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December,[Coös, 1889.]
v.Hebbard Berlin.

ofDoe, within theJ. The case fallsC. general principle
N. H. 535.v. 62Knowlton Pittsfield,

discharged.Case

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

Goss, for theTwitchell & plaintiff.

Jordan, for theR. N. Chamberlinand Drew & defendants.

June,[Sullivan, 1890.]
v.State Lewis.

Doe, It is not advisable to examine theC. J. law of the case
whether the defendant in v.until the State Cornishquestion (ante,

acted as the or servant of this defendant inagent329) bringingp.
state,into this and otherthe until of fact arequestionspauper

or trial.determined by agreement
Case discharged.

Smith, JJ.,Allen and did not sit: the others concurred.

Solicitor,and for the state.Attorney-General

Wait,W. L. Foster and A. for theS. defendant.

June,[Coös, 1890.]

Exr,Hopkinson, v. Benton & a.

Equity,Bill in to foreclose a Facts foundmortgage. by
referees.

Ladd,and F. for theH.W. Heywood plaintiff.&

for Benton.O. Ray,

Doe, The was theC. defendantgivenmortgage byJ. Hodg­
1876,Benton in to securethe defendant sixdon to notes. In

testate,1884, and theBrown plaintiff’s Hopkinson, recoveredApril,


