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of the land. Theaand requested reconveyanceand expenses,
to theand refusednot conveywoulddefendants accept payment,

offor an ascertainmentthe Theto plaintiff praysland plaintiff.
adue, for decreeand a requiring conveyancethe amount equitably

due.of the amountto herof the land upon payment

Woodward, thefor plaintiff.

Faulkner, for the defendants.Batchelder $

as adeed cannot be mortgage.The absolute regardedplaintiff’s
136, 129; v.Graves,L., 2; Farringtonv. 29 N. H.c. s. GravesG.

Barr, inDecisions86; v. N. H. 465.36 N. H. 57Taylor Sayles,
not inours aresuch statutes asnot byjurisdictions governed

24,Hulbert, 102 Mass. 37.Glass v.point.

or a married womanDob, J. “No contractG. conveyance by
husband,her noras or for undertaking byanysuretjr guarantor

1876,behalf,her or his shall be on her. Lawsfor him in binding
“An act to remove the disabilitiese. 32. This is entitledchapter” case, itwomen; but, is aof so far as it to thismarried applies

act, At commona new protectivedisabling imposing incapacity.
law, her estate with thea woman couldmarried separatecharge

Morrison, N. H.debts. Babbitt v. 58of her husband’spayment “419; Ela, N. H. no con­v. 58 490. this statuteByThompson
for her hus­a married woman as or guarantorveyance by surety” her landon The ofband is her.binding plaintiff’s conveyance

debt, hera asas for her husband’s was bysecurity conveyance
1877,him, c.for the of the statute. Lawswithin meaningsurety

debt, and22. of the theShe asks reliefequitable upon payment
beor on which she can es-­bill shows no equitable groundlegal

ofclaim the her newtotopped protection disability.
overruled,Demurrer

Bingham Clark, JJ., did not sit: othersand the concurred.

Darling v. Wilson.

A of live stock does lien themortgage not create a on increase of such
stock, as innocentagainst beyond periodthird theparties, requisite
for the suitable nurture of such increase.

Trover, for horse.a Facts found a referee.by
The claimed title under ofa certain articlesplaintiff mortgage

“of which onewas mare seventeenpersonal property, among bay
2,old.” The was The1877.years mortgage Februarydated
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made, she had athe was andmare was with foal when mortgage
June, defendant attached this colt incolt The May,in 1877.

1879, this is the tort com-the andon a writ against mortgagor,
mare, in the was sold inof. describedThe mortgage,plained

no1877, of There was men-consent the mortgagee.August, by
thereof, mareor on the record that the wastion in the mortgage,

foal, that the colt wasand the defendant had nowith knowledge
until this suit was commenced.claimed under the mortgage

theforWellington, plaintiff.

Albee, for the defendant.

executed, wasStanley, of the whenJ. The effect mortgage,
mare, colt,thethe andto the a lien upongive mortgagee upon

456;Scott,v. 41 N. H.she was foal. Cudworthwith which with
Merriken,Proctor, 124; v. 8 Gill & J.Mon. EvansForman v. 9 B.

;39; Blevins, 1195 Fonville v.M’­ v. 5 Casey,Carty Yerg.
how thisis not but389. This disputed, longMurph. principle

incontinues, of increase made thelien no mention the being
in theclear. Thereis not nothingentirely beingmortgage,

a the increasean intention to create lien uponmortgage showing
to theas an incidentof stock the lien existing onlymortgaged,

would, so asbetween the continueas long onlymortgage, parties,
isof the increase. This viewis for the suitable nurturenecessary

be asBut however thissound mightsupported upon principles.
the and anbetween the as between attachingmortgageeparties,

notice, bethere couldcreditor not and no°t onput inquiry,having
increase,of theno doubt. no mentionThe mortgage making

Indeed, it wouldof lien.no notice to thirdconveys persons any
isthetend to restrain The of mortgagorinquiries. possession

creditor, thetitle, orevidence of and a findingpurchaser, attaching
the recordsin and finding nothing uponmortgagor possession,

lien, has thelien, of aand no knowledgeindicating any having
The record is athe is unencumbered.to infer thatright property

of the recordsubstitute for of Thea purposechange possession.
the absolutethe in is notis to notice that person possessiongive

owner, as willto this there must be such putand do description
himand enablethe or creditor upon inquiry,purchaser attaching

this,of theof the title. If it falls shortto discover the true state
canHowof of is notthe statuteobject accomplished.registration

to the sub­which in no alludesit be said that a description, way
anotherconstructive notice thatof the isject-matter inquiry,

have had a connectionat some remotewhich period maything,
is includeddescribed in thewith some article of mortgage,property

case,thisthere, in the that-the inis factin it? What mortgage
1877, mare seventeenwas “onemade in upon bayFebruary,

inexamined the recordsold,” to to a whosuggest stranger,years
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inold, the hadwhich1879, two mortgagorthat a colt yearsMay,
mare, of thethethe was offspringhe soldhavinghis possession,

noticeconstructiveThe mortgage, beingmare mortgaged?
is notwhicha liennotice of upon propertycannot bemerely,

in to it.anas to regardin such inquirysuggestdescribed way
the amountcorrect, there is no limit toview istheIf plaintiff’s

of stock. If thea livebe heldthat can upon mortgageof property
the animalsof mortgaged,the increase particularcoversmortgage

or attachedbe sold to an innocentcannot purchaserthatso they
reason, thewould, the same covercreditor, it forinnocentanby

and noto an indefiniteincrease period, personof theincrease
had atof one wholive animals anyinbe safe purchasingwould

stock, intohis live without examiningmade a upontime mortgage
ofwhether some itsthe animal andof ascertainingthe pedigree

the incon-howeverthose greatwere mortgaged,ancestors among
the Winter v.so This is not law.inor doing.venience expense

42 Iowa 471.Landphere,
referee, the to attach-found the colt wasthe facts openbyUpon

is toment, the defendant entitledand
on theJudgment report.

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

ExpressJaquith v. The American Co.

lien, theunder laws ofa Massachu-S., having boarding-house keeper’s
Stats., board,a trunk for didc. not lose it157), uponsetts by(Gen.

state, underdefendants,it to the instructionssending bythis not to
it for board was paid.deliver it until her claim upon

Replevin, for trunk and contents. Facts found aa referee.by
to the in December,The trunk and contents belonged plaintiff

S.,then resided in Boston and boarded with and1878. He then
for board. retained theher dollars S. trunk,owed twenty-one

the of the Mass.a lien on it under Gen. Stats.,provisionsclaiming
trunk,called on for the but shec. The S.157. plaintiff refused

her bill for board wasto it until She informedgive paid. theup
to remove tothat she was New Yorkpreparing toplaintiff city

1878,there, Christmas,did remove aboutreside. She theleaving
trunk, the withwith her bill heragainst plaintiff, daughter, in

1879,Boston, March,it remained until when thewhere daughter
York,it to her mother in at the mother’scarried New request.

26, 1879, father,the in Keene,March S. wrote plaintiff’s in-
board,him she held his son’strunk for theforming stating amount

14,due, should do it. 1879,and what she withasking July the


