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Dog, C. J. The plaintiff does not attempt to sustain any of his
exceptions; and we see no cause for a new trial.

’ Judgment for the defendants.”

BmwemAM, SMITH, and CLARK, JJ., did not sit: the others con-
curred. : : :

[Carroll, June, 1879.]
PALMER & a. v. DREW.

Pease and Copeland, for the plaintiffs.

Hobbs, for the defendant.

Dog, C. J. The case having been referred with an agreement
that the award should be final, the defendant is not entitled to a
jury trial.

No exceptions were taken at the trial, and no cause appears for

granting the defendant’s motion to reject the report.

Judgment for the plaintiffs.

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

[Merrimack, June, 1879.]
NarroNaL STATE CAPITAL BANK v. CONCORD.

Sargent & Chase, for the plaintiffs.
C. P. Sanborn, for the defendants.

The facts in this case were the same as appear in First National
Bank v. Concord, ante 75, and the decision was’ the same.

[Merrimack, December, 1879.]
Davis v. WEBSTER.

Albin, for the plaintiff.

Barnard, for the defendant.
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StaNLEY, J. No question of law is raised in this case. The
plaintiff was entitled to recover, if there was a special contract, the
contract price, and, if there was no contract, the fair value of his
services. The existence of the contract and the value of the ser-
vices were questions of fact. Upon one or the other of these
grounds the referce has found for the plaintiff, and no ground
appears for disturbing the finding.

Hzception overruled.

ATLEN, 4., did not sit: the others concurred.

[Hillsborough, June, 1879.]
STEARNS v. WALLACE.

W. W. Bailey, for the plaintiff.
Wadleigh 4 Wallace, for the defendant.
No briefs furnished.

Dor, C. J. There is nothing in the case to take it out of the
general rule that an infant is responsible for his torts. Fiits v.
Holl, 9 N. H. 4415 Sehool District v. Bragdon, 23 N. H. 507, 516 ;
Beckley v. Newcomb, 24 N. H. 869 ; Woodman v. Hubbard, 25 N. H.
67, 18; Prescott v. Norris, 82 N. H. 101 ; FHaton v. Hll, 50 N. H,
235; Cooley Torts 108.

EBxception overruled.

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

[Sullivan, June, 1879.]
EDES ». SCRIBNER & a.

Brnn 1§ EquIry, for an injunction. Case agreed. The facts
ave the same as those reported in Dow v. Hdes, 58 N. H. 193, the
defendant Scribner being one of the defendants in that case.

Hides ¢ Newton, for the plaintiff.
Barton, for Scribner.

FosteR, J. This case is controlled by the decision in Dow v.
Hdes, 58 N. H. 198, and by the agreed case there must be

Judgment for the defendant for costs.
Doz, C. J., did not sit: the others concurred.




