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be the one, or the other. However, in the nature of the thing, it must be a con- 
sequential damage ; as the act complained of was done upon the plaintiffs own soil. 

Let the plaintiff be a t  liberty to enter up his judgment. 
T h e  end of *l Michaelmas term 1760, 1 G. 3. 

[1115] HILARY TERN, 1 GEO. 3, B. R. 1761. 

The Court was now full again.*2 

REX uersus TURLINGTON. Wednes. 28th Jan. 1761. Discharge from a 
mad-house by hab. Corp. 

On Saturday last, the 24th of January, a motion was made for a habeas corpus 
to be directed to Turlington, the keeper of a private mad-house, commanding him to 
hritig up the body of Mrs. Deborah D’Vebre, who was confined there by her own 
husband. 

The Court thought i t  fit to have a previous inspection of her, by proper persons, 
physicians and relations ; and theti to proceed, as the truth should come out upon 
such inspectian. And a case was hinted at, where an inspection was ordered, in the 
*.A last term. 

A rule was accordingly made, Ii that Doctor Robert Monroe, t1 Peter Bodkin, and 
11 Edmund Kelly, shall, at all proper times arid seasonable hours, respectively be 
admitted and have free access to Mrs. Deborah D’Vebre, the wife of Gabriel D’Vebre, 
irr the affidavit mentioned, a t  the mad-house kept by Robert Turlington, a t  Chelsea, 
in order ta consult with, advise and assist the said neborah D’Vebre.” 

Ou Monday the 26th, an afidavit of Dr. Monroe’s was read; and Dr. Monroe 
also personally assured the Court, that he had seen and conversed with this woman, 
and examined her nurse ; and saw no sort of reaaon to suspect that she was or had 
been disordered in her mind : on the contrary, he found her to be very sensible, and 
very cool and dispassionate.” 

Lord Mansfield-Take a writ of habeas corpus : and if this should appear to be 
the case, we ought to go further. 

Mrs. D’Vebre was now brought into Court by Mr. Turlirigtori. But no return 
was indorsed upon the writ. 

[lllS] She appeared to be absolutely free from thc least appearance of insanity. 
She was prepared to have sworn articles of the peace against her husband ; and 

they wera offered in Court ready ingrossed : but riot being stamped, they could not 
be read. 

She was permitted to go away with her attorney, to his house ; he undertaking to 
produce her here to-morrow morning. 

Note-She desired not to go hack to the mad-house : and the Court would not 
permit her husband to take her, under the present circumstances of danger appre- 
hended by her from him. 

It afterwards ended iu a compromise, and an agreement to separate. 

SPRIGHTLY, ON THE DEHISE OF JOHN COLLINS, ueTsuCs HUMPHRY DUNCH. Thurs. 
In ejectment what service is good where tenant in possession 29th Jan. 1761. 

abaconds. 

10 ejectment- 
On Mr. Clayton’s motion, supported by Mr. Gould, who cited two cases out of 

that Boggust, the tenant Barnas ; (vol. 2, Supplement 23,”‘ 26).t9 And on aflidavit 

*I Mr. Justice Foster was at Bath during this whole term. 
*4 See the nota at the end of last page. 
*3 Rex v. P.  Flight, et All, 24th Nov. 1760. 
tl Her nearest relation. 
11 Her attortiey. 
** H. 26 G. 2, Roe ex dimiss. Fernlay and Tanereid v. Doe. 
7 2  Tr. 27, 28 G. 2, Fen ex dimiss. Knight v. Dean. 

V. ante, 1100. 

Note-These cases are not in 
the 1st edit. 1754. 


