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Haley v. Thurston.

An attachment is the a inpetitionnot dissolved ofby filing bankruptcy
after,within four in hasmonths when no beenassignment bankruptcy

made and no further had theproceeding upon petition.
A sheriff is liable thefor default his in to andeputy levyof neglecting

execution in his hands to make a demandupon, or seasonable aupon,
for in thereceiptor, property, under a valid attachment suit.

sheriff,Case, who,a for the of his ondefault aagainst deputy,
debt, 1876,writ a had,for valid in attached the of theproperty

who,debtor and a andobtained withinresponsible receiptor, thirty
execution,suit,after in the had an withreceived adays judgment

to the same the attached and did notrequest levy upon property,
make the so,nor demand the He to doa onlevy forgotreceiptor.
and the demand was lost. four months after theWithinthereby
attachment, and more than after the thethirty judgment,days
debtor filed his which noin furtherpetition pro-bankruptcy, upon

inhave been had. not a verdictTheceedings being dispute,facts
for the was ordered.plaintiff

Qurrier and for the defendant.Whipple,

Hibbard, for the plaintiff.

S.,tbe United law Stats. s.States U.By (Rev. 5044),bankrupt
it was the of the and not theassignment peti-bankrupt’s property,
tion, that dissolved an made within four months nextattachment

the ofcommencement thepreceding bankruptcy proceedings.
There no no of the attach-there was dissolutionbeing assignment,
ment. At the of the there was no attachment to betime petition

lost,dissolved. It had the at thebeen and receiptor discharged
end of from the and the tothirty neglectdays deputy’sjudgment,
avail himself of lien that fixed thethe attachment within time
defendant’s liability.

Allen, debtor,J. The whose the defendant’s deputygoods
attached inhis withinmesne filedupon process, petition bankruptcy

attachment,four months have beenafter the and no proceedings
had inthe mere of a bank-since. Theupon petition petitionfiling

nordid not the debtor of his title to thedivestruptcy property,
dissolve it to theattachments made within four months priorupon

to the commence-the relates backfiling. Though assignee’s title
his virtue ofment of the he takes titlebankruptcy proceedings, by

deed, lien ex-and is made noan until theappropriate assignment
It isthe could be dissolved.when commencedisting proceedings

annot of that dissolvesthe and the thefilingassignment, petition,
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5044;S.,attachment. Rev. Stats. s. v.immature U. Hampton
Rouse, 208, In22 Wall. this case the oi the disso­278. question

the thelution of attachment can haveby bankruptcy proceedings
effect, for the lien attachment was lost atno the endplaintiff’s by

of after the and the hadthirty days judgment, bankrupt’s petition
concerned,as thenot then been filed. So far wereplaintiff’s rights

no to be affected a inthere was attachment petitionby bankruptcy.
The defendant’s received an execution on ahavingdeputy, judg­

with instructions to thement obtained the plaintiff, levy uponby
attached, to do so. a forgoodproperty neglected Having receipt

made no demand thethe he and took noupon receiptor,property,
the execution Hewhatever to have satisfied. offers no ex­steps

cuse for his want of The attachment lien existed at thediligence.
time, the has lost hisand theby neglect plaintiffdeputy’s remedy

and for this thethe attached defendant isneglectupon property,
liable.

on theJudgment verdict.

Foster, J., sit: the others concurred.notdid

State v. Brown.

133,L.,The statute c. s. authorizing pharmacists lawfully(Gr. 7)
to theirregistered compounding medicines,lorkeep spirituous liquors
authorize to others todoes not them to sell such boliquors com-

with medicines.pounded

Indictment, for a of to one Gil-liquorselling pint spirituous
Brown,Marvin C. aman. aregistered pharmacist, kejit drag

assistant,Thestore at Meredith. defendant was his and a silent
in the concern. Gilman of the defendant apurchasedpartner
of a well-known medicinalVegetine powder,package preparation,

alcohol,of which was to be added to the otherand a materialpint
boiled,after it had been to the directions contained inaccording

the ofthe The alcoholrecipe accompanying package Vegetine.
essential and could not be addedan untilingredient,was the dry-

had been boiled a considerable time and hadmaterial cooled. The
intended, was, fact,alcohol was and in used for no other purpose

the in thethan to with manner described incompound Vegetine
The seller understood that it was to bethe used for thatrecipe.

sale,and no other. whole was included in oneThe andpurpose,
forno was made the and the alcohol.Vegetine Theseparate price

the that these facts defence,court instructed constituted nojury
and, the evidence directed the to returnundisputed, abeing jury

of and theverdict excepted.guilty; respondent


