Settlement Order - James Bowles

S ERTIES

DECISIONS
The Court of Ting's Wench

UPON

SETTLEMENT-CASES;
 FROM
The Death of LORD RAYMOND in March 1732

TO WHICH IS ADDED

A Complete ABRIDGMENT of the SussTance
of each Cafe, and two Tables of the Vames of them.

By JAMES BURROW, Esqg;

’ VOLUME the FI RS T:

Containing Twenty-one Years, and including Lorp HarDWicKE's
Time and Lorp CHIEP JusTIicE LEE'S

L ONDO N:
Printed for J. WorrarL and B. Tovey, near Lincoln's Jum.
M DCC LXVIIL




Trinity Term 13 & 14 Geo. 2. 151

Rex v, The Inhabitants of Ealt-Knoyle. No. 5.

N- Sarturday the 1cth of May laft, a Motion was made by Mr. The fime

: Guudry, to quath an Order of Scifions confirming an Order of Day-
two Juflices-made for the Removal of Aune Beswls, the Wife of
Hames Bowles, and George their Son aged five Weeks, from Teffone
Magna to Eaft Knoyle in Wilyfhire, as the laft legal Place of Setle-
ment of the faid James Bewles the Hufband, who was run away and
had left his faid Wife and Child in Teffont Magna,
_ The Scflipps-Order thus ftuted the Cafe—And it appearing fo this
Court upon the Evidence now given, that the faid Fames Boavles qvas
bound-an ddpprentice by Indentures to one Williaw Wilking of the Pae |
rith of Eafl-Kneyle aforefaid Cordwainer (which is above 5o Miles
fram London ;) and that be ferved three Yvars at Ea'l- Kucvle aforefaid
under the faid Apprenticefbip ; at which Time the faid /illiam Wil-
kins, the Mafter, died ; and that the Sum of 5/ (being the full
Conlideration-Money) was paid by his Father with the faid Appren-
tice for fuch his Binding: But the Indentures of Apprentice/bip were
not preduceds neither did it afﬁraf to this Court scbether the Duty of
6d. in the Pound direéted to be pard by the Statute made in the 8th
Year of the Reign of the late Queen Anne, c. 9. was paid, or whe-
ther the faid Indentures were flampe, as the faid A& requires.

Objection—It appears that the Juftices have admitted and gone
upon Evidence which was not legal.  They have admitted parol
Evidence of an Indenture ; which they ftate not to bave been produ-
ced, and have not given any Reafon why it was not produced ; nor
«did it appear to them that the Duty was paid, or whether the In-
dentures were ftampt according to 8 Amn. cap. 9.

But M. J. PaGE and Mr. J. Cuarere (the only two Judges in
Court) over-ruled the Objeétion, and refufed to make a Rule to (hew
Caufe, For it is ftated that #f appeared to THEM that he was bound
an Apprentice, &e: And itis not neceffary that this Evidence (hould
appear to ws, . Perhaps the Indenture was o :—And in that Cale,
could the Juftices receive no otlici Evidence of the Binding 7 And as
to the Duty and the Stamp—they do.pat fay the Duty was net paid 5
or that the Indenture was n:f flampt, '

The Motion was DENIED. _
A Motion was now made to confirm the Orders, unlefs Caufe
was fhewn befere the Eud of the Term, |
Rure—Thatthe Ordors be afirmed, unlefs Caufle be thewn
to the contraiy before the End of this Term, '
Rex
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