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motion,On the leavehad leave at the trial term forto moveplaintiff
to hisamend petition.

Haynes Tenney.Carr B. M.v. David

a goodsWhere sheriff attached at thewrits,the same two and same time delivered themupon
ato third statingand took of Mm therefor, without that one wasperson, separate receipts

subject the and judgmentother,to recovered in one andsuit,afterwards was execution
goodsin the hands of theofficer,the same demanded the of andwho there-placed receipter,

the aHeld,the amount of that that in suit theexecution: officer af-upon paidreceipter by
judgmentter thein second suit, he was entitled to recover the value of theonly property

deductingafter the amount before paid.

cases,This was an of 2 ofaction trover for book of the value ten dol-
each, table; $5,lars 1 $6,office 1 all theand books inlooking-glass,

the of Concord, $120;office ofat the of allvalue ofGeorge Tenney,
the of $150.value

A second allcount described the book the books in theas office of
Concord, June,in on the 11th ofGeorge 1860. TheTenney, conver-

sion is 28th,on December 1860.alleged
The statement,issue was with a brief and thegeneral causepleaded

was tried the court.by
The in theoffered evidence defendant’s as •'plaintiff receipt, follows

" Concord, 11, B.June I860. Received of Carr Haynes, deputy
sheriff of Merrimack thefor safe andCounty, chattelskeeping, goods

attached him as the of in anfollowing, by property George Tenney, ac-
tion in &favor of returnable in the JudicialClough Corning, Supreme

Term, 1860,Court for said cases,to wit: 2 -pnebookCounty, August
table,office one all books in the ofand the office said de-looking-glass,

fendant, dollars,all of the of hundred and Ivalue one hereby toagree
sheriff, order,deliver the same to B. orCarr on. de-Haynes, deputy

mand, condition, nowin,in as areorder and the same free from allgood
and B.to saidcharge Carr Haynes.expense t

Tenney.”D. M.

He &also in ofoffered the writ favor Cloughoriginal Corning against
thereon,his the attachmentand return of theGeorge Tenney, stating

"writ, value,articles enumerated of the same toin the and asubject
Mason,former a in returnable toattachment on writ of S. thefavor C.

;Term,Judicial 1860 and thatCourt for GraftonSupreme County, May
same,he took D. M. the amount of hun-the to oneforTenney’s receipt

dred dollars.”
He sheriff, attached to saidalso offered a return of a deputy receipt,

of a articles, ofDecember, I860,’demand made for the the 28thsame on
and the defendant suchadmits demand.

It for these arti­that'the defendant aappeared signed separate receipt



v.HAYNES TENNEY. [Merrimack,184

at­actions, value, not eithercles, in each of the at the same hut stating
fact,newer, ininto be The Avastachment to the other.subject property

defendant, at the requestof he thethe the but receiptpossession signed
of George Tenney.

Term,action, at Novemberwas recovered Mason in hisbyJudgment
1860, costs, issuedDecem-$63for and and execution$12.83damages,

ofamount4, 1860, theand the defendant after the demandber paid
interest,Mason’s execution and and the cost of a suit.

Term,action,&rendered inAvas AugustJudgment Clough Corning
25,1862, and execution issued 1862.August

of hiscontended, that, the termsthe defendant itFor Avas byalthough
action,in thishe deliver the articles attachedto andreceipt agreed keep

ac-condition, in this$100,to the value of or yetwithout qualification
inhis interestthe is entitled to recover the amount oftion plaintiff only

re-articles, attachmentand the that interest on thethe extent of depends
Ten-&turned the writ in of Georgefavor Corning againstupon Clough

attached, sub-at $100and that return the valued wasbyney, property
thewrit,to the on Mason’s and plain-attachment consequentlyject prior

the amount$100.tiff’s title Avaslimited to The defendant haAÚngpaid
for$76, liable in this suit onlyof Mason’s Avasconsequentlyjudgment,

is,$100,of and interest.$24the balance the that

forRolfe, plaintiff.

