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sureties; which bonds they bad returuned as directed. This sale was after-
wards absolutely confirmed.

Sundry creditors of the deceased filed the vouchers of their claims, and,
among others, the defendant, as the voucher of his claim, filed an account
in the following words:

** Alexander Frazier, deceased, to John A. Frazier, Dr.
1. To one-half of the profits of the estate, from the 9th of
May, 1779, to 9th June, 1790, i1 years and 1 month, at
£129 per year. .
. To one-half of the prme of timber sold by Alexander
Fraaer from the plantation, estimating tbe wholeat £100.. 50 0s. 0d.
3. To a charge on the estate for default of expending money
in the education of John A. Frazier, as directed by the
will of Alexander Framer, deceased, say elght years at
£40 per year.. et e e e heenree + beeeres aaieees 320 0s. 0d

£1,429 15s. 0d.

£1,799 156s. 0d.

Contra.
1. By maintenance eight years, estimated at £20 a year...... £160 0s. 04.
2. By clothing 11 years at £10 per year.......ccccooee cevvesvieeees 110 0s. 0d.
By balance Gue. ... vovvee i vieniinn 1,529 15s. 0d.

To balance per contra, £1,529 15s. 0d. to interest thereon 9th June, 1790.
E. E. Wu. KiILry, Solicitor for J. A. Frazier.

Explanation of the above account. The charge No. 1 arises from the will
of Alexander Frazier, Senior, leaving John A. Frazier the half of his estate;
and the amount estimated from the testimony in the cause, particularly that
of John Frazier. The charge No. 2 is deduced from the testimony respect-
ing the sale of the timber, that not being considered as a part of the usual
profits of the land. The charge No. 8 arises from the will of Alexander
Frazier, Senior, directing his son John A. Frazier to be educated out of
Alexander Frazier’s part of the estate, and the time during which his edu-
cation was neglected is stated to be eight years, from the testimony which
proves that he was educated about three years. The eredit No. 1 is fixed at
eight years, as it appears that John A. Frazier was boarded out about three
years, which expense fell on Alexander Frazier as a part of his education.
The credit No. 2 is given on an estimate formed from the testimony as to the
manner in which John A. Frazier was clothed.”’

After which, the case was brought before the Court for further directions.

Hawson, C., 18th May, 1797.—Ordered, that the auditor state the claims
of James Pattison against the said Alexander Frazier agreeably to the estab-
lished principles of this Court, and his own ideas, first giving notice to the
defendant otv his solicitor, and to William Kilty, Esquire; and that having



