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may,A tenant in a real action the demandant’spurpose disprovingfor the of
seizin, show a title in a stranger.

This awas writ of a ofto recover tractentry brought
Pittsfield,inland and tried issue atuponwas the general

term,September 1829, aand verdict taken for the tenant
tosubject opinionthe of the court theupon following

ease.
senior,Jones, of theJohn seized demandedbeing

will, which was and onby proved allowed thepremises
1815, thedevised sameApril, premises27th to Jacob

JonesJones, and John who entered and became asseized
law requires.the

Jones, deed, 18, 1825,byJohn October hisconveyed
ofmoiety said to Jones.premises Winthrop
demandant,The an executionBerry, having against

Jones, the samecaused execution to beWinthrop extend-
ed interest in onupon premises,said theWinthrop’s
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December, 1826,the and another executionhaving6th
Jones, he to beJacob it extended uponcausedagainst

the said interest in on thepremisesJacob’s the same
day.

On the demandant rested histhese facts to recov-right
the land.er

Jones,On thatthe of the it Johnpart appearstenant
1816,December, conveyedthe his13th,before interest

; and that Jones,in the Jacobpremises to Abner Jones
December, 1816,deed, 20th hisby conveyedon the in-

Jones, Jones,to and that Abner onterest Abner the
W.in thesame his land to Yea-day, conveyed estate

ton.
a AbnerWilliam out writsuedhaving againstButters

13thattached on thepremisesthe to beJones, caused
1816, and execution he obtainedDecember, caused the

thirty afterdaysto be extended within judg-in that suit
demanded William But-premises.the entireuponment

18, 1820, conveyed thedeed, July premi-sameters, by
tenant, since been inwho has the actualeverses to the

same. Yeaton conveyedthe William hisofpossession
the oftenant since commencementinterest to the this

suit,
Bartlett,I. for the demandant.Merrill and

Sullivan,and for the tenant.Stevens
case. Whenverycourt. This is a plainthe ButtersBy

Jones,of Abner onas thethe land thepropertyattached
1816, the Abner was seized ofsaid anDecember,13th

; ofand the execution Buttersmoietyundivided having
thirtyland daysthe within afteruponextendedbeen

a moiety,a to which titletitlegoodhe acquiredjudgment,
has.nowthe tenant

moiety it appearsthe other that on thetorespectWith
1816,20th after Butters made hisDecember, daysseven

Jones,attachment, tomoiety conveyed Abnerthis was
allhe,but his in theday, conveyedthe interestsameo»

land to the of ButtersYeaton. attachmentWhether



MERRIMACK158

Berry thusmoiety,any theoperation respectcould have with to
V. Jones, unnecessaryisto Abner itsubsequently conveyedBrown,

is subjectview of theenquire,to because there another
is decisive of this of the case.which part

had been the land severalpossessionThe tenant in of
extent, andbefore the made his is notdemandantyears

by anyto be disturbed who can no betterperson show
;As to moiety,title. this the title thisdemandant’s is

he anextended execution on theupon December,it Gth
1826, as the of Jacobproperty Jones. But Jacob Jones

with all his titleparted the land on the 20thto Decem­
1816,ber and had nc interest in the land when the de-­

mandant made his extent, but the title inwas Yeaton.
The tenant then inbeing possession long before, and
ever since the extent, lias, by a intitleshowing Yeaton,
completely disproved the demandants seizin. The ex­

title,tent no and thegave toentry make it was an un­
lawful disturbance of the 9tenant. Mass. Rep. 96, Bott
v. Burnell.

itThat was competent to tenant,the under the circum­
ofstances this ease, thus to disprove the demandant’s

byseizin a title in ashowing hasstranger, been hereto­
fore settled in this court. 2 N. H. Rep. 622, v.Bailey

;March­ 3 H.N. 274.Rep.
Judgmenton theverdict.


