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isnot;statement in theredetail of think andthe facts Weproved.
There-whichshows thenothing any ground report.for recommitting

no hasis evidence that a full or the refereehad,was not thathearing
mistaken- facts reportedhis duties. The libellant have had themight

the mere c. 13.by 1874, 97, disappointedLaws of s.asking. Being
thein the havereferee,conclusion now asks toreached the sheby
de-a to bereport recommitted for that But that is matterpurpose.

termined the at the trialby term.judge
ofThe was theante-nuptual questionadmissibleagreement upon

case,If it it washad no in other of thealimony. any aspectbearing
toits introduction tendedsimply immaterial, and we do not see how

thethe case.prejudice It does not that the referee excludedappear
an-evidence of abusive conduct the libellee towards otherby persoxxs

texior to the of the or to their separation,marriage pax’ties, subsequexxt
on inany gTouxxd legalwhich there is error.

Case discharged.
J.,Doe, C. did not sit.

Ffrost v. Butler.

ato a writ of on to secure the and sev-entry mortgage givenA jointplea
C,of B and that the defendant tendered to the onenote plaintifferal

note, had,amount of the is unless it contains thatallegationhalf the an
of the amount due.tender wasthe

op Entry. that, before theWrit The defendant pleaded, plaintiff’s
he and C were seized of the demanded as-accrued, premisesoneright

Dcommon; the same to to securein that they moi'tgagedtenants
; halfthat one of the xxotewas the defend-and several notetheir joint

; that this suitdebt, and the other half the debt of C before wasant’s
and note to the and the-assigned plaintiffs,D the mortgagebrought,

them; aheld that C has been andadjudged bankrupt,is now bysame
estate, in thehis interest demanded-his real and personal includingall

that has allhas been the theassignee conveyedassigned;premises,
to that, 2,in thepremises, plaintiffs; Sept.the demandedC,title of

to the one half of thedefendant tendered1875, plaintiffs principalthe
note, their refused-costs,with which theyinterest of the mortgageand

half of the demanded thereAs to the other waspremises,accept.to
a disclaimer.

C,halfone the note was not the debt ofThe thatplaintiff replied,
defendant;of the the noteother half not the debt butthe wasand

an issue to Thetheir debt to and tendered- thejoint D, country.was
demurred.defendant
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Wheeler, for the plaintiff.

theHobbs and for defendant.Woodman,

andStanley, J. that the sev-jointThe the note wasplea alleges
eral of that thenote the but is noD, allegationdefendant and there

it.amount due on The debttendered was to the balanceenough pay
of both mort-bysecured the and several debtthemortgage jointwas
of them couldthe the eithergagors. Upon facts in beforealleged plea,

hold his disencumbered ofundivided half of mortgaged premisesthe
the on thehe must or tender the amount duemortgage, actuallypay

thedebt. defendant mightsome circumstancesmortgage Perhaps under
the the other half,to the on so ascompel plaintiff foreclose mortgage

to the ofdebt and theequalize payment security.of the the application
be,How that it to For want ofmight is not now determine.necessary

an that there was due on thethe amount tendered was allallegation
debt, the is The first fault inmortgage defendant’s bad.plea plead-

then, is theing, defendant’s, and there must be

Judgment plaintiffthe on the demurrer.for
J.,Allen, did not sit.

BELKNAP.

OssipeeWelch v. V. T. C. S. Bank.

The of an execution be the successor of theleyy completed sheriffmay by
whose deputy thebegan levy.

An levy,an officerwho aappraiser, appointed may act withby began two
other another officer theappraisers appointed by completeswho levy.

execution, it,An of an under a ofby claiming levyassignee adopts the ap-
of an the creditor.pointment bymadeappraiser

An return an thatexecution,officer’s of a of helevy stating appointed an
“for the he to isdebtor, neglectedasappraiser appoint,” insufficient, be.

“it does the debtor had due notice.”cause not show that

Entry.oeWrit Both claimed title under oneparties Bailey,—
deed,the the defendant an attachmentplaintiff by by made (before

Bailey,the in suit Plummer v. andthe theplaintiff’s deed) levy of an
Plummer to the defendant.execution Theassigned by plaintiff made

toseveral the of theobjections validity levy.

for theHibbard, plaintiff.


