
590 v. FARLEY.HOSMER

December,.[Strafford, 1891.]

McTye McTye.v.

Libel, for divorce. An order of notice publication, “theby ”be atlast to least one week topublication the returnprior day,
was issued and lastwith. The ofcomplied day publication was

the-ten before return The defendantdays day. did not appear.
sufficient,If the anotice was divorce is to be granted.

Allen, J. In the of aabsence to the itcontrary, mustfinding
be the wasthat notice orderedpresumed the courtby under the

S., 3;222, 2,P. c.conferred the statute. c..-authority by s. s. 32.

Divorce decreed.

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

Pierce,David II. for the plaintiff.

December,¡[Strafford, 1891.]

v. TheSawtelle State.

Clark, J. In the matter of the ofpetition for aSawtelle new
trial on of evidence,the discovered thenewlyground petition is
■dismissed. is noThere discovered tonewly evidence warrant a

trial.new

Solicitor,andAttorney-General for the State.

James A. U.Bdgerly, WorcesterJoseph (with whom was B.G.
of for Sawtelle.Haley, Maine),

[Merrimack, December, 1891.]

FarleyHosmer & a. v. & Tr.

Chase, J. The case is not fromdistinguishable v.Kenefick
61 N. H. 362.Perry,

Trustee discharged.

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

Stevens,Leach for the plaintiffs.^

Pattee,B..Jesse for the trustee.


