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Bingham, J. The is under as aplaintiff guardianship spend-
found,revocation,thrift. his for courttheUpon petition probate

ceased;that the cause for but his washadguardianship petition
denied, on the that his creditors’ beground rights might injuriously-
affected a revocation thebefore of theby completion pending-

course,of his estate in the insolvent under Gen.process settling
Laws, 186, effect,e. s. 10. to whatWithout determineundertaking
if a will orrevocation have that theany, upon rights-process, upon

creditors,of his we are of the that he is toentitledopinion personal
freedom and a ofdecree revocation.

Decree reversed.
All concurred.

v. Bond.Goodnow

onA declaration a written theto debt of thirdpromise pay persona
must aallege good consideration for the promise.

The ofrecital a in written toconsideration a the debt ofpromise pay
another is not to its as anecessary memorandumsufficiency within
the ofmeaning the statute of frauds.

Assumpsit, on this writing:

Sullivan, 31,1875.East Dec.
Goodnow,I D. collector,to W. hundred andpromise onepay

demand,dollars,and on27-100 forthirty-two taxes due the town
of Grout,Sullivan from N.John for the 1875.year

L. S. Bond.
Lyman.N. G.

taxes,writThe described the as ofcollector theandplaintiff
first count that the defendant and N.alleged G. theirLyman, by

and tojointly thewriting, severally onepromised pay plaintiff
hundred and dollars and seven cents on demand.thirty-two twenty
The note,was also declared on as awriting and therepromissory

Plea,were the common counts. the issue. Themoney general
defendant to the ofallowance anexcepted amendment of the first
count, the consideration of the to be thealleging promise plaintiff’s

at their fromrefraining, request, and forlevying upon advertising
sale the of N. Grout.John The defendantproperty also excepted

evidence,to the admission of the in thewriting signatures being
admitted, evidence,and to the admission of outside the ofwriting,
the consideration Thealleged. reserved was thequestion plain-
tiff’s to recover.right
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Batchelder, thefor plaintiff.Faulkners Sp

Woodward, for the defendant.

tois anAllen, declared on payThe agreementJ. writing
note. Theis not aanda third promissorythe taxes of person,

counts, aand specialcommon moneythefacts do not support
16 N. H. 107. Thev. Knight,is Knightdeclaration necessary-

not introduce a newdoesconsiderationaamendment alleging
action, allowed.and wasis properlycause of necessary, Greenleaf

Newton,454; 58 N. H. 359. Thev.Burbank, H. Gove13 N.v.
todefendant theof thea paycontract containedwritten .promise

sufficient memoran­was aandthe debt of a third person,plaintiff
state,thisdum, of of with­fraudsthe of the statutewithin meaning
v.Brittonthe Angier,forout a consideration promise.reciting

Richardson, The defend­420; Mass. 122.N. H. v. 1748 Packard
admitted, ofwasthe competent proofwritingant’s beingsignature

be extraneouscouldthe and the byconsideration provedpromise,
evidence.

would have beenmemorandum, there aIf there had nobeen
consideration, was suffi­andwhether the proved,allegedquestion

statute, it was distinctcient to take the out of theease —whether
debt, andof the betweenfrom and passedindependent original

32;10 Robinson v. Gil­v. N. H.these Allenparties. Thompson,
420,man, 492; N H.485, v. 4843 N. H. Britton 425.Angier,

Newton, the statuteIn Govev. no was raised uponquestionsupra,
that Newtonof frauds. It was not (asalthough alleged,probable,

Andfrom forbearance. inadministrator) derived a benefit Gove’s
stated, thethat, defendantthis case it is facts notprobable upon

would be on same without a memorandum. Butliable the ground
statute, thethe memorandum sufficient to thebeing satisfy damage

to in from Grout’sthe on atplaintiff refraining property,levying
forthe defendant’s was a sufficient consideration the de­request,

Colcord,Bankfendant’s to taxes. v. 15 N.Grout’spromise pay
119, Newton,124;H. v. v. 1 Cush.Gove Jennison Stafford,supra;

168. The recover.canplaintiff
Case discharged.,

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

v.Howard Fletcher.

Vermont,a on a ofIn suit note made and in tbe law that statepayable
to sureties are notrelating they dischargedand that lawapplies, by

an extension of tbe time of unless the for ex-by agreementpayment,
intension was thewriting, signed by creditor.


