. t‘ ‘.IEPM the case of 77“2%/ 474;/?—" //lmﬁ? W
[ //4-«\-3 . of Wz%u _ in the State or /M,AWL;

(Act 7th June, 1839.)

1. Was the declmﬁon mads boford a Court or a Judge ? p ’y““’ %

2 If before a Judge, does it appear thlt the lppllunt is disabled by bodily inﬁnmty? ”

under whom he served.
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4. State his service, as directed in the fotm annexel.
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P l ’ i ' Dundon of Service. . Rank.' Names of General and Field Oﬂm
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he reside when he enmedm.emeea' : P mp e ey

7. - Is ‘his statement supported by living witn by documentuy proof, by fraditionary evidence, by , .
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incidental evidence; of by the rolls?. . 207 e e,
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8. Are the papers.defective as %w:'or authentication? and if so, in what respect?
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X @ertify that the foregmng statement and the answers agree with the evidente in the case above
mentioned. .

, s /A //ﬁ/wxa I'fb.‘amimng Clerk.
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