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called, offeredwhen plaintiffs’ agent,unable to upon by'thepay
hadnotes, That thethem to the agentand delivered agent.his
notthe It doesdoes not alter case.to themno acceptauthority

them, he in-or whethertowhether he assumed acceptappear
them;receivenot tohe was authorizedformed the defendant that

oflackis immaterial. Thehe did or not agent’sand whether
be-of the contractthe nature and effectdid not changeauthority
ofthe lawthe notes.and the of Undertween the maker payee

notes, in Newand Hamp-the executedNew payableHampshire,
whichforshire, of the indebtednessdid not asoperate payment

wasno additional force or effect acquired bywere andgiven,they
ofthein Massachusetts. In absence any agree-the acceptance

notesof theanthe the wasment of acceptance acceptanceparties,
notes, in Newto beNew performedas Hampshire —contracts

; and bythe law of Newand Hampshiregoverned byHampshire
of thethe notes were not athe of New paymentlaw Hampshire

thatset the defenceThe defendant cannotaccount. upplaintiffs’
claim;of the and subsequentwerethe notes plaintiffs’payment

can-the defendantno defence whichcreditors can makeattaching
not make.

theJudgment plaintiffs.for

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

CARROLL.

& a.Parsons v. Hatch

A sale of is the want of 'a ofby change posses-not rendered voidgoods
sale,of the and assentsagainst knowledgesion as a creditor who has

valuable security.and becomes a to it from it aparty by deriving

Trover, mill,other attached in afor and propertymachinery
sheriff, Beck & Mitch-the a as the ofplaintiff,by deputy property

creditors,ell, who Thehad sold it to the defendants. attaching
interest,who are in claim there not a sufficientthe wasplaintiffs

for defendants.of A verdict was ordered thechange possession.

forGrafney,Worcester the plaintiff.Sf

Hobbs,Jd. A. Hibbard and J. H. for the defendants.

Doe, TheC. J. in interest had been thebyplaintiffs employed
sale,invendors as workmen the mill. of theHaving knowledge

informedand the vendees that took andbeing by they possession
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work,mill, the faithcontinued their ofrun thewould they upon
to for future and tobethe vendees’ responsible wages, paypromise

theif there should be a hadearned Theyprofit.wages previously
the notice of could haveof all given,benefit any change possession

to have no cause toso far to the sale as complainand were parties
Thereof in the ofof want change possession.completenessany
a con­more to inform them ofno need of awas thorough change

desire,the could andhad alltract of which knowledge theythey
from it a valuablewhich assented security.to by derivingthey

415,v. 3 N. H. 426.Coburn Pickering,
on the verdict.Judgment

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

Ex'rs,a., Adams, Ap't.Welch v.&

willa that it he orsignedto the execution ofnecessary legalIt is not
witnesses,nor that thein the of the wit-subscribingsealed presence

aother, such course is usu-thoughnesses in the of eachsign presence
ally advisable.

the cannotwill,a appellantthe trial of an from the ofappealOn probate
a unless the executor testifies.be witness

Appeal the will ofa of the courtfrom decree allowing'probate
was, testator waswhetherIsaac Adams. The issue joinedonly the.

whichthe thesound and mind. Verdict forof appellees,disposing
testified.of themoved to set aside. Neither appelleesappellant

statute,under thethe exercise of discretionThe appellant, by
but, to wasexception,was to subjectgenerally,permitted testify

him-betweenas to conversations and mattersexcluded occurring
deceased, alive,latter, if couldto which theself and the and as

was donetestified, thatit not to the courthave injusticeappearing
testified,the executorsbut the Neither ofthereby, quite contrary.

them as a witness.and no devisee or was calledlegatee by
asthe follows:the Court to instructThe juryrequestedappellant
soundnesstest of or1. There is no definition or insanity,legal

a valid will. Sound-mind, or the mental to makeofof capacity
will, refer-mind, a to make a hasof such as will enableness person

transacted, ofthethe business to be dispositionence to namely,
sound withhis must have been referencewill: mindbyproperty

it thattransaction. If shallis involved in thisto whátevér appear
situation of histhe nature andis able to understand property,he

inand thosein whomrelations to those thingsand his persons
interested, wasthe nature of the act hebeenhe haswhich mostly

ofin he stood to the naturalthe relations which objectsanddoing,


