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HudsonThis was an action of debt aupon bond, the condition
was,of which that Tenney should faithfully perform the Tenney, eta.

ofduty of collector taxes in Hudson for the year 1829.
The defendants were defaulted and upon a inhearing

it that hadequity, appeared Tenney not collected and
taxes,paid over the to theaccording directions in his war-

rant, sincebut that the commencement of the suit he
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