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Carroll,
June, 1895.

Whiting.Woodbury v.

The to evidence offeredplaintifffor slander.Case, excepted
of Verdict forin the de-defendant mitigation damages.theby

fendant.

and James A. for thePitmanM. Edgerly, plaintiff.W.George

Nash,B. for theand defendant.Elmer J. Smart John

havecould not found for the defendantTheParsons, J. jury
the defendant did the wordsthat not speaknot foundhadIf they

If did177,H. the defendantv. 51 N. 180.Allen,Wieralleged.
the isslander,as it of no con­allegedmake the chargenot

evidence to was or was notthe exceptedwhethersequence
The case nothe of presentsquestion damages.uponcompetent

that v. Allen,of Wierthe consideration question.reason for
supra.

overruled.Exception

the concurred.not sit: othersdidClark., J.,

Merrimack,
June, 1895.

BankNational v. Concord.Mechanicks

Capital v.Bank Same.StateNational

Bank v. Same.NationalFirst

taxes. Factsabatement ofthePetitions, agreed.for
the Mechanicksof Nationalcapitalthe1894, surplus1,April

State Bankof the National wasCapitalthatwas $84,551,Bank
Bank wasthe First National $177,-that of$147,924.40, and

the defendants assessed the peti-that; day againstand on526.95
the sums stated.cent upontax of two perationers

National Bank to thethe MechanicksofThe capitalsurplus
in of rail-invested stock Newwas Hampshire$49,700ofamount

of Trade no(aBoard corporation owningthestock ofroads,
of the ofand bonds Concord.cityreal estate),exceptproperty


