
Gallagher.588 Boston & Maine R. R. v. [77

Coös,
May 6, 1913.

SulphiteBurgessv.Julius Haakensen Fibre Co.

byCase, personal juryfor Trialinjuries. and verdict for the
plaintiff. September term,from the 1912,Transferred of the su-
perior by Chamberlin, J., exceptioncourt on the defendants’ to the

a adenial of motion for the direction of verdict in their favor.

Ryan (Mr. RyanMatthew and & Marble orally),J. Rich for the
plaintiff.

Drew, Daley (Mr.& Morris and Sullivan & MorrisShurtleff
orally), for the defendants.

Young, (Haaken-J. It held when this casewas was here before
Company,sen v. N. H. that443) jury;76 there was evidence for the

and for plaintiff,as there is now more evidence the the defendants7
properlyamotion for directed verdict was denied.

Exception overruled.
All concurred.

Hillsborough,
4,Nov. 1913.

Gallagher& a.Boston & Maine Railroad v. Daniel J. & a.

Equity,Bill to the fromenjoin enteringin defendants the sta-
grounds plaintiff railroad, Manchester,and of the intion to solicit

carriage baggage passengers.of forthe The defendants demurred.
Heddingfacts are the same as in H.Gallagher,The essential v. 72 N.

ruling May term, 1911,Transferred without from the of377.
by Plummer,superiorthe court J.

Branch, plaintiffs.Branch for the&

forBroderick,James A. the defendants.

beingAPeaslee, majority opinionJ. of the court of the that
H.Hedding Gallagher, 377, stand,in v. 72 N. shouldthe decision

questions discussedis no occasioh to further consider thethere
therein.



Hershberg 589v. Morrison.N. H.]

for theis that a decreefirst timefor themadeA defence now
guaranteed torightstheofthe defendantsdepriveplaintiffs will

of theto the constitutionamendmentfourteenthunder thethem
haspropositionof thissupportinargumentNoStates.United

Slaugh-against it.are decisiveauthoritiesfurnished, and thebeen
36.Cases, 16 Wall.ter-house

Demurrer overruled.
All concurred.

Rockingham,
2,Dec. 1913.

Hershberg v. A.& a. Charles Morrison.Isaac

by plaintiffsthe forclothing manufactured theAssumpsit, for
theby and verdict for defendant. Trans-juryTrialdefendant.

superior byofterm, 1913, Young,the courtAprilfrom the J.ferred
gavethat he the order for the merchan-testifiedThe defendant

traveling salesman, previouslywhom he hadplaintiffs’dise to the
representative clothingof another housethe whichdealt with as

goods hehim to return whenever desired to do so.permittedhad
positionin agiven the salesman said he wasthe order wasWhen

before,better than and the latter then under-use the defendantto
anyright partto return the or ofhe had the whole thestood that

ingoods order,were delivered accordance with thegoods. theWhen
pay,found himself overstocked and unable to andthe defendant

plaintiffs.them to theat once returned
denial of a motion for theplaintiffs excepted to the directionThe

and to the ofin their favor admission evidence as toof a verdict ’
goods.returningformer custom ofdefendant’sthe

Batchelder, plaintiffs.& for theFrink, Marvin

Gardner,& for the defendant.Eastman, Scammon

question requiresofParsons, J. No law which considerationC.
reasonablythe defendant understood thepresented.is Whether

give right questionhim the of return was a of fact.contract to
him, acceptfor there no contract to thebeing found wasThat fact

delivery. having agreed accept keeptogoods upon Not and the
doingis not liable for not so. ofgoods, the Evidence thedefendant


