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'Wart to sheriffe St Maries County to arrest &c: Ret. next Prou: Liber BB

Court g° ffeb. next.

To the hon™® the Leiut Grall & Councell of Maryland in Court sitting.
The humble Pet® of John Balley Sheweth

That James Jolley standeth indebted to yo© Pet® in th® sume of
5251t Tob. & cask, By two Bills (one Bill bearing date 17" May
1663, for 2304' Tob, the other Bill bearing date 23" January for
2047' Tob, Besides 144" Tob more for goods taken up, by the s?
James Jolley Wife this psent yeare. All w*® amounteth in the whole
to 5395 Tob & cask.

Yo Pet® therefore humbly prayeth tht this hon™® Court will graunt
him order agst the s¢ James Jolley for his s® Debt, w' Costs of suite
& hee shall pray &c:

John Balley dds writt agst Michael Bayley & John Rawlins Accon
Debt for 4360t Tob & cask.

Wart to sheriffe Caluert County to arest &c:

To the hon™e th® Gouerno® & Councell of Maryland &c:

The humble Pet® of John Balley Sheweth
* That Michael Bayley & John Rawlins stand indebted unto yo Pet
by Bill in th surne of 4560 Tob. & cask, yo© Pet” hauing demanded
the same, & noe satisfaction receaued from eyther of them.

Hee humbly craueth order from this hon™ Court agst th® s¢
Bayley & Rawlins for his s? Debt, wi Costs of suite, & hee shall
pray &c:

To th® Rt hon™® Leiut Grall & Councell of th® Prouince of Maryland.

The humble Pet® of John Nutthall Humbly Sheweth

That whereas Richard Hacworth is indebted Twenty nine pownds
& one halfe of Beauer to yo© Pet”, As yo© Pet’ can make it iustly ap-
peare by account, whereof yo™ Pet® cannot receaue any paym®. Now
yo© Pet” humbly desyreth yo™ hon™ to graunt him an order for th* sd
Debt, according to Law & Justice And yo© Pet® as in duty bownd
shall euer pray &c: John Nutthall.

To the Rt hont!® Leiut Grall & Councell of the Prouince of Maryland.
The humble Pet® of John Nutthall Humbly Sheweth
That whereas M* Thomas Dent is bownd in Bill to th® suthe of
fiowre Thows® Two hund? seauenty & nine pownds of good & Legall
Tob & cask, to bee payd att one entire paym* unto yo© Pet", w™ yo*
Pet® hauing made demand of th® s Tob, The s? Tho: Dent hath
denyed paym® of th® same wherefore yo* Pet™ humbly desyreth yo*
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