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exception. merely colloquy-betweenAt aall events it was counsel
which the did trial itcourt found not render the unfair. And cannot

said, law,be as a matter of that the remark was withso inconsistent
requirements fair,the trial belegalof a that the verdict should set

aside.
Exceptions overruled.

All concurred.

Cheshire,
April 5, 1921.

Newport Savings Bank v. John Bliss.

posting sale, by S., 61, 7,required needThe affidavit of notice of a tax P. c. s. not
• signed by collector;be the and his account of the sale not the datesneed state

publicationof of the notice.

Bill Equity, by Kivel,set a tax J.,in to aside Heard C.deed.
who exceptionsdismissed bill and the billplaintiff’sthe allowed of

April term, 1920, superiorat the groundsof the plaintiff’scourt. The
exception, bill,for as set in are that postingforth the the affidavit of

sale,the required byadvertisement tax P. S., 61, 7,of the c. s. was not
signed by collector;the and that his account givedoes not the
dates on which the published.advertisement was

Joseph (by orally), plaintiff.Madden brief and thefor

Boy M. (byPickard brief orally),and for the defendant.

Young, enough,J. It plaintiff’sis in far as exceptionso the first is
concerned, say'to that the not requirestatute does the collector to
sign his requirereturn. it "shall,What does thatis he within ten
days any sale,after deliver to the town clerk an sale,account of the
with charges thereof,the oath, copiesunder of the newspapers in
which the published,advertisement was and of the advertisement
posted, anwith posted,affidavit that it was so keptwhich shall be on
file; and account, advertisement,the and affidavit shall be recorded
by the clerk.” S., 61,town P. c. 7.s.

This disposesalso the exception; S., 61,of second for while P. 3,c. s.
requires copythe collector to cause a of the pub-advertisement beto
lished three weeks in certainsuccessively newspapers, publi-the first
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sale,eight day of 7before the sectioncation to be more than weeks
papersthe contain-require him to return the dates on whichdoes not
require is thatit doesing published.the were Whatadvertisements

towncopies papershe file of the with the clerk.

Exceptions overruled.

All concurred.

Cheshire,
April 5, 1921.

Fred A. Stratton.Defoe v.Louis

stranger consequence misconduct,ofthe his servant’sA is liable to a formaster
injuryemployed he causeddoing to do the time thewas atif he was what he

way bythough expected thecomplained in the master.of not

in a betweeninjuries collisionCase, personalfor receivedto recover
of theriding and an automobileplaintiffa cart which the wason

servant, Joseph Jalbert,by on adefendant, defendant’sdriven the
forJaffrey. by jury and verdict the de-public highway in Trial

fendant.
prove the defendant runsevidence tended to that aplaintiff’sThe

bypassengers team and automobile.livery transportsand bothstable
cars, of thedrivingin Ford which defendantexperiencedJalbert was

by work in and aroundtwo, had been hired the defendant tohad and
The defendant also hadand to drive the Ford cars. athe stable

butCadillac, transport passengers,was this car waswhich used to
only by foreman, Leon W. Priest. Thethe defendant’s de-driven

given expressJalbert directions neverand his foreman hadfendant
stable,in andsleptJalbert the defendant’s itthe Cadillac.to touch

early morningthepart duty passengersof to take toa his trains.was
passengers totransportationat officefor the of theOrders left thewere

train, duty tomorning and it was Jalbert's scrutinize theearly records
passengers to railroadthe were carried the station.and see that

always byhe had done either teamPrior to the collision this or with a
Ford.

evening prior collision,the had made use of onethe to Jalbert ofOn
transport passengers, supplyFord cars to and the ofthe defendant’s

given out, abandon thegasoline had so that Jalbert had to car about
inThe other Ford carforty from the defendant’s stable. was therods


