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Comment:  It is difficult to determine what happened on these two pages. Probably these are two different suits, rather than one con-
tinuing suit. Flemming was found guilty in the first and just barely not guilty in the second. 

Researcher: Julia Cauble Smith, 2905 Sentinel Drive, Midland, Texas 79701 (432/697-4955)  <cauble@cox.net> 

Cause styled as: 
                      State        } 

                vs.        } 
Joseph Flemming} 

Content of record: 
 This day came the parties by their attornies [sic] and thereupon came a jury of good and lawful men to wit:  
Isham Bradley, Landy Shoemake, John Waller, Joel Bradshaw, William Clary, Elijah Ward, Robert Glenn, James Moon,  
Jabez Fitzgerald, Ericus Smith, Solomon Burford, Joab Scallion, who being elected tried and sworn the truth to say in the case wherein the State is plaintiff 
and Joseph Flemming is Defendant upon their oaths do say they find the Defendant guilty in manner and form as stated in the Indictment against him. 
Thereupon it is considered by the Court that Joseph Flemming be fined five Dollars. Fine remitted to $0.12½. 
  
Later on page 67:           State    } 
                                                                                                                                        vs.     }    Present as above 
                                                                                                                  Joseph Flemming }   
 This day came the parties by their attornies [sic] and thereupon came a jury of good and lawful men to wit: Isham Bradley, John Waller, Joel Brad-

shaw, William Clary, Elijah Ward, Robert Glenn, James Moore, Jabez Fitzgerald, Ericus Smith, Solomon Burford, Joab Scallion and John Scoggins, who 

being elected tried and sworn the truth to say upon this suit the State vs. Joseph Flemming upon their oaths do say, the Defendant is not guilt but it appear-

ing to the Court that there is a strong presumption of the guilt of the said Defendant it is ordered that he pay the costs of the prosecution. Judgment accord-

ingly. 

 


