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invested theandand managed bylias been legallyjudiciously
theof and inquiry uponsubjectis a investigationproperguardian

court, but itin theaccountsof the probateguardian’sadjustment
for thethe ward recoveryin a suitto againstis not inquiryopen

histoa adjustA creditordebt. compel guardianof a may
to ahands and refusesaccounts, in his payif he has assetsand

breach of theward, it will be ahisrecovered againstjudgment
is an actionbond, creditor’s byhis and theof remedycondition

400;Drew, 399,v. 6 N. H.Davisbond.the guardianshipupon
Kendall, Pick. 36.v. 21Conant

Motion denied.
concurred.Smith, J., did not sit: the others
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notstate will prevaillaw of anotherinsolvencyunder theAn assignment
state,attachment, this of the insol-a ofa citizenbysubsequentagainst

thehere, invalid againstand will he equallyfoundpropertyvent’s
of other states.who are citizensof creditorsattachingclaims subsequent

Equity, the of aBill in for an prosecutioninjunction against
31,1890, Hanson, a citizenDecembersuit at law. Facts agreed.

Massachusetts, in ofhis the court insol-of filed petitionvoluntary
a warrantthe same wasfor Middlesex On dayvency county.

22,of Hanson.issued the court the estate Januaryby against
Massachusetts,1891, wascitizen ofthe a appointedplaintiff,

fromthe debtor’s assets not attachmentand all exemptassignee,
court.of thewere to him the Theinsolvencyassigned judgeby

defendants, Illinois,under the laws ofa corporation organized
Hansonin this for thea suit county againstafterwards brought

in and attached certainof a demand insolvency,recovery provable
;Hanson and theand estate of actionchattels real as the property

is now pending.

for the TheR. Thomas Massachusetts), plaintiff.M. (of
areof New involvedof no citizen of the state Hampshirerights

court “if aheld in this citizenin this case. It has been
citizen of thestate, claim a sameof another ahaving against

state tostate, in this secure histhe debtor’s real estateattaches
claim, are commenced theagainstand insolvency proceedings

suchdomicile,in state of his require dispo-debtor the comity may
thestate as will enable defendant’sof the in thissition action

ofattached to the all theto the paymentassignee apply property
laws of his ownunder theof the defendant insolvencycreditors

involved, andstate, our citizens not providedthe of beingrights
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the forthe takes that v.necessary steps Eddyassignee purpose.”
Winchester, N. H. 63.60

is, whether this ruleThe where the attach­question appliesonly
ofis a citizen a different state from that of the debtorcreditoring

difference,in Thisof his should make noand assignee insolvency.
the Massachusetts insolvent law makes no distinction insince the

of assets between anddistribution domestic creditors.foreign
107, 127,133v. U. S. Chief Justice FullerCunningham,In Cole

however,remarked,be that while as citi­betweenmaysays,—“It
forum,the and thethe state of underzens of assignee appointed

state,another the claim of the former will be heldlaws ofthe
former,the courtsto that of the latter of the thisby yetsuperior

states,ruled in of the asnot been so between anhas many assignee
andin another state citizens of other states than thatappointed ”and of the forum.hisof appointment,

Weeks,for the defendants.F.

Carpenter, J. The afford noinsolvency objec­proceedings
Hanson;of the defendant’s actionthe maintenancetion to against

seems,nor, would such a suit in Massachusetts.it they against
62;Reed, Haskell,13 Met. Barker v. 9 218. Inv. Cush.Morse
was made the debtor. Thecases thethese objection by plaintiff,

to the fromhas no interest defendants prose­as preventassignee,
interest, insuit to His if lies thetheir judgment. any,cuting

the candirection. If. defendants obtain theyjudgment,opposite
it, nor their Hanson’sneither demandoriginal againstprove

Perkins,Clark, 173;v. 2 v. 5Cush. Woodburyestate. Sampson
Watson, 211; Abbott,86; 31Bangs v. 9 Hollister v.Cush. Gray

either the bill be dis­OnN. H. 442. ground might properly
bill isthe be amended. It not theBut may prosecutionmissed.

a on the attached that thesuit, butof the levy property, plaintiff
He toclaims a in theto superiordesires right propertyprevent.

