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againstto aside a asterm set verdictat the trialThe refusal of the court
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the Theas evidence.verdict againstaside tlieto setMotion,
motion, excepted.and the defendantcourt denied the
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Exception overruled.
C. not sit.Doe, J., did
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the plaintiff.who employed
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Frink, for the defendant.
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as his con­waskeeper personalthe of the plaintiffwhile employment

relation sheriff and that candeputyin the ofThere istract. nothing
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13 303.; Dooley Root, Gray60­ v.Mass.
Case discharged.

C.Doe, J., did not sit.


