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Josephine Tr.Beaupré,v. Ernest &Wells

(by plaintiff.orally),James A. Broderick brief and for the

WadleighWyman, Starr, (Mr. orally),Booth& Booth for the trustee.
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uponby moving chargeto the trusteeplaintiff,ThePer Curiam.
in theuponelected to stand the facts recitedfile,onthe disclosure

H.Drew, 18 N. 409.v.Sisedisclosure.
paid principalthat the the de-are trusteeThe thus statedfacts

upon theknowledge of the serviceit had substitutefendant before
that, service,of it incommissioner, and when informed theinsurance

diligence attempted stop paymentto of thefaith and with duegood
entitledUpon these facts the trustee wasavail.check, withoutbut

89,N. cited.Chayret,v. 58 H. and casesdischarge. Landryato
notifyconcerning attemptinga letter toproofoffer ofplaintiff’sThe

reopenif theprocess, treated a motion topendingof the asthe trustee
changeevidence, would not the result.introduce additionalcase and

specify of theundertook to the name trustee’splaintiffThe therein
the communication was directed. Theattentionemployee to whose

substantially person plaintifffrom that of the thegiven variedname
puzzle had in the trustee’sthe been solvedmind,had in and before

had made.paymentoffice beenthe
Exception overruled.
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DouglasE. v.James Hollis.


