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Cheshire,
5, 1932.Jan.

Applin George Knowlton,F. Adm’r.Elwin H. v.

Philip Faulkner, plaintiff.H. for the

Arthur Olson,for the defendant.

evi-Snow, by wascommissioner,J. The claim thedisallowed
“$500.00 1928by notes,denced Feb. 23rdread,two one of which

orderpromise payThree after date to to the of Cheshiremonths we
Nat. Bank Five Hundred Dollars.

Payable at Value received.”
“ HenrysignedAnd Cora Manch William Manchwas E. Manch

E. H. Applin.”
aentry appeal,of the filedFollowing plaintiff’sthe the defendant

petition not andalleging joint jointthat a note and a“said note is
cite the andnote,” praying permissionseveral and for to said Cora

theappear parties Subject toWilliam to as defendant. defendant’s
already issued, andan order of noticeexception, the court revoked

prayer petition. groundsdenied the of his The for such revocation
and denial are not stated.

hereliability presentedon note toWhile the the the commissioner
on only joint one,its face a and while at common law suit must beis

liabilitybrought jointunder aagainst theyall the when aremakers
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modifyto the common-302, 21) operatess.only, (P. L.,the c.statute
liability madeThe isobligors has died.rule when one of thelaw

ofappears it the intentionit that wasjointseveral well as “unlessas
onlyparties should be liable.”the that the survivor

superior court’sdecision, theappealan from aOn commissioner’s
thepresented toof the claimjurisdiction limited to considerationis

The claimmade.upon his decision wasand whichcommissioner
Eldredge, 42v.304, 2, 9, 10, 13;ss. RichL.,P. c.must be the same.
354; ElwellN. H.Wallace,Bank v. 60246, 253; SouheganN. H. &c.

superior court isprobate appealsIn thev. N. H. 254. allRoper, 72
superiorof theNo otherprobate appeal. jurisdictionthe ofcourt

appeal.maycourt attached to thebe
innoteof therelations of the makersWhile, therefore, the true
42Hanson,v.(P. L., 302, 21;c. s.question may be shown Whitehouse
v,BurqueFellows, 255, 258;43 H.17, MaynardN. H. v. N.9, 18;

thetried beforeit is material to the issueBrodeur, 310), so far asante
superior courtcapacityin thecommissioner, superior court,the its as

or tochange proceedingform of theprobate, powerof no to thehas
meritsthan theAny legal questionsotherjoin partiesnew of record.

the sub-must beagainstof the the decedent’s estatecreditor’s claim
consolidating the trialsThe ofject separate proceedings. questionof

presented.of not heredifferent suits is

overruled.Exceptions

Allen, J., not thedid sit: others concurred.


