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Holt, the de-to Mabel one ofthe is now administrator)plaintiff
iffendants, of but sheif lives to theshe age twenty-one years,

;other defendantsat that then to thedies before age,arriving
value, time Ma-in and thearethat bythey rapidly depreciating

will be ofold—reaches the ofbel—now nine twenty-one,ageyears
little value.comparatively

se.The parties appear pro

case,Carpenter, in thehas no interestJ. The administrator
be substi-is The bill amendedand not a may byproper party.

defendants, there-one of the andin his astuting place plaintiff any
there will be aupon

theDecree plaintiff.for
the otherssit: concurred.Bingham, did notJ.,

v. Mason.Evans

ofchattels, must he some exerciseof therea conversionTo constitute
with,of, inconsistentin orthe property repudiationoverdominion

rights.the owner’s
afrom placehired to drive to andthe bailee of a horseMere delay, by

of a conversion.sufficientevidenceis notstopping,withoutnamed

evidenceTrover, harness. Theand plaintiff’sfor a horse
defendant, minor, thea hired plaintiff’sto that thetended prove

to afromto a womanhorse, Swanzeyharnessand carrywagon,
toback Swan-Keene, to returnand then directlyhouse incertain

to thetbe womanhe carried placethatwithout stopping;zey
totowards a sta-named, routethe direct Swanzeydrove thence on

friend, whose arrivalfor aan hourble, uponhalfwhere he waited
fed, to thewent with his friendandto bethe horsehe ordered

fire, and the horsestable tookminutes thein fewthat adepot;
there wasthatdefendant objectedburned. Theharness wereand

conversion.evidence of ano
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of, v. Carey,Healdwith, the owner’s rights.or inconsistenttion
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inter-Farr, is notH. 426. It every wrongful60 N.Johnson v.
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thatwith, detention of another’sor goodsasportation,meddling
themselves anActs which ofto a conversion. implyamounts
over,to, of dominion another’sof title or a prop­assertion right

conversion,sale, it, beor destruction of aa mayas letting,erty,
;his but actsthe defendant has mistaken rightsalthough honestly

of orsuch assertion titlewhich do not of themselves rightimply
arenot sustain an action of trover unlessof dominion will they

the orthe intention of ownerdone with permanentlydepriving
Manchester, 273;v. 133 Mass.of thetemporarily property. Spooner

Nonfeasance, of8 & actsv. M. W. 540. neg­Fouldes Willoughby,
contract, alone, inthe of a will notor breach gen­standingligence,

; v.Bowlin v. 10 Cush. 416 Healderal effect a conversion. Nye,
402;977; N. EatonB. Wentworth v. 48 H.11 C. McDuffie,Carey,

235;Hill, Hubbard,N. v. 25 N. H. 67.v. 50 H. Woodman
hisof the here of ismisconduct defendantThe complainedonly

with aThis of itself was not inconsistentor non-action.delay,
•the defendant of the title andfull rightplaintiff’srecognition by

dominion, is toand it with no evidenceof accompanied tending
of to the'intention on the the defendantshow an part deprive

dominion,title or either orof his tempora-permanentlyplaintiff
mere breach of contract.It was at most a the Standingrily.

alone, tends to a to theit no more prove plaintiffpurpose .deprive
to horse as he had-his than would a feed theof neglectproperty,

to the contract for its use. Theor a refusal pay priceagreed,
law,declared,be as matter of to be even a breach'ofcannotdelay

of the must so con-The bethe contract. language agreement
the and intention of thestrued as to effectuate par-understanding

thedid not understand that to water or feedties. They stopping
harness,horse, ormend the broken or ato requiredwagon stopping

for would be a violation ofreasonable necessity any purpose,by
hour,of thethe contract. a half an ar-Whether delay awaiting

friend, under all the neces-rival of a was chcumstances reasonably
of fact.is a questionsary,

thethe evidence could not find areported,Upon jury properly
conversion, and there must be

theJudgment,for defendant.

Bingham, J., did not sit: the others concurred.
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mere security,A terms,ofconveyance absolute inproperty but in fact a
is fraudulent and void against creditors,as the grantor’s noalthough
fraud was intended.


