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defendant’sthewithThe contractedJ.Parsons, plaintiff
mar­Theher.contract withwasThere no expresshusband.

defendant’sthetherelation, impeeuniosity,husband’sriage
the labor wasfarmand whichupontheof buildingsownership

as in andwork it was progresstheher ofknowledgeperformed,
as evidencefactsa areof ofpart it, competentsuperintendence

herfactin agenther husband waswhetherthe questionsupon
ratified theor wdiether shecontract suedto make the upon,

orlaw, create suchofnot, agencydo as mattersame. They
320;Dane,v. N. H.57ratification.suchestablish Bickford

62 697.Davis N. H.185;H. v. Partridge,S. 58 N.C.,

overruled.Exception

others concurred.did sit: theC. notJ.,Blodgett,

Carroll,
Dec., 1898.

Osgood.Davis v.

ifa conditional not enforceable in this invalid!state,The lien of vendor is
made.by the salethe of state where the waslaw

court. The atPacts found the Ells-Trover. by plaintiff,
Maine, sold and delivered to one of inworth, Bicker, Conway,

in thereforthis three and re-partcounty, carriages, payment
him time in it that theceived from which was car-notes agreed

theto remain until noteswere theriages plaintiff’s property
,and. interest thereon The notes and the agreementwere paid.

in inwere recorded were not recorded Ellsworth.butConway,
Bicker the defendant,to theSubsequently, mortgaged carriages

under The have not beenwho sold them the notesmortgage.
paid.

“asIt is the Maine : Nolaws of followsbyprovided agree-
ment andthat delivered to another,personal property bargained
for which a note is remain the of theshall payeegiven, property

asuntil is it is athe note is valid unless made andpaid, signed
. . isof the note . and unless it recorded' likepart mortgages,

of S., c. “NoMaine B. s. mort-Ill, 5.personal property.”
thanof is valid othergage personal property against any person

the is deliv-thereto, unless of suchparties possession property
re-ered isto and retained the orby themortgagee, mortgage

corded the clerk of ortown,theby city, plantation organized
for in all thewhich the resides. Whenany purpose, mortgagor



QUINT.428 PERKINS v. [69

reside thewithout state, themortgagors shall re-bemortgage
corded in said ortown, wherecity, plantation the isproperty

iswhen the made.” c. s. 1.lb., 91,mortgage

forJames theA. plaintiff.Fdgerly,

Frank for the defendant.Weeks,

Pike, J. The contract between the and wasRickerplaintiff
a conditional chattels in Maine,sale of and its is to bevalidity
tested the of thatlaws state.by Cleveland Machine Worksv.

348, 363,N. H. and cases cited.Lang, 67 there Since the con­
-ditional inresidedvendee New the sale toHampshire, be valid

”“ other than theagainst theretoany person parties required
that the notes and be inrecordedagreement whereEllsworth,
the thewas when notes and wereproperty executed.agreement
The have them so recorded fatalto was to theneglect plaintiff’s

The•claim. of our statute the ofprovisions respecting records
such sales s.140,c. to salesS., thatapply are madeonly(P. 23)
within the state. have no extra-territorialThey force. Cleve­
land Machine v.Works Dorntee Casketsupra; Co.v.Lang, Gunni­
son, ante,p. 297.

theJudgmentfor defendant.

C. did not sit: theBlodgett, J., others concurred.

Carroll,
Dec., 1898.

Quint.Perkins v.

Hobson in v. Same.(Perkins, Int.)Plff.

debtor,of against acquiredJurisdiction claims an by probateinsolvent the
uponcourt of isinsolvency proceedings,institution not byaffected a sub-

sequent aassignment discharge ap-to and anon-resident; of the debtor
plies to all claims of the court jurisdictionwhich had at the time such
proceedings were begun.

in first actionAssumpsit, the a note,upon promissory pay-
Quintable to and him Hobson,indorsed to and in the secondby

action for items of account due to PactsHobson.originally
found the court.by

Quint filed a as an 1895,insolvent debtor in March,petition
and hadHobson due notice theof October 17proceedings.


