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hisbystarveandto sufferherhe abandonsconduct. In the one case
the sameher tohe leaves; in the otherof herdesertionvoluntary

neglect.ill-treatment andfate hisby voluntary
is entitledthe libellantcase,in thisWe the facts shownthink, upon
of herselfand neglectill-conductto treat the result of her husband’s

that,can showterm sheIf the trialhis atas absence on part.willing
toabilityhad thethe libelleeof absence alleged,theduring period

otherwise, thedecreed; libelwill boa divorcefor herprovide support,
bo dismissed.must

Case discharged.
sit.J., did notBingham,

a. Hibbard.v.Batchelder &

is rev-the licenserto be executed land ofuponA of aparol license privilege
future enjoymentor so far asunexecuted, anyas it remainsocable so far

H. over-505,N.the Houston v. 46Laffee,of easement is concerned.
decisions, affirmed.earlierruling

ofunder the c.Petition, provisionsfor the assessment of damages,
was referredto whom the20, petitionLaws of 1868. The committee

benefit, and that their dammill is ofthat thereported publicplaintiffs’
Msdefendant,of the uponwas erected with the by parol,permission,

so asconsent,and has maintained with hisland, exceptsince been far.
it,to usetime, righthe from to to thehas, time objected plaintiffs’

to his The committee assessedit,and the use made of to flow land.
for on thethe defendant’s The movedplaintiffs judgmentdamages.

defendant ex-pro and thecourt,which thereport, forma, granted,
cepted.

Sanborn forClark, the defendant.&

for theMugridge, plaintiffs.

J.Smith, in whetherThe committee have not found terms the
inlicense was revoked. The of a license bemayrevocation parol

or or notice ofverbal, acts the licensee thewriting, by givingclearly
291,H. 311.ton,licenser’s intention. 21 N.Carleton v. Reding­

The a revocationcommittee have certain facts from whichreported
; arevoked,bo inferred but ismay questionwhether the license was

of fact to them,be found or the court at the trial term.by by
The a license tocounsel contend thatplaintiffs’ strenuously parol

aexercise the land of another cannot be revoked whenprivilege upon
it has in this andstate,been executed. The more recent decisions



270 v. [Merrimack,STATE THOMPSON.

thisthe ofof are the effect that a mere licenseweight authority, to
aslicenser, anycharacter is so farrevocable at the will of thealways

suchconcerned; otherwise,further of the is forenjoyment privilege
parol license would the force of a of aconveyance permanentacquire

176; v.character in real H. Cowlesestate. Marston v. 24 N.Gale, ­
505;Kidder, ;24 N. 364­ 1 Washb.H. Houston 46 N. H.Laffee,v.

Real *400, seq.etProp.
firstdoctrine,The athat such license cannot revoked withoutbe

tothe or isreimbursing money expended, equivalentwhatdoing
Parshleyquo, Woodburythe licensee in as v.restoring statu held in

cited;N. H. and7 in237, was overruled Houston v. aboveLaffee,
law ofthe doctrine of the latter case must the settledbe asregarded

this Com.302;state. 3 Kent’sSee, also, Morse v. 2Copeland, Gray
n. 1.*452,(12th ed.)

ifWe not remedy,are called determine at this time whattoupon
on account of the defendant’sany, their on the faith ofexpenditures,

license, the plaintiffs have in equity.

Case discharged.
Stanley, J., did not sit.

Thompson.State v.

A that the the' fraudu-plea, defendant has been a sinceadjudged bankrupt
lent concealmentof his St.,in an indictment under Gen.property, charged

257, 2,c. s. and that in bank-of such offences all cases wherejurisdiction
are commenced is conferred theruptcy proceedings exclusively upon

United States is not a thecourts, togoodplea jurisdiction.

for toIndictment, óptate the valuefraudulently concealing personal
of one Gen. St., 257,hundred to the of c.dollars, contrary provisions
s. 2, on the 1877. The defendanttwenty-third ap-ofday February,

inand that in the U. S.peared specially, pleaded proceedings begun
District Court after the time of the concealment he ad-alleged was

a &c. The thejudged court reserved whether thebankrupt, question
state court has jurisdiction.

H. S. for theClark, defendant.

forGreene, solicitor, the state.

“J.Clark, Section 5132 of the U. S. St. everyRev. punishes
*inrespecting whom are commencedperson proceedings bankruptcy

* * : First. Who or to hissecretes conceals any belongingproperty


