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Murray, eta. oftime aforesaid,theexecuting writ by written direct-
ions from the E. Webster,said pulled down and demoi*Web'ster.

house,ished the as thein declaration.alleged
On the of the itpart wasplaintiffs thatobjected, the

execution, entry officer,andjudgment, of the were not
inadmissible evidence under the issue. Butgeneral the

admitted,evidence was entered,and a non-suit tosubject
the opinion of the uponcourt the case.foregoing

Bell,and for theUpham defendant.
Parker,and for plaintiffs.theWoodbury

Richardson, C. J. delivered the opinion of the court.
It contended,is evidence,that which was inadmissi­

ble issue,theupon wasgeneral received in this case.
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done, officer,not as an as thebut of E.servant Webster,
after hadpossession been obtained under the execution.
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