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Hillsborough,
3,May 1910.

v.Poleti Poleti.

Libel Trial andbob Divobce. the courtby decree for the
term, 1909,Transferred thefrom of theplaintiff. September

J.,Pike,court on the defendant’sby to thesuperior exception
of the court an ofrefusal to dissolve attachment his property.

Tuttle,Kittredge Prescott and Taggart, Burroughs Wyman,£
thefor plaintiff.

Bader, for the defendant.Doyle ¿-

Curiam. IfPer the court have theorderedmight toplaintiff
the the in favor,release attachment as of the decree herprice it
dodid not so. The court’s refusal to make such order is a finding

not made.that it to beought
overruled.Exception

Hillsborough,
3,May 1910.

v.Farnham Anderson.

Assumpsit. andTrial verdict for the Trans-by jury plaintiff.
term, 1910,ferred from the of the courtJanuary superior, by

Pike, J., on the defendant’s to the admission ofexceptions evidence
and ofremarks counsel in closing argument.

Lueier,Eamblett and for theSpring Doyle plaintiff.‡

E. JohnandKittredgeWalter W. for the defendant.Kelley,

Per Curiam. The evidence ato was of theexcepted history
transaction and of the conduct of the in relation to it.parties The

of useful toextent as such is determinableinquiry matters theby
trial court. The did not lose toherplaintiff contradictright the

224,defendant him as a c.S.,witness. P. s.by 15.calling
to;The evidence the remarks but ifjustified that wereexcepted

remediless,not factthe the defendant would be for the court has
found that did not thethey Theproduce verdict. defendant has

evidence;not transferred the his to thatconsequently exception
cannot be considered.finding

overruled.Exceptions


