamiltou circuit court, when said agreed case

8. was bronght on to be heard, the court decided that the county was not liable for the fes
of appellants, for defending a criminal in such ease, and affirmed the judgewent of the
Ceuaty Conr. :

An sppeal wasprayed from the judgement of the said circuit court, and the cause is

4. now brought into this court for the purpose of reversing the said judgement, and testing
the question of the liabi'ity of the cousty for the fee of the appellants for the service ren-
dered, and for the errors assigned upon the record. :

NELSON, VISE, & Mc ELVAIN,_ Attys,,
For * ppelanis. »
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SUPREME CGOTRE OF ILLINOI.

FIRST GRAND DIVISION.
NOVEMBER TERM, A. D. 1857.

Carey S. Vise, and Jobhn Me. Elvain, Appellants,

- . VS, Appeal {rom Haaulton.
The Couniy of Humilton, Appelice.

Appellants were appointed |

)y the Cireuit court of Hamilton County to defend & criminal

indicted for **forgery.”” who desired counsel and was unable to employ counsel for bis de-
fense. At the the subsequent term of the county court of Hamilton county, the appei-
lants la'd in a claim of $20.00 each against the eounty as a fee for defending said eri-
inal, which the courtiefused to allow. Au agreed cass was made ont and sent up to this
Circuit court, showing that the appellants were rogularly appointed by the Cowrt to de-~
fend, as aforesaid, and also that the services were rendered, and that $20,00 each was a

reasonable fee for the service
At the May term of the yea

8.

r 1837, of Hamilton cireuit court, when said agreed casc

was broughton to be heard, the court deeided that the county was not liable for the fee .

of appellants, for defending a
Ccunty Court.
An appeal was prayed from

criminal in such case, and affirmed the judgement of the

the judgement of the said circuit court, gnd the cause is

now brought into this court for the purpose of reversing the said judgement, and testing
the question of the lishilicy of the county for the feeof the appellants for the service ren-

dered, and for the errors assig

ned upon the record.

NELSON, VISE, & Me ELVAIN, Attys,,

For * ppel'ants.
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-+ SUPREME GOURT OF ILLINOIS.
: FIRST GRAND DIVISION.
NOVEMBER TERM, A. D. 1857. &
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Record  Page.
1 Carey 8. Vise, and John Me. Elvain, Appellants, }

Vs, Appeal from Hamlton.
The County of Hamilton, Appellee.

Appellants were appointed by the Cirenit court of Hamilton County to defend a criminal
indicted for **forgery.” who desired counsal and was nnable to employ counsel for his de-
fense. At the the subsequent term of the county court of Hamilton county, the appel-
lante laid in a elaim of £20.00 each against the county as a fee for defending said ernn-
inal, which the courtiefused to allow. An agreed case was made out and sent up .to thi&/

: Circuit caurt, showing that the appeliants wer» regularly appointed by the Court to de-
" 8, fend, as aforesaid, and also that the services were rendered, and that $20,00 each was &
reasonable fee for the services.

Ac the May term of the vear 1857, of Hamilton eireuit court, when said agreed ease

8. was brought on to be heard, the court decided that the county was not liable for the fee
of appellants, for defending a criminal in such case, and affirmed the judgement of the
Ceunty Court. ,

Au appeal was prayed from the judgement of the said cirenit court, and the cause is

4. now brought into this court for the purpose of reversing the said judgement, and testing
the question of the lizbility of the county for the fee of the appellanis for the service ren-
dered, and for the errors assigned upon the record.

NELSON, VISE, & Mec. ELVAIN, Attys,,
For 7 ppel'ants,
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