
v. 697AYER HOW.

December,[Sullivan, 1882.]

Partridge.Davis v.

Assumpsit, referee,a infor labor. Facts found whoby reports
that both understood that the defendant’s hus-substance parties

the claim.band was to plaintiff’spay

theJudgment for defendant.

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

Parker, for theU. W. plaintiff.

Holt, thefor defendant.H.

December,[Grafton, 1882.]

v. man.State Cash­

for Counsel dis-Indictment embezzlement. Facts agreed.
.raised, wasas to the intended to be no decisionagreeing question

rendered, and the case was discharged.

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

Batchellor, solicitor,A. 8. for the state.

Drew, Bemich,Jordan Aldrich andBingha/m,Carpenter, $
Mitchell, for theBingham respondent.Sf

June,[Rockingham, 1883.]

Ayer, How,A'pt, v. Ex’r.

Appeal from the refusal of the court to vacate de-aprobate
cree the account of the defendant as executor of Davidsettling
Messer, the Facts found the court.plaintiff’s grandfather. by

Puller,C. K. andGr. Bartlett for theWigginGr. plaintiff.

Prink,J. 8. H. for the defendant.

Stanley, J. The decree of settlement was made in pursuance
of a written of the and all other inplaintiffagreement parties
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fraud, nowas not obtained and causeThe byinterest. agreement
for the decree.is shown vacating

dismissed.Appeal

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

June,[Buckingham, 1883.]

Smith,v. Adm’r.Field

Appeal thecommissionerdecision of the disallowingfrom the
claim.plaintiff’s

theterm. oflastentered at the CopiesThe action was January
filed, there hadand butdeclaration wereand producedpetition .

the defend-order of noticeor of uponno service thereof anybeen
of thethe first fourant, and within dayswho specially,appeared

Thedismissed.for that causethe action bemoved thatterm
this term the defendantof, and now atnotmotion was disposed

forand movesmotion, theto which objects,renews the plaintiff
andwith a of thedefendant now petitionleave to serve the copy

declaration, the defendantto which objects.

Patten, for theB.W. plaintiff.

Bartlett, for the defendant.C. K.Gf. Gf.$

thefrom the caseClark, appealwhyNo appearsJ. reason
service; thatthe factand fromfor want ofnot be dismissedshould

no sufficientbrief, infer thatno wethe has furnishedplaintiff
reason exists.

dismissed.Appeal

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

June,[Carroll, 1883.]
Mudgett.Hodgdon v.

Trespass for the defendant.cl. Referee’s reportqu.

Hobbs, theJ. II. for plaintiff.

for the defendant.Edgerly,Copeland $


