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would be inconvenient to theextremely deprive corporation
of his in case hetestimony whenevery may by possibility
be to be liablepresumed for An callednegligence. attorney
to for his client has been held to be within thistestify excep­
tion. 11 242,Mass. al. vs.Rep. AndPhillips Bridge.&
we cannot conceive necessity to exist in the ofany case an

bemaywhich not to beattorney, presumed equally pressing
in the a acase of cashier of bank. are, therefore,We of

that in this casethe witness wasopinion competent, although
his situation detract themight from credit thatsomething

hjiveotherwise been due to hismight testimony.
on the verdict.Judgment

HENRY OF A.ADMINISTRATORSABIN, DORMAN,

versus

COTTON GILMAN.

One has obtained letters ofwho administration under the of anotherauthority
ancannot action in this ad-state, state virtue of such letters ofprosecute by

ministration.

THIS was action of The defendantsassumpsit.an.
in abatement that administration of the andgoodspleaded

of theestate said A. Dorman had thenever been togranted
this theTo that the said Dor-A.plaintiff. plaintiff replied,

atman the time of his death was of,an inhabitant and had
his residence the ofin, Connecticut,state where administra-
tion of his and estate had to thegoods been duly granted

To this there was a demurrerplaintiff. replication general
joinder.and

(S'. for theMoody, plaintiff.
P. andJ. Hale J. forWoodman, the defendant.

hasPer curiam. It been in thissettled, state, thatlong
an executorneither nor anan-administrator can prosecute

in our courts ofaction virtue himby letters to undergranted
the ofauthority another state. 3 514,Mass. Good­Rep.

vs.win Jones. —1 vs.259, Sears,Cranch Fenwick admin-
i. 25vol
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istrator. —3 319,Cranch Dixon’s Executors vs. Ramsay’s
TheExecutors. is and theinsufficient,replication .defendant

is entitled to judgment.
t theJudgmen defendant.for

OF GILFORDTHE TOWN

versus

OF GILMANTON.THE TOWN

age,and ofWhere the one whensingle she,of a woman live in town,parents
ufoj' or under our statutewages dwellinglabors in her home,”another, place

as she labored.to the is in the wheresettlement of townpaupers,

for moneywas an action of expendedTHIS assumpsit,
in Octo-1813,of from toJuly,the relief one Betsey Smith,
ber, 1814.

facts inall thestatement,was a materialIt submitted on
Smith, the1789,as A. D. Oliverwhich were follows: In

time shethat’father, into Gilmanton. Atmovedpauper’s
and until D.thenceforward,five old A.years ;was about

andof Oliveran absence three Smith1805, years,except
out,warned in that ofwithoutfamily resided, beinghis part

the ofwhich retains name Gilmanton.stillthe town
nowto that of the town which isremovedthen partHe

and after-Gilford, left the behind him;but.called pauper
and no taxes.held no office1811,his death in paidtillwards,

alabored as hired servantSmith1812, BetseytoFrom 1805
Gilmanton,called andwhat is stillfamilies inin numerous

aswhere she worked herthe placetreattoaccustomedwas
occasionally: butof her service visitedthe timeforhome

in flax, wool,of her earnings,some &e.her parents,,carried
house, out manufactured aofwhen employandto their

for her own use.and beddinginto clothesthemofportion
anddivided, the northwasJune, 1812, partGilmantonIn

name ofthe Attown Gilford.byinto'aof it incorporated
one inwith whatNelson,laboringsaid wasBetseythat time

is Gilmanton.still


