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H.Columbia, 55 N. 96.v.Richards

chargeof a ten ofgallons$52The item for Irish whiskey.was By
in at timeMassachusetts, made,of force the thethe laws sale was the
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and the at the execution sale. Sur-levy,the purchased equity•with
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201,waiver of the statute c. s. forremedy by St., aprovided (Gen. 5)
failure to levysecure the levied The was made inproperty upon.
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0,isand administrator of to the iswhose estate defendant indebted.
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