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Harbor, H. The57 N. 17.Centrev.Cummingsthe law.plied
the intended atused asthat articles were partiesreferee finds the

of thesale, have become athe and that partthe time of they
discover noIn thishouse, lien attaches. wethat theso statutory

error.
theonJudgment report.

concurred.Doe, J., sit: the othersdid notC.

v. Evans.McIntire

two the holds thea one ofby persons, buyeris purchasedWhen chattel
other, sup-under the the vendorclaiming althoughthosetitle against

the latter.he was tosellingposed

Replevin, heThe claimed thatfor four oxen. plaintiff pur-
letand one Callahan take them.chased the oxen of one Rogers,
them ofthat he Callahan.The defendant claimed bought Subject

court instructed ifto the the the thatjuryexception,plaintiff’s
Callahan, theto couldunderstood he was selling plaintiffRogers

not recover.

Jordan, for theDrewRay, plaintiff.

Fletcher, theLadd for defendant.Twitchell Rvans and $

Bingham, the a title fromJ. If heplaintiff acquired Rogers,
recover, not know thecan even did he wasthough Rogers pur-
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in the did not disclose andCallahan hisplaintiff, although agency,

he them for himself.Rogers supposed bought
Verdict set aside.
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