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on propertyan executionsheriff for torefusing levylies aAn action against
the writreturn onhis hisalthoughin possession,him andattached by

a attachmentattachment was to priorthe subjectstated thaterroneously
in such case is not conclusive.returnin Theanother suit.

an exe-of to levyfor the refusal his deputya sheriffCase, against
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to athat the wasattachmentis; subjectstatedstill his returnbut

K.; indemnifiedagainst and,of S. beingattachment in a suitprior
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return on the writ.
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return is conclusive. Bolles v.cases, Bowen,In an officer’smany
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it becases contradicted. Lewis v.may Blair,him. In someagainst

the sheriff is ato which the returnN. H. 68. In action party,1 any
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