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admit new members, a two-thirds a lawful exerciseexcept by vote, was
of a society Noright. has been done theinjustice pow-which equity
ers of the court can and the are of aremedy, ofgrounds complaint
character so as to eludeintangible the ofgrasp judicial cognizance.

Bill dismissed.
Stanley, J., did not sit.

Bancroft v. Tr.Damon &

in abatement,A that defendant,the writplea has not been served on the
should state facts that itshowing could have Anbeen served on him.

thataverment, at the date of the writ and in­ever since he has been an
of thehabitant is notstate, sufficient.

Foreign Attachment. The defendant is in asdescribed the writ
“ in ourof Charlestown ofcounty Sullivan.” The writ was onserved

not ontrustee,the but the defendant. At first actionterm,the the
continued for notice. Atwas the second the defendantterm, ap-

and inpeared specially, pleaded abatement that on the of theday
writ, and adate of the for time and sincelong before, he was ever

has been an ofinhabitant said Charlestown, and no service of the
him.has been madewrit Theupon demurred.plaintiff

Faulkner, for the 864;citedplaintiff, Oilman,Currier v. 55 N. H.
Hodsdon, 225;Adams v. 33 Me. 471;Baker v. 2 HeadCompton,

349;9 Yt.French,Pemson v. Morse v. 30 Yt.Nash, 76.

Woodward forWellington, the defendant.&

J.C. The shouldDoe, plea state facts that theshowing writ could
served onhave been the defendant. The averment that he was an

inhabitant of the state is not sufficient.
Demurrer sustainedv

J., did not sit.Allen,

a.Brooks & v. Howard.

a decree be madechancery, mayIn factsupon established, to the satisfaction
in a trialcourt,the before a aof orjury, referee, the court, without regard

theerrors in theissue, verdict,to such or the report, as, being explained
beevidence, understood.by may rightly


