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George v. Fellows.

St., 206,c. 5,Gen. s. sheriffs arrestexemptingof from on civilprovisoThe
not to sheriffs.apply deputydoesprocess,

theTrover, defendant,attached by sheriff,for as aproperty deputy
as exemptedclaimed from attachment. de-Theplaintiffthewhich

andarrested held to bail the thewrit,been atfendant, having upon
that his bail be hemoved and that be dis-discharged,termreturn

The court denied motion,arrest. the and the defendantfromcharged
excepted.

Mitchell,and for theBingham plaintiff.S. B. Page Sf

for the defendant.Carpenter,

“ as inClark, sheriff,” Statutes,J. The word used the General
In statutes to sheriffs,deputies. applyinginclude deputy theynotdoes

St., 4, 6, ;Gen. 56, 3, ;named. c. ss. 7 s.170,c. c.17generallyare
10, 11, 21;194, 197, 6, 12, 7;ss. c.3; 17, 19, s. c. s. 5.198, 206,c.s.

Exception overruled.
Stanley, sit.J., did not
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state,doing business in this and ser-acceptingcompanyinsuranceforeignA
state,to the laws of the is notconformityin de-therebyprocessvice of

removal to the federal ofrightthe of courts an action commencedofprived
citizenin court a of this state.byit the stateagainst

toPetition, of U. S. circuit court. Thefor removal cause defend-
and hometheir officeinincorporated havinga corporation,areants

and authorized to do business under the laws thisofPennsylvania,
is founded a ofuponthis action insurance issued onstate; policyand

the defendants’ resident and busi-by agent,taken doingan application
The to aplaintiff objects removal, thatclaimingthis state.ness in

states,not a suit between citizens of different within theisthe action
law; that arisescontroversythe a contract madsuponof themeaning

in New conferredHampshire, by uponauthoritydefendantstheby
that,New and aslaws of so far relates toHampshire;thebythem

in to this therespect contract,and defendantsobligationstheir rights
as citizens of New Hampshire.regardedare to be


