
183BEAN.August, & v.CHASE CO.1877.]

forGeorge, the defendants.
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andshall ; prosecutionsall other suitsbe within one andbrought year
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founded, the generalto when1867,passed on which this indictment is
s. wasSt., 242,c.statute for cases 8)of limitations criminal (Gen.
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Stanley not sit.and didBingham, JJ.,
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which*to recovera debtbe maintained by copartnersAn action at law cannot
his separatea set-offofandthem, paid byone ofdischargedhas been by

in faith.goodactedwith his when the defendantassent,debt
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acted in 62;faith. v.good Wood,Homer 11 Williamsv. Cush.
Brimhall, 13 462; ;v. v.Gray Tay Greeley15 296­Ladd, Gray
Wyeth, 10 N. H. 15.

Case discharged.
Bingham, did notJ., sit.

SavingsWoods v. Milford F. C. Institution.

A depositaryof beenmoney,who, as trustee therefor ainhaving charged
suit board,theagainst depositor’s for theguardian depositor’s has been
compelled legalby process to the in satisfaction of thepay money judg-
ment rendered in that suit, is liable same tomoneynot for the the depos-
itor after the guardianship is revoked.

Assumpsit, aagainst forbank the whichsavings plaintiff’s deposit,
the bank had been legal in satisfaction ofcompelled by process to pay

rendered injudgments board)suits the inplaintiff’s which the(for
plaintiff’s was defendant andguardian the bank was trustee. The

revoked,being now theguardianship action,this andplaintiff brings
claims that hadhe no notice suits,of those and that the bank should
not have been for his ascharged money trustee his Theof guardian.
facts were found aby referee.
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Doe, C. J. The hisplaintiff, guardian, had notice of the trus-by
tee suits. not ;The have been orjudgments reversed vacated the

has been theproperty not restored to and thedefendants, defendants
in Ifare no fault. the defendants should not beenhave ascharged

trustee, account,onnot,are thatthey liable for which theproperty
fromlaw has taken them appropriatedand to the of thepayment

board, in suitsplaintiff’s the plaintiff’sagainst guardian.

theJudgment for defendants.
did notBingham, J., sit.


