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Burcheto of father,stood follow the the until emancipa­settlement
t'S.

DeerfieltheBut ofted. settlementchildren have theillegitimate
ofbirth,mother at ofthe time their the wordsexpressby

the thestatute, and have to follownever been understood
mother,settlement of the if she new one after-­anyacquire

wards. 13 381,Mass. vs. Princeton.­—­1 Pick.Rep. Boylston
144.—12­ M­ ass. 429.Rep.

There must, therefore, b'e
on the verdict.Judgment

WALTER HARRIMAN.PARISH vs.RUFUS

returnedof an execution land,his return of an extent upona sheriff, mWhere
judgmentunknown, he couldhaving gone so that sincedebtor, tothethat parts

44 appearing I chosenotified, toor no representnot he and person him,found*
4■ heldwas to be sufficientJ,an B." &c. The extenthison appraiser;behalf

«state.io firepass

is­here, thetriedwas a writ of upon generalThis entry
term, hold1825. claimed toThe demandantsue, at May

the de­of of an uponvirtue an extent executionbythe land
inshowed, evidence,in aand judgmentmanded premises,

com­Burnham-, rendered in theown Davidfavor againsthis
term, 1820, an exe­in Strafford county, Januarymon pleas,

an exe*and extent of thetheissued judgment,cution upon
Burnham,land, of The sher­estatecution the theupon as

“ Burnham,Davidextent,his of stated thatiff, in return the
“ unknown, so that sincedebtor, to partsthe having gone
“ notified, andfound, noor personhe could not bejudgment
“ Jl.behalf,I his B.chose, inhim,to representappearing
u nothing, byIt that passedan was objected,appraiser.”

return,the sheriff’sextent, it notbecause did bythe appear,
; andhad an to anthe choose appraiserdebtor opportunitythat

demandant,for the to the opin^-­was taken subjecta verdict
the court saiduponof exception.ion

thefor demandant.Woodbury,
Bartlett, tenant.for the
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ustatute,the Thecourt.... an SetBy subjectingentitled
“ lands, tenements,and to the and direct-debts,payment of
“ es-the mode of executions on anding levying teal personal
“ udate,” enacts, that the creditor hisshall execu-deliver
“ sheriff,tion the &c. who shallto cause three appraisers
a chosen,to one thebe creditorby creditors, byor another
“ or ifdebtors, hethe debtor or so thirdand thethey please,
“ the sheriff. And in all shall,casesby where debtorthe
“ notice, oron due refuseneglect to choose an appraiser,
“ shall one forthe officer suchappoint debtor or debtors.”

case,has inIt been this thaturged nothing passed the ex­by
tent, because, under the circumstances, the had nosheriff

to an forauthority appoint appraiser ;the debtor that the
to the sheriffstatute suchgives authority in case theonly,

debtor, ornotice,due torefuseupon neglect ; andappoint
extent,ancan passthat unless thenothing by direction of the

be Andstatute thestrictly pursued. ■,question whether,
found, sheriff,debtor cannot be the inwhen the making an

is to anextent, authorized for theappoint appraiser ?debtor
were now forIf this the first time to bequestion decided,

the tenant’s counsel wouldurged bythe argument deserve
this ismost deliberate consideration. But not thethe case.

sty-­Stratton,arose in of vs.This the case Athertonquestion
since, and it in sucLera 1 was decided thatsolemnly,years

a case the an for thesheriff debtor.might appoint appraiser
298,N. H. feelWe ourselves bound that decis­Justice by

ion, are thatand of there beopinion,
Judgment on the verdicU

JOSEPH FARWELLvs. BARNES HILLIARD.

In an of goodaction a defence,it is aassumpsit note, that aupon promissory
judgment co-signerit has againstbeen ofupon rendered a the thatnote, and
judgment satisfied.

Assumpsit note,a 20,datedupon promissory January
1823, 06, defendant,for made theby and thetopayable$122
plaintiff in one with interest.year,