He ask for but duelien. candefendant’s properly nothingthe
that If the defendants cannot obtainof right. judg­protection

But to a it is notment, cannot necessarylevy. prevent levy,they
their action tothem pursuing Theyto enjoin against judgment.

further than is for theany necessarybeare not to enjoined pro­
is if bill wereThe case considered as theof thetection plaintiff.

forto ask a on theasso amended an injunction against levy prop­
attached.erty

notthe insolvent law of another state isunderAn assignment
attachment a citizento a subsequent byprevail againstpermitted

v.the found Saundersthis state of insolvent’s here.of property
213; Currier, ;Williams, Dalton v. 40 N. H.5 N. H. 237 Dunlap

281; Mason, 6; v.N. v. 64 N. H. Carbeev. 47 H. PerleyRogers,
credi­Mason, N. H. 10. But as64 against subsequent attaching

of thecitizens a prevails.tors who-are foreign country assignment
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defendants are10 N. H. 260. The notBradford,v.Sanderson
such,Illinois, and as when inof thisare citizensTheyforeigners.

entitled, ofunder the 14th amendment theare federaljurisdiction,
constitution, of our laws. Pembinato the Miningprotectionequal

181;S.U. v.&c., Railwayv. 125 Minneapolis,Co. Pennsylvania,
innow thisBeckwith, are jurisdiction.129 U. S. 26. They They

suitors, in thatand characterin as entitledhere courtare lawfully
to citizens. Theour ownthe the amendmentto all lawrights gives

“ shall beclass of deniedno or persons,means that theperson,
islaws which otherbyof enjoyed personssame theprotection

and under like circumstances.”placeother classes in the same■or
22, “It theLewis, S. 31. courts ofv. theopensMissouri 101 U.

thethe same terms for ofonto one hissecurityeverycountry
and redress ofand the andprevention wrongs,property,person

contracts; it assures to one theof everythe enforcement same
noof itof evidence and modes allowsprocedure;rules impediments

and the ofthe of topursuitto happinessacquisition property
it no orsuffers othernotwhich all are burdensgreatersubjected;

one suchthan as are borneto beor laidcharges upon equally by
others; of criminal itin the administration nojusticeand permits

to be one than suchimposed upondifferent or greater punishment
secureslike offences. It to allto all foras is personsprescribed

Field, J.,same terms.”the intheir civil Ex parterights upon
367, in Barbier v.and 113Connolly,100 U. S. U. S. 31.Virginia,

effect of theof and amendmentsame view the isThe operation
v. 703,Soon Crowley,the court in 113 U.Hing S.•expressed by

356, 367, Missouri,v.118 U. S.709, Hayesv.Yick Wo 120Hopkins,
71, Beckwith,v.68, 72, 129Railway U.U. S. S.Minneapolis, &c.,

26, Pennsylvania,v.28-31, Railroad 134 232,Bell’s U. S.Gap
Minnesota, 134,v.237, 418,238, Railway U. S.&c.,and Chicago,

thethe defendants law to ourgiven byTo owndeny right,458.
case, their suitto toin a like andpursue judgment,citizens to

attached,theof the propertyin satisfaction wouldjudgmentapply
theof laws.them of the Theequal protectionbe plain­depriving

same conclusionbe Themust dismissed. atiff’s bill likeupon
Lester, 44 196,in Paine v. Conn.of was reached andfacts instate

Lacombe,v. 84 N. Y. 367.National Bank In theHibernia latter
and the insolvent debtorcreditor werethe■case citizensattaching

the resultis certain that sameIt not would not-of Louisiana. be
in this case were citizensthe defendants ofif Massachu­reached

Butler, 47;Mass.142 Cole v.v.Cunningham Cunningham,setts.
107; Lacombe,Bank v.NationalHibernia 84 N.133 U. S. Y.

121;N. H.367, Tufts,v. 48 v.; Eddy Winchester,386 Kidder
H.60 N. 63.

Bill dismissed.

sit; theJ., others concurred.Smith, did not


