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Williams.The atgoods Portsmouth to transportedwere tobe
v.Concord, and delivered Benton,to byShute and the Moorev

plaintiff', and until thus actually delivered to ven-­the
dees, they could not be considered as inso the pos­
session and B&nton,of Shute as to an endput to the

lien, or to his inplaintiff’s to transitu.right stop 2 M. &
397, ;S. Bush v. Davis 15 Johns. 349, McDonald v. Hew­

5ett; 617,Taunt. v. Davis.Shepley
: The thecarrier was of andthe it doesagent plaintiff,
not hadthat he theappear any to deliverauthority goods

Shute and Benton.to The that thecircumstance goods
assent,their whollytaken with is imma­were therefore

were in possessionThe plaintiff',terial. of the andgoods
under the circumstances,a to them.he reclaimright,had

not then be the propertycould attached asThey legally
and Benton thebyof Shute defendant. Starkie’s N.2

v.337,C. Desanges.HoulditchP.
Judgment theplaintiffsfor

CyrusColby, versusand another,Enoch
Cressy.

C, personalcertain property-,,themB and toto deliveredindebtedbeingA
same, apply proceed»and thesell thetheythat shouldagreementailunder

A. Butthem frommoney due to insteadof thepaymentto thesaletheof
A,possessionthe ofselling, back intoproperty gotheB and C let who*of

; intime, it was thisand whilepleasureit at his situatioausedfor some
the,held,was thatpropertyA as hisofby the creditorsattachedwasit —it

the claim ofagainst Rto thewere entitled hold propertycreditorssaid
C.and

bridle. Thesaddle, and causemare,aforTROVER
aand verdict ta-term, 1830,Februaryatheretriedwas
of thethe opinionto courtdefendant, subjecttheforken

case.followingtheupon
thebridle,beingandmare, saddle1826, theAugust,¾
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were,of with other ar-George sundryproperty Ogilvie,
this,Soonticles, his after thebyattached creditors.

also of the said assumedOgilvie,creditorsplaintiffs, being
creditors, andthe debts to the thereupondue attaching

them, had beendelivered to the whichOgilvie property
attached, should dis-theya thatunder verbal agreement

it, toof first theit, and thepose proceedsof appropriate
debts,of retain the surplus,the assumed anddischarge

any,if in demands.of their owndischarge
a lease1829,On the 13th tookplaintiffstheFebruary,

hadfrom a whichMr. of farm onWoodbury, Ogilviethe
resided, toconveyedand had sold andwhich hebefore

farmhas since lived on theWoodbury, and everOgilvie
anit, underand with theagreement plaintiffsoccupied

family from thehe and his should be supported pro-that
and that allfarm,of that should bebeyondduce the receiv-

The mare been onkept farm,ed the has theby plaintiffs.
the saddle and in theand bridle buildings occupied by

him at hisbyand used with-pleasure,have beenOgilvie,
;account thereof to the andrendering any plaintiffsout

in were seized as hispossessionthus found hisbeing
him inan favor ofexecution Hor-upon againstproperty,
aAtkins, defendant, isby the who of thedeputyace sher-

this county.ofiff
Chase, plaintiffs.B. for theH.

the defendant.forTappan,
noWethe see on which thisgroundcourt. actionBy

The plaintiffs were never thesustained.can be owners
hadThey possession,once and an author-the goods.of

theapply proceedsand to certain purposes.to sellity
theythatdoes not exercised that au-appear,it everBut

thority.
andthem underOgilvie,contract whichThe between

them,to diddelivered notwere amount to agoodsthe
5;378 Johns. 258,2 Vesey, Barrowjun. v.mortgage.

v. Sumner.; 59,5 Pick. WardPaxton­
plaintiffs possession, theytheHad the retained might
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have held eperhaps ;tb asa 2 Pick. 607goods pledge.
Cases,2 Caine’s 202. But continued possession is re-

quisite to lienpreserve the which is created by pledging.
were,Where the between the timegoods theywhen

1826,into the and the 13thplaintiff,■weredelivered Feb-
But1829, does appear. theynot been inruary, having

February, 1829,of from untilthe thepossession Ogilvie,
defendant,taken the and hav-they bytime when were

own,as his theby plaintiff’sbeen used can-Ogilvieing
claim them under the ofto contractpermittednot be

had lain1826, which, appears, entirelyfor thataught
themade until werefrom the time it was goodsdormant

seized.
of anvirtueby execution,are seizedwhen goodsEven
debtor,to with theremain anotherif are sufferedthey

;11 17them. 110­and hold Johns.seizemaycreditor
; Cowen,5596­ 392.ditto, ;274­ 3 D. & E.

there must bethatopinionare ofWe
on theJudgment verdict.

JosephversusHancock Hancock.Susannah

byalleged,was in a libel divorce abroughtit for wife againstWhere the
husband,husband, yearsthat the more than three before the filing of the

wife,libel, hadabsented himself from the andwillingly ever afterwards
inprovisionto make for her hisneglected support, although power toso

wag legalheld that was thegrounddo —it no for a divorce stated in libel.
husband,a for a ofsustain libel divorce on the absence of thegroundTo

wife, averred,providing supportfor of bethe the itwithout must hethat
together.for space yearshimself the of threeabsented

This a divorce. Thea libel for libellantwas alleged
said on 4thJosephthat she was to the the Jan-married

“1822, anyand the said withoutuary, Joseph,that
libellant,cause, of theconsentagainstand thereasonable


