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Dickey v. Weston.
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Demurrer overruled.
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Souhegan Wallace,National Bank v. Adm'r.

crime,to a afrom and for which he main-Damages resulting person may
action,an bemay lawfullytain him with the offender.adjusted by

moneywho has to his cannot shelterbelonging principal,An him-agent
moneyand the on the that itgroundself was furnished for ankeep

unlawful purpose.
contract be rescinded so itillegal mayAn as continueslong executory,

itthe under recovered hack.money paidand

Assumpsit, $1,000, $20,000,to recover balance of entrusted by
intestate, for;defendant’sto the and accountedthe neverplaintiffs

also, for interest collectedrecover him bondsuponto by belonging
to the plaintiffs.

that the bank inIt was broken into theplaintiffappeared
19, 1874,of October and bonds and other securities ofnight-time

$100,000over stolen. A littleof more than one half ofthe value
stolen to the and the balance tosecurities athe belonged plaintiffs,

individuals,and to different in thedeposited plain-savings-bank
Towne, intestate,safefor the defendant’s wastiffs’ vault keeping.

bank,theof and continued to hold that officeplaintiffpresident
death, 10, 1876. The evidenceuntil his tendedApril plaintiffs’

thethat soon after Towne informed the directorsto show robbery,
and the other owners of the stolen securities that heof the bank