Chandler,and for defendant.Fowler &Quincy

502,Bellows, Walker, wasJ. In v. 12 N. H.Young property
defendant, it toattached and for who afterwards sufferedby goreceipted

debtor; attached itinto of the and the same officer thenback possession
suit, In the re­in another and sold it the writ. troverupon against

a con­it that the secondattachmentAvas rescission of theAvasheldceiptor,
recover;bailment, the courtthat the could not andtract of and plaintiff

atthat the should be made to this double dutynotsay performproperty
the of the defendant.expense

in theIn case us Avasnotthe before the property specifically applied
attached; were, inbut the avails of itsuit which it Avasfirst part,upon

theand that the same Hadso is substantially receipterthing.applied,
suit,officer, firstto the a demand in thedelivered theup uponproperty

a in bothbe no that it would have beenthere can question discharge
cases; must, think, the same ef­and the of the value we havepayment

true, in the severalIt is the contracts was form of two receipts,fect.
see,contract, and, can mustbut one for Avebut it was aughtsubstantially

made,much the same as if but one had been representingreceiptoperate
aattached in the Itthe to been two suits. was merelyhaveproperty

defendant, surrendered, or theof the to the andbailment whenproperty
for,accounted the claim of the sheriff was at an end.value

case, at the sameThere be a when twomight perhaps, receipts given
time, asand for the same of bewould regardeddescription property,

bailment; hadand of as if no attachmentcontractsseparate independent
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in fact been made of butany de­given,property, separate receipts
and intended be both In such a case ifto of claims. thesigned security
was made to it held thebe thatdesign appear, might properly receiptor

was holden for the Butwhole amount in each case. here there was an
actual writs,attachment of the described in the on bothproperty receipts,

the one in favor &upon of to the other —andsubjectClough Corning,
there is in the case that for anaffords inferencenothing any thatground
the contracted for the ofreceiptor any beyond deliverything thatproper­
ty. then,In the the cannotmaking up damages, plaintiff go beyond
the value of the after the amountproperty deducting already paid.

must, therefore,There be
thethe verdict court.Judgment upon of

Towns, Pr.,v. Alfred & Tennant,Morse JohnWilliam S.
Trustee.

abeen a to as a encouragevolunteer,After has town under the toactbounty,money paid by
longerit is no from attachmentenlistments, the trustee but beexempt by process, may

otherreached like money.any

was as Towns,In this case Tennant summoned the trustee of and he
substance, Towns,thatdisclosed, in enlisted into the volunteerhaving

service, the town ofreceived from Pembroke a ofbounty two hundred
and,dollars, when he into the leftwent it with hisarmy, wife for the sup-

and theirof herself two children. That wife it,the used a ofport part
rest,and, $150,into the hands of theof the trustee to beput returned

to time as needed forfrom time the of the and for thissupport family,
order;hissum the trustee her note to her or her of thisgave payable

hands;in$100sum is still trustee’sabout and he also thatstated he took
husband,it as the of the andbounty that themoney wife hadexpressly

ofno other means support.

forMinot & Mugridge, plaintiffs.

I. The reasons which in the case of a trustee on theapply process towns
before the of the do not in this case where thepayment bounty, apply

been thehas to andvolunteer become hismoney paid property.
The same which would the funds in casethis wouldprinciple exempt

caseto where theevery could be traced.apply bounty money distinctly
Thus it foreverwould from attachment or inexempt anyliability way

debt,for his or real estate theany which volunteerpersonal property
with the or its as far asmight purchase bounty money theyproceeds,

could be traced. The effect towould be create thosebeyondexemptions
created the andstatute not them.by byrecognized

II. The to avolunteers is not raised or forbounty money paid speci-
fic use the Itvolunteer. is a to enlistmentsby offeredbounty encourage
and its whole is when the areobject enlistments securedaccomplished
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