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Rockingham,
June, 1894.

v. Boston & Maine Railroad.Corson

the denialfor The defendants toCase, exceptednegligence.
of their a nonsuit.motion for

Eastman,F. and EdwinWilliam Nason for the plaintiff.G.

Worcester, for the defendants.Snow,Gaffney

No the ex-J. has made to sustainCarpenter, beenattempt
verdictThe evidence was sufficient to warrant a forception.

the plaintiff.

overruled.Exception

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

Merrimack,
June, 1894.

State v. Merrick.

for the unlawfulIndictment, sale of Anliquor. association
called the Law and Order the inprosecuted defendantLeague
the court and before thepolice atjury their owngrand expense

thefor of one half thepurpose fine. Theobtaining attorney-
without their consent and for reasonsgeneral, stated,not nol

the indictment Theprossed theirprosecutors moved that taxa-
ble costs in the court and thebefore bepolice allowedgrand jury
them, to be the It was heldpaid county. that theby motion
should prevail.

All concurred.
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