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crime murder in the firstwas that tbe evidence was ofdegree;
other;tbat and no and tbat no aswas raised todegree question

therefore, record,the It with tbeappears, bydegree. certainty,
that verdict ofthe tbe defendant’s included the of C.’sguilt finding

tbeof firstguilt degree.
IV. of tbeTbe defendant’s accom-invitation tonon-acceptance

tbe a of ontbe time tbe view nois forpany jury portion ground
thereversing judgment.

overruled.-Exceptions

and.Clark,Foster, Stanley, JJ., notdid sit: tbe others
concurred.

Ossipee v. Grant.

a bookWhen account is proved, and the ofaccuracy the isbook-keeper
involved, it is not error of law to allow other in theaccounts same

bebook to introduced in of his but how muchimpeachment accuracy;
time will be and theon collateral isprofitably properly spent inquiry
a of factquestion to be determined at the trial term.

A fraudulent concealment of a cause of action to ofsuspend statutethe
limitations need not be in civilproved beyondactions reasonable doubt.

Assumpsit, to Plea, issue,recover and interest.$586.78 general
1,and statute of limitations. Writ dated 1876. TbeApril plain-

tiff $500,town bad borrowed of tbe defendant which was repaid,
and, the claimed, time,as mistake a secondplaintiffs was repaid by

10, 1865, interest,March which the Tbedefendant denied.with
town,in evidence tbe books of tbe tbeplaintiffs put bykept treas-

urer, witness,and called one Gilman a testified tbat beas who
found defendant,a $500tbe ofbooks of hired tbedeficiency upon
and not cross-examination,accounted for. tbe wasdefendantUpon
not ask theto if discoveredpermitted witness be indiscrepancies
tbe treasurer’s accounts with other and tbe defendantpersons;
excepted.

Tbe claimed tbat the statute of limitations sus-plaintiffs was
because tbe defendant concealed tbepended cause offraudulently

action. Tbe defendant tbe ofto refusal tbe court toexcepted
tbat tbecbai’ge must such concealment aplaintiffs prove beyond

reasonable doubt. Verdict for the plaintiffs.

¿f- forWorcester the defendant.G-afney,

Quarles and for tbeCopeland, plaintiffs.
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Bingham, todesired askthe defendantTlie whichJ. question
but in otherinthe accountto errors in controversy,did not relate

of the book-to the correctnesswas testItsaccounts. purpose
of theand theis accuracya book account proved,Whenkeeper.

ac-involved, otherit error of law to allowis is notbook-keeper
hisin ofto be impeachmentcounts in the same book introduced

and spentbut how much time will be properlyprofitablyaccuracy:
atof to be determinedis factthe collateral aon questioninquiry

trial term.the
denied.for instructions wasThe request properly

theon verdict.Judgment

Smith, J., sit: others concurred.did not the

a., Assignees, & a.& v. ParisHall

creditors,stockholders, withinnotin a are andDepositors savings-bank
152, ss. 1the c. and 17.St.,of G-en.meaning

liqui-of a in ofprocessAfter assignees savings-bankthe ofappointment
of debt duehis in aa cannot set offdation, deposit paymentdepositor

from him the bank.to
col-to the bank asNeither his deposit-booka the ofpledge by depositor

him, at thelateral for debt due from nor ansecurity expectation,a
increated, deposit payment,the debt that he will hisapplytime is

of the debt.the to set off the indepositor deposit paymententitles
be ap-the a that his shallby depositwith bank depositoragreementAn
bank,thein his indebtedness tonext ofquarter-day paymentplied

andmade,is thenwith the that theunderstanding applicationmade
thein of the entitlesnothing remains to be done execution agreement,

the bank.a set-off of his his debt todeposit againsttodepositor
call,made to be be set offupon may againstA withdrawnspecial deposit,

to thedebt bank.depositor’sthe

Equity. the CountyThe are of CarrollIn assigneesplaintiffs
Cents in of The defend-Five Savings-Bank, process liquidation.

the toare of and indebtedants savings-bank, severallydepositors
note, and claim the to set off theirit promissory right depositsby

notes, andof the to which the Parisin object.plaintiffspayment
their, contracted,defendants, at theother time debts weresome

sum ofto withdraw their and borrow a lessproposed deposits,
did, but, treasurer,the advice of the letthanmoney they by they

remain, needed,borrowed the whole sum theirtheir deposits gave


