
v.June, FRAZIER PERKINS. 691882.]

on the of commitmentsin 1838. The earliest subjectlegislation
Statutes,is found in the Revisedfor the insaneto the asylum

in section 15 of 10 itwent into effect 1843. chapterwhich By
“ thethat insane committed topersonwas any asylumprovided

shall be theor ofcourtby probate supported byany judge county
committed, and sum so be recov-from which he was paidany may

town,of or withered the county, county, personby any chargeable
that thehis It must be presumed legislature employedsupport.”

“ with his in the samethe support”expression person chargeable
in the statuteas the identical tosense nearly language relating

Stat., 66,e. 9. When the intention to sub-Rev. s. waspaupers.
committed to the of his differentthe person expense support,ject

21, 225,section itwere used. wasand words chapterexplicit By
for crime in certain casesthat prosecuted mightprovided persons

“; 22,to the and section thatbe committed asylum every personby
his if he has estatecommitted shall be at ownso kept expense,

No material alteration of the statutesufficient for that purpose.”
made in to commitments the ofhas been respect by judge pro-
L., 10,bate. G. e. ss. 16 and 21.

under no to maintain hisA is ward.personal obligationguardian
He is not with the ward’s within thechargeable support meaning

statute,of the which a either atcontemplates personal liability
law, L., 8;82,common or force of the statute. G. c. s. Rev.by

g.Stat., 8; 16,66, 1828,of Dec.•?. Act s. 10.
It is not contended that a to thecommitted isperson asylum

Fremont,forliable at common law his therein. Abbot v.support
432, 436; Jones, 271;34 N. H. v. N.36 H.Farmington Benning­

44; Eaton,McGennes, 328;ton 1 D. Deer-Isle v. 12 Mass.v. Chip.
215;Learned,v. 16 v. 1 AllenMedford,Mass. GrovelandMedford

25;24, v. 3 Allen 515.Stow Sawyer,

theJudgment for defendant.

Stanley, othersJ., did not sit: the concurred.

Frazier v. Perkins.

of a beneficial isgift presumed.The acceptance

•Assumpsit, for had received. The wife,andmoney plaintiff’s
sickness, $150in her inin her last having possession money

into the his and with his consentpresenceplaintiff,belonging
as a of $50the same to C. in trust to each of theirdelivered gift

All the understood thatthree minor children. theparties gift
ifIn to C.’s he should thewas inquirycomplete. reply deposit



v.70 ATT’Y-GENERAL COLBURN. [Hillsborough,

in thea that it beplaintiff suggestedmoney savings-bank, depos-
in the children in such aited the names of that the couldway boy

draw his at the of and the theirs at thetwenty-pne,age girls age
restriction,in aof C. withoutsavings-bank,eighteen. deposited

$50 death,in the name of each child. After the wife’s he delivered
the the whoto each of chil-procured thedeposit-books plaintiff,

defendant,dren to an order in favor of 'the and thesign requested
it over to him.latter to draw the and The defendantmoney pay

to it to thedrew the but declined itunlessmoney, pay plaintiff
him,toshould be decided to this suit wasbelong whereupon

defendant,The court ordered for the and thebrought. judgment
plaintiff excepted.

Hawthorne,A. L. Norris and O.F. for theGf. plaintiff.

Perkins,H. F.W. Gfreeneand H. for the defendant.

Carpenter, J. The was as much the ofmoney thegift plain­
tiff as if he had it todelivered O. with his own hand. No element

to make it a executednecessary was Itcompletely gift wanting.
children,was to andbeneficial the their isacceptance presumed.

110; Tilton, 151;Hurd v. 10 H.N. v.Silsby, 18 N. H.Peavey
421;Fellows v. N.Greenleaf, 43 H. Johnson v. N. H.45Farley,

505. The that the inplaintiff’s be asuggestion money deposited
was and not aparticular condition or limitation ofway advisory,

the gift.
overruled.Exceptions

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

Attorney-General Holden)rel.(ex v. Colburn.

In an action for aappropriate trial and settlement of the title tojudicial
office,an the common law thegives for candidate for whomjudgment

evidence acompetent shows of the intended,votes weremajority legal
and this rule is not altered the statutes to the electionby relating of
supervisors.

A vote cast in is not renderedtown-meeting or insufficientillegal theby
fact that the first name of the voted forperson is indicated it aupon by

letter. The that it shall notsingle provision be counted is inoperative.

Warranto,Quo to determine the title to the officeof third
the town of Facts found a referee.supervisor'of Temple. by

Colburn;The defendant’s full name is Elias Everett and there


