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,the as-notes, andplaintiff thedivorce;obtained a and M. endorsed
signed the to her.mortgage

Aldrich Parsons, plaintiff.for the&

a goodThe wasplaintiff’s of the land to defendanttheconveyance
toallowedconsideration for not bethe notes. The defendant should

herher ofset public to him toup depriveenablepolicy fraudulently
own and her ofproperty, alimony.right

Ray, Drew forJordan, the defendant.&

J.Clark, the plaintiffWhen notes and were given,the mortgage
defendant;was the the agree-wife of and ofthe the principal object

ment, executed,in of the notes and werepursuance mortgagewhich
tocontrarywas to aobtain an isdivorce. Such agreementcollusive

sound public marriagevoid. Theand andpolicy, consequently illegal
contract ofis not capriceto be or determined at the will ordissolved
the If theparties. require-it must be in accordance withannulled,

ofments The wholelaw,the and in course ofdue legal proceedings.
a fraudagreement and of in werethe this caseproceedings parties

courtthe theupon law, and if the facts had the ofcome to knowledge
a eitherdivorce not aidwould not have been The law willgranted.

in theofparty their illegal contract. The considerationenforcing
notes can-secured actionby void,the thebeing andmortgage illegal
not be werethis casemaintained. The of lawprinciples governing

Weeksand v. andSayles 312,considered settled 21 H.Sayles,in N.
v. Hill, 38 N. H. 199.

theJudgment defendant.for

a.Currier Churchill Trs.v. &Janvrin, &

“ theto takeA deed land to isA, uponof and conditions that Bthe terms
ofthe rightand income hispossession life,” conveysof the land during

and the life, grantB without words of formalanyincome to forpossession
him.to

is entitled todefendant,In of due the if a claimantforeign attachment rent
of orrepairshave a a trust fund to the paymentof the rent aspart applied

therent, byhis beright protectedother theexpenses charged upon may
orof a receiver trustee.appointment

Foreign themfromAttachment. disclosed rent dueThe trustees

* Smith, J., was not at this term.present
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fatherThestore.of athe use and occupationto the fordefendant
asbecome parties,toallowedof the defendant wereand sonstwo

theIssue betweenthe trustees.disclosed byclaimants of the fund
the court.found bythe claimants. Factsandplaintiff

defend-to thedeedG. the storefather, J., byThe defendant’s gave
“ condi-andthe termsJ.,J., Jr., and W.sons, uponG. O.ant’s two

J.,W.J. and O.G.father of saidthethat A. J.tions defendant],[the
forpremises,the saidofcare, custodyandis to take the possession,
col-same,theor leaselife, to letof his naturaland the termduring

therefrom, alland to payto be derivedlect all and incomesrents
onaccruemaythattaxes, expensesand incidentalinsurance, repairs,

choosesuse if hehis owntobalance appropriatesaid and thepremises,
hisof judgmentin the exerciseanddo,so to or to such uses purposes

debtshisliable forin any waysnotbut said incomefit,as he seemay
timetherefor; at anyandto any personor or he accountableliabilities
saidtheofpossessiontheexpedient, relinquishhe desire or deemmay

deliv-wasthe deedW. J.” WhenG. J. C.to the said andpremises
himto payered, agreementfather a writtenhisthe defendant gave

ofhalfshouldrent, his father paythatone half of the stipulating
oftook possessionThe defendanttaxes, and insurance.the repairs,

theusedrent,the anddeed, it,under the let collectedthe store
rent heas pleased.

Towle, for the plaintiff.

Hatch, for the claimants.

asdeed aJ. The defendant is in theDoe, C. not namedformally
intent; the deedBut is andgiveneffect to the grantor’sgrantee.

did togive,his intent to and his that hegive,shows understanding
of thedefendant, at least as much as the controlthe andpossession

it owner-store, rent,the to let and collect the absoluteand theright
taxes,ofof the remainder of the rent left aftership payment
agree-and incidentalinsurance., expenses. The defendant’srepairs,
not aof to his It wasment to half the rent father is immaterial.pay

or and did not title of what passedaffect theconveyance assignment',
the deed.by

a the rentIf the deed makes the defendant so much of astrustee of
for of ordinary charges,is the the taxes and othernecessary payment

—if, extent,to that his sons rightshave entitled to protection (Peirce
302,H.v. 58 N. be theprotected bycouldBurroughs, 304), they—

of a or trustee the attachedreceiver authorized to collectappointment
But as it thatrent, anyand such does notpay charges. appear part

caseof this fund is or will be needed for this is notthat purpose,
affected in of suchthe made the deed for theby provision payment
charges.

The attached to therent is a debt due from the trustees defendant.
hisIt is has and ownership.He the entireproperty. legal equitable
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His title is no is nocondition, restriction,to or Theretrust.subject
of pay-restraint his of alienation. He can thethis rent toright apply
hisment of to It fullestdebts, anyor other his in thepurpose. is

in which can nosense be his. The rightdonor retainedany property
and inreverter,of forfeitui’eor no or thehas interestlegal equitable

rent; and the is entitled to him. "Whateveragainstplaintiff judgment
might partthe ifsons, anyhave been raised defendant’squestions by

otherof the attached rent were needed for the orpayment of taxes
or if of thethe defendant hadcharges, relinquished the possession

fund,them, no andstore to have orlegal equitable interest in thisthey
the is toplaintiff entitled them. Thejudgment against plaintiff’s
attachment is the haveby claimants, theycontested but andnobody

ininterestno the attached property.
resist attachment,The defendant does not the questionnor raise the

224,whether, Laws, 5-10;under statutes c. ss.(Gen. 209,our ss. c.
2; 237, ; 249, 22;1, cc. c. N. H.236, 238 s. Johnson 15v. Cushing,

298; Upham 462,v. 15 N.Varney, H., transferringa the465), donor,
donee,unlimited and title and use of canlegal equitable to theproperty

a the creditors theupon by prop-donee’simpose disability exempting
from the the 91erty Eaton,of donee’s debts. v.payment Nichols

716,U. S. 725-729.
charged.Trustees

sit.Stanley, did notJ.,

Lamprey Donacour.v.

vendor,a sale the propertythat sold was taxed to the withafterEvidence
objection,and without is admissible to show that the saleknowledgehis

fraudulent.was
bymade municipalof assessors of taxes for theinventory property pur-An

record,is a which he apublic may proved bytaxation verifieddulyofpose
copy.

wood. The plaintifffor a lot of claimed titleTrover, by purchase
The defendant anjustifiedJohn S. under attachmentLamprey.from

salethat theclaimingJ. S. to theLamprey, plaintiff wasagainst
There no changeas was of atto creditors. orpossessionfraudulent

Verdict for the defendant.to the sale.subsequent
was to S.taxed John afterthat the wood Lamprey,Evidence the

knowledge and withouthis wassale, objection,with admittedalleged
exception.theto plaintiff’ssubject

inventorythe of ofby town-clerk)certifiedA the thecopy (duly
forS. made theLamprey, purposesof John of taxation afterproperty


