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By is to itsrailroad corporationthe Court. A required pay
treasurer, it has to thetax the stateto notwithstanding- applied

of If shallfor an the same.court abatement judgmentsupreme
“reduction, thefor treasurer shall creditbe staterendered any

tax railroadthe same the saidand allow against corporationupon
53,1881,to such Laws c.nextcollectible subsequent judgment.”

iss. 1. The statute mandatory.
Motion denied.

All concurred.
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v.State Small.

a conviction thatfor a an ofoffence,In second avermentan indictment
court, in thetime, county which judg-information the orno ofgives

rendered, isment was insufficient.
Laws, to the form of an109, 23,of Gen. s. relationThe c. inprovision

conviction, witha the require-of former does not dispenseaverment
to the rec-a findof such as will enable the defendantdescriptionment

ord.

Indictment, 13,Laws, for109,under c. spirit-Gen. s. keeping
“hassale,for an averment that the defendantuous withliquor

13been convicted of a violation of section of chapterpreviously
sale of109 the General Laws in relation to the forof keeping
indict-The was whether thereservedliquor.”spirituous question

“ment describes a offence.” Other ques-sufficiently subsequent
in this and StateFagantions raised case were decided in State v.

ante,Adams, 431, 440.v.

solicitor, theJ. H. for state.Dudley,

Remich for the defend­Jordan with them),Aldrich (Drew &&
Laws, 109, 23,c. is in 15 the Billant. Gen. s. conflict with Art. of
Com.of v. 130 35.Mass.Harrington,Rights.

109, 23,Doe, Laws,The of s. theJ. Gen. c. thatC. provision ”“of a former need not set forthrecord conviction be particularly
“offence,for itin indictment a second that shall be suffi­an and

such been of acient to that has convictedallege briefly person
be,”of of this as theviolation caseprovisionany chapter, may

that there must be a statement of the record if it is reliedimplies
on view of the thewith a defendant withcharging higher penalty.

Com., 505,2v. 507. The need setTuttle not beGray judgment
but tohe is entitled a thatforth will enableliterally; description
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reversal, torecord, to for a correction or andto find thehim apply
he is the con-for a trial of the whethermake questionpreparation

less to him would not be consistentconstruction favorablevict. A
him no infor-The. avermenthis constitutionalwith right. giving

time, court, the wasor in whichmation of the judgmentcounty
rendered, is but not for ais insufficient. The indictment good,

offence.subsequent
Case discharged.

All concurred.

a. v. Clark.Gerrish &

monthlyA shall a stated sumpaythat the bailee of chattelsstipulation
thethereof, the fixed uponand whenthat, priceas rent for the use

of theshall becomethethey propertyingoods way fully paid,is that
is invalidsale, against attachingandbailee, amounts to a conditional

as byrecorded requiredwritten memorandumcreditors without a
1885,Laws 30,of c. s. 1.

deliveredTrover, furniturearticles of household byfor several
re-Barrett, whicha inthe contract writingto one uponplaintiffs

was toandhired the of thecited that Barrett had plaintiffs,goods
article,eachfixedmonth until a upon$10them pricepay per

to be-$29, wereto whenin the whole was theypaid,amounting
Barrett; that, in case of failurecome of andthe absolute property

to therent, the sameBarrett should returnto the stipulatedpay
defendant,thewere attachedon demand. The bygoodsplaintiffs

sheriff,a on a writ Barrett.deputy against

Chamberlin,R. N. for the plaintiffs.

D. J. for the defendant.Daley,

a the chattelsAllen, The contract was conditional sale ofJ.
enumerated, amountsthe affixed to each article. Thewith prices

were, inrent for the use of the furnitureto be asspecified paid
articles,theto the value or of allpriceequal agreedthe.aggregate,

chattels,for the sale of thethe consideration andand were delivery
thatBarrett’s absolute when amountwhich were to become property

tomakes no that the bebe It differenceshould paymentspaid.
Takenrent for the use of themade are called property. togeth­

er, were as the amount of considera­these agreed uponpayments
the full of that amount was made thebe andtion to paymentpaid,

to fromthe title of the wascondition which passupon property


