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Hillsborough,
June, 1899.

v.White Dearborn & a.

Exceptions,Bill on to an order of -the court thedenying
for amotion continuance.plaintiff’s

Pease,B. Atherton and Bertis A. for theHenry plaintiff.

Hamblett,J. theCharles for defendants.

Young, J. isNo of law raisedquestion the billby plaintiff’s
-of The for a amotion continuance raised ofexceptions. question
fact, all are forand such the trialquestions term. Clark v.

N. 693.62 H.Clough,
overruled.Exception

Peaslee, J., did not thesit: others concurred.

Grafton,
June, 1899.

v.Carr Adams.

Equity,Bill in for the determination of confused and uncer-
tain boundaries between the At theparties. term, 1899,trialMay
the moveddefendant that the beplaintiff underrequired, the

court,26th ofrule to afile witness,taken him ofdeposition aby
not a inparty, Massachusetts. Theresiding court granted the
motion and ordered the to be fileddeposition June 10by of that

Theyear. andplaintiff filed aexcepted, duly bill of exceptions,
the thatupon theground was hisdeposition private andproperty

to his ownsubject exclusive use and untilcustody he elected to
it,use and not to besubject ordered on file or input ofcustody

the court.

Batchellor,Bingham,,Mitchell & Dearborn & Chase, Brew,and Jordan
& for theBuckley, plaintiff.

Lewis and Adams,W.Eling Burleigh & for the defendant.

“Blodgett, C. J. toUpon court,motion the the depositions
which either to onparty use the trialproposes are to be filed with


