
623v. BENTON.HOPKINSON

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,
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foras trusteeBenton, wasand chargedHodgdonagainstjudgments
of theIn judgments,the paymentof judgments.the amount

anthethe amount of judgments bytonotes (reducedof thefour
Bentonwhich was adjusted byof a payment,partialendorsement

with theand delivered mortgagewere transferredand Hodgdon)
■ afterwardsand Hopkinsonto Brown Hopkinson.Bentonby

notes and thein the four mortgage.interestBrown’sbought
Brown, andnotes.other two Hopkinson,holds thestillBenton

should beof theforeclosurethat if a mortgageunderstoodBenton
notes, thosetransferredof the fourto obtain paymentnecessary

of the foreclosurebeforebe any proceedsshould fully paidnotes
Theother two notes.of theto the paymentbeshould applied

thewas a ofpartthat this transac-understandingproofcompetent
rightA Hopkinson’s priorfinding againstis conclusive.tion

the evidence.asbe set aside againstwould

Decree the plaintiff.for

concurred.Carpenter, J., not sit: the othersdid

December,[Belknap, 1890.]

a. v. Jewett.Eastman &
Greenough a. v. Jewett.&

mandamus, the defendant toPetitions, writs of requiringfor
thethe roll ofand othersof the uponnames plaintiffstheplace

1891, for its Theof peti­organization.house of representatives
v.the bill in Binghamheard withand equity,filedtions were

the bill on thedismissed withante, 382, and wereJewett, p.
of that .case.in the reportstatedground

March,[Merrimack, 1891.]
Lang Gage.v.

Assumpsit, theon a note defendant andsigned bypromissory
Plea,the on demand. the and ato issueplaintiff generalpayable

trial of the casestatement of the statute of limitations.brief Upon
173,the decision N. H. the testified toafter 65reported plaintiff

her,toof the defendant the debt andstatements acknowledging
her of its The wereassuring payment. following special questions

submitted to the who with their answers returned ajury, general
defendant, words,inverdict for the Has theplaintiff: expressly


