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[Strafford, December, 1893.]

& a.Chase v. Corson.

Assumpsit, for forpaid of amoney repairs steam boiler which
the plaintiffs of the defendant.bought to theexception,Subject
plaintiffs were to amendpermitted a count afor breachby filing
of the defendant’s of the boiler. Awarranty former owner of

boiler,the defendant,called condition,theby testified to its
andquality, it,value when the plaintiffs to its cost whenbought

new, and to the number of it had run.been Onyears cross-exam-
ination he was allowed to to thetestify, defendant’ssubject excep-
tion, that $175he forpaid the boiler and some other articles.
The exceptions Avereoverruled.

Wallace, J., did not sit.

Worcester, Snow, for theGafney plaintiffs.

Cochrane,P. for theGeorge defendant.

[Carroll, December, 1893.]

King v. The State.

Martin v. The State.

Per Curiam* The facts are the same as insubstantially Syl­
State, 193;­ see, also,vester v. 65 N. H. State,v. 65 N. H.Philpot—­

250, State,and Leonard 65 N. H.v. 671.

Petitions denied.
All concurred.

B.Pred for theOsgood, plaintiffs.

Solicitor and James forW. the state.Remiche

December,[Carroll, 1893.]

Haydock Salvage.v.

Entry, aWrit oe Trial theupon court andbymortgage.
for the the defendant.plaintiff. Exceptions byfinding

*' pageSee foot-note on 80.
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Wood, the plaintiff.forL.John O.

Soils, for the defendant.II.Josiah

to wantin the defendant’s briefBlodgett, TheJ. objection
at thetakenbeentitle notof the havingevidenceof mortagor’s

late,toocomestrial, been obviated by proof,it havewhen might
ante,Wentworth, p.Baldwin v.beand now considered.cannot

trial,at thetakenexceptionsother408. to numerousAs the
arethatsaid except they groundless.can be profitablynothing

overruled,.Bxceptions

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


