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not sent away, or intrusted to some person, to be removed and sold by the
administrator or administratrix, or other personal representative of John
Clark, in the state of Alabama?” Answer: ‘“Deponent saith, he has
reason to believe and doth believe, that the said *negroes were 171
removed and sold, not by the authority or request of the adminis- [

tratrix or any other person representing said estate.” This answer was
objected to on the part of the defendant, but admitted by the court, to be
read to the jury. The whole deposition is not set out in the bill of excep-
tions ; and this question and the answer, standing alone, unconnected with
the antecedent and subsequent interrogatories and answers, are in a great
measure unintelligible. The very form of the interrogatory, shows the
question to have had relation to some antecedent inquiry, and is vague and
indefinite. “ Were they not sent away, or intrusted to some person (naming
no one), to be removed and sold by the administrator or administratrix, or
other personal representative of John Clark.” It seemed to be a fishing
inquiry, that would hardly admit of a direct and positive answer. Had it
been a direct question to some specific fact, the belief of the witness would
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