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v. Wheeler.Warner

forA made a town thecomplaint be before birth ofbastardy may by the
child.

is not the failure toThe action defeated lile ofby complainants’ copies the
the first of term.on thepapers day

The be allowed to attest the atmay copies time.magistrate any
complaintThe town’s need not where the childallege was begotten.

”of Warnertown is a sufficient of thedescription“The complainants.

Complaint Bastardy,eor made a town before birthby of
child, that the woman refuses to makealleging pregnant com-

The to dismiss.defendant movedplaint.

Davis,J. Y. and S. theforMugridge plaintiffs.

Davis,A. P. for the defendant.

Stanley, For certain reasons theJ. statute does not allow
the be made theto woman after birth ofcomplaint by the

B.,v. C.child. M. J. J. J. H.47 N. 862. But as the protec­
oftion the is the of thepublic against pauperism object law

the town to v.(Warren 36authorizing prosecute N.Glynn, H.
the town is allowed to sue for when424), security necessary

either before or after the birth. If the woman makes complaint
it,and abandons the town is admitted to itprosecute before the

birth, and if in the of the selectmen she makesopinion a false
the town may institute acomplaint, immediately prosecution.

birth,Her of herabandonment before the orcomplaint her mak­
a false does not the wait,town toing complaint, compel and does

not the father an to and hergive opportunity escape; orneglect
refusal to him no more than hercomplain gives immunity aban­
donment aof or her a L.,false one.complaint, making G.

5, 6,c. 6.84, ss. The of s. thatprovision becomplaint may made
“the atselectmen time before the of oneby any expiration year

child,”from the birth of the not fixdoes the of thebeginning
in thetime which town intervene. That sectionmay describes”“the as thewoman mother the childbefore is born.

It of thewas the to make aduty magistrate certified copy
case,of each in the and deliver the same to thepaper com-

or return the onsame ‘to court or beforeplainant, the first
L., 84,of the term. G. e. 3..s. The action wasday entered

and the onof were filed the second ofcopies papers theday term.
of the and warrant were fastenedCopies complaint together,

and the attestation w’as at the bottom of themagistrate’s war-
rant oneas of the on the first ofpaper. Filing papers theday
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case. The com-of thenot a plaintiffs’term was necessary part
butone the magistrateand warrant were probably paper,plaint

of time.the the atto attest complaint anybe allowed copymay
the child wasnot where begotten.The need allegecomplaint

N. H. 29. The arev. 50Perry, sufficientlyLittleton plaintiffs
Co.town W. Lakethe as the of Warner.described in complaint

420, 430.40 N.v. H.Young,
denied.Motion

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

v. a.Everett Smith &

5057,St.,statute of limitations Rev. s. asThe two U.'S.years provided by
ina actions an notbankruptcy, suspendeddefence isagainst by assignee

or of first if the of actionthe death the causedisability assignee,by
hadthe run in his or he theaccrued and statute to lifetime whilebegan

to act.capacity
instatute, if is a bar to an action anpleaded, brought by assigneeThe

more the to fraud-than two after set asideyears assignmentbankruptcy
the a formerplaintiffconcealed from hut known toconveyancesulent

had within the to him.who deceased two afteryears assignmentassignee

inEquity, an for the recon-Bill in by assignee bankruptcy
of certain real estate to have beenalleged conveyed byveyance

defendants,to one of the her the other inand tothe bankrupt by
creditors, forthe and the surrender and annul-fraud of bankrupt’s

deeds under which the title. Theof the defendants claimment
limitations, tothe federal statute of asdefendants pleaded applied

thein and the con-ofsuits assignees bankruptcy, plaintiff replied
the the ofdefendants of fraudulent actscealment complainedby
less six thethan months of time of bill.until within the filing

court,tried the that afterissue and it was foundjoinedUpon by
John Barron was and tookdue V.proceedings appointed assignee,

21,estate,of the Heofficialthe 1877.assignment bankrupt’s Aug.
6, 1878,the duties of the trust when heuntil Marchperformed

died, the was Barronand to succeedplaintiff appointed assignee
13, 1878, Barron, the19,and filed this bill first1880.AprilSept.

land,the thehad full of defendants’ title toknowledgeassignee,
deeds and transactions that found-of all which title wasand upon

ed, no creditors.and took measures to recover the land for the
the thewas statenot informed ofThe present assignee,plaintiff,

until time the Athe title a short before suit was commenced.of
the ordered,for the and thedecree defendants bill wasdismissing

excepted.plaintiff


