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aexceptionAnother relates to topreliminaryconversation the
plaintiffcontract, Martin, said,between the and the latter inwhen

Chesleysubstance, he logging jobthat and had taken of thethe
plaintiff replied engageThe that would to workdefendant. he not

guaranteed byhis payunless was the As thisfor them defendant.
subsequentto writtenexplanatorywas some extent of thetalk

leading up it,and a its admissionagreement was circumstance to
purposefor that was not error.in evidence

Exceptions judgment the verdict.overruled: on
All concurred.

Coös,
April 6, 1915.

DayGeorge County.B. v. Coos

I. v. Same.Herbert Goss
by assumpsit, mustcounty an action of butagainst cannot be enforcedaclaimA

disagree-county allowance; infor and case ofcommissionerspresented to thebe
claimant, commissioners, maymatter beand the the laidthebetweenment

for decision.courtthebefore
commissioners,bycounty theagainst a have been disallowed actionsclaimsWhere

may bybrought the same be transformed amendmentassumpsit to enforcein
judgment.a revision of the commissioners’the court forapplications tointo

by citypolice a marshal and forby court for arrest adistricta ancollectedCosts
by city payableare to those officersmade out a solicitorwarrantcomplaint and

county.to thenotand

received. Transferred without amoney had andAssumpsit, for
1914, superior byterm, of the courtthe Decemberfromruling

facts.statement ofJ., agreedanBranch, on
city marshal and in thecase the secondin first istheplaintiffThe

Poland, having been ar-Berlin. Edwardcity ofsolicitortheis
by Goss,and warrant made outcomplaintaDay uponbyrested

police Berlin,the district ofcourt ofof thea sentenceuponpaid
$1.62 asincluded officer’sfeecourt, costs whichsaidclerk oftheto

complaint and warrant. Thethe$1.50 as fee forandarrestthefor
the issuance of the warranthaving procuredfees,thesecity claims

paidand aremarshal solicitorarrest. Themaking of thetheand
inpaidthe court the sumsThe clerk ofcity.thebyregular salaries

county treasurer.to thequestion
plaintiffs.for theJames,&Goss

Marble,L. forand Thomas thesolicitor,Hinman,H.Burritt
county.
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maintainedassumpsitof cannot beParsons, C. J. An action
county presented tocounty. against a must beagainst a Claims

c. InS., 27,for P. s. 10.county allowance.the commissioners
claimant and the commissionersdisagreement between thecase of

may laid the court for decision.any claim,as the same be beforeto
dispute presentedin have been to the com-Ib., s. If the claims13.

byassumpsit mayin be transformed amend-missioners, the suits
byaapplications judgmentment for revision the court of theinto

Plymouth v. 68 N. H.County,theof commissioners. 361.
including question, properlyin collectedcosts,The the fees were

was,by police court, dutywhose it beforethe clerk of the district
county treasurer, pay, amongtoturning his collections over to the

court, of officers and witnesses.”expensesother of the the “fees
clerk, complyings. As instead of with1913, 169,Laws c. 60. the

countypaid money county treasurer,the to the the haslaw, the
paid.money whom the fees should have beenof the officers to

city moneyofficers and the the collected asWhether as between the
belongs cityfees to them or to the is immaterial.for their services

it,If city by agreementthe virtue of with the officers has title to
transferring county. Uponthatnothing appears title to the the

by commissioners,thestated,facts the claims should be allowed
by have them.or the court if the commissioners disallowed

discharged.Case
All concurred.

Coös,
April 6, 1915.

JosephWalters, v. F. Bell & a.Adm’r,Arthur W.

proceeds propertyThe of sold on are to be distributed inexecution satisfaction
existing priority.of liens in theirthe order of

proceeds mortgaged propertytheWhere of an execution sale of exceed the sum
required satisfy judgment creditor,to claim the the refusal of thethe of officer

goods purchaser appliedto deliver the until the has the balance in his hands
upon mortgage groundthe debt is not a of the sale.for rescission

Assumpsit. by plaintiff.Trial jury and verdict for the Trans-
April term, 1914, superior byferred from the court Sawyer,of the

J., exceptionon the defendants' denial ofto the their motion for a
bydirected verdict. The inbroughtaction was Martin Monahan

his lifetime and is prosecuted bynow his administrator.


