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Smith, contended,J. The defendant on the former res-having
ervation of this case N. H. that he thehad revoked(58 296), plain-

license,tiffs’ the was recommitted. The case now beforereport
committee,us is a of a second of the does notwhichcopy report

show of law raised either The defendantquestionany by party.
does not the whether the can be main-present question petition

not,licensee,a otherwise,tained and does brief or insistby by upon
term,his to the order for made at the Octoberexception judgment

1876.
Case discharged.

Doe, J., did not sit: the othersO. concurred.

December,[Hillsborough, 1880.]

&& v. a. andMitchell a. Green Trustee.

Foreign Attachment. facts in theThe disclosureappeared
Bank,of the Indian defendants,Head National trustee. The

bank, bank,indebted to the to the a writtenbeing byassigned
instrument, them,all accounts and claims due with the toright

names,collect the same in the defendants’ and theapply proceeds
towards the theof the debt secured Thepayment by assignment.

bank,defendants’ books of account towere delivered the who
thereon;made some collections but the debt secured the as-by

has been from of. the defendants,othersignment paid property
motion,attached bank.the On the the bank wasby plaintiffs’

books,as trustee for the and the collected on themcharged money
bank;the and a receiver for the books was Theby appointed.

defendants excepted.

Sawyer, Jr., for defendants.theSawyer 8f

Cutter,JE.S. U. A. for the The trustee isplaintiffs. charge-Sf “ chattels,” 22,able for the books as within the of s. c.meaning
* *249, Laws,Gen. as to“personal property subject pledge

lien,” 27,or other within the of s. and as “choses inmeaning
action,” which s. 28 authorizes the receiver to collect.

Doe, C. J. The books are thewithin letter of the law of for-
attachment. The trustee has no claim them and noeign upon

them, and,interest in no interest in the whetherhaving question
them,the trustee is for did not to the orderschargeable object

;made at the trial term and the defendants tohave not attempted
maintain their There is a the bookswhetherexception. question
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debtof the defendants’for theavailable paymentare in wayany
the de-the of Ifreceivership.to processthe throughplaintiffs

heardcan beof thata consideration question, theydesirefendants
receiver, or motion of thethe on a plain-toon motion dischargea

asto take such a coursethe receiverorderfor an directingtiffs
contend will bethe legally practicable.mayplaintiffs

overruled.Exception

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

December,[Cobs, 1880.]

Lamson v. Stevens.

for theW. H. JSeywood, plaintiff.$

Jordan, for the defendant.DrewRay, 8f

Replevin, offor attached the as thedefendant propertyhay by
hadwas, theThe whether the title of hayChandler. question

sale, of theto at the timefrom the Chandlerby plaintiffpassed,
attachment; this Aand their understanding.depended upon

the hadtheir titlereferee found thathaving upon understanding
rendered for thenot wasjudgment plaintiff.passed,

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

December,[Coos, 1880.]

WashingtonMt. v. TheRailroad State.

and for theGteorge,Barnard plaintiff.

for the defendant.Tappan, attorney-general,

Appeal from the assessment of a tax. The was set­question
B.,the in C. & M. State,tled decision Railroad v. The ante 87.by

recommitted.Report
All concurred.


