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plaintiff,that therent, denytotiff to for ofrecognize the payment
intenant,his rightfullywasof theduring process,the pendency

forthe defendantagainsttrespassto maintainpossession and entitled
forordered a verdictThe courtbreach of plaintiff’sthe possession.

the and thedefendant, excepted.plaintiff

plaintiff.for theHibbard, Stone, Copeland,Barnard, and

thePike,and for defendant.Whipple

in the landlordFoster, J. this andplaintiff,The ofrecognizance
of the partiesrightsdid affect the establishedtenant notproceeding,

The acknowledgmentthe mortgage.foreclosure of the defendant’sby
exist,shall found toan in tenancyof to rent case a beobligation pay

exists.tenancya Whateverbe as an admission thatcannot regarded
in aof such case whererecognizancebe the effectmight ordinarily

it cannot havequestion,the of is a thetenancyexistence the disputed
isit admitted thatclaims, in whereeffect which the a case theplaintiff

exist,not in fact and whereof landlord and tenant does therelation
foreclosure,of precludesunder thepossession, judgmentdefendant’s

of the alleged.possibility trespasses

on the verdict.Judgment
J., did not sit.Bingham,

Emerson ux. v. Emerson.&

aIn writ nutentry, disseizin,of if andpleadthe tenant the plaintiff prove
a title and it is defenceno to show aprior possession, title in abetter
third person.

If such tenant,third theis the landlord of and isperson toadmitted defend
the action, he can no better the defendant.stand than

opWrit Entry, for land to theconveyed plaintiffs Williamby
Emerson. Plea, the Septembernut disseizin. At term, 1877, John
W. Currier, assignee William,in of was tobankruptcy admitted de-
fend, and he also disseizin,nul with a briefpleaded statement that
the action was not commenced two fromyearswithin timethe the
cause of action 1872,24,occurred. William, April toconveyed the
plaintiffs the land in the condition that shouldcontroversy, upon they

himsupport life, andthrough possessiontook underthey the deed.
They condition,failed to perform the and left the premises in June,
1872. William for conditionimmediately reentered broken, claiming
a forfeiture, and was inaadjudged bankrupt January, 1873. Currier
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re-13thwas 12, 1873, and on theappointed his Februaryassignee,
noceived claimsa Theestate. defendantbankrupt’sdeed of the

forinterest leased of assigneein He at first them thethe premises.
leasesix theand at the end ofmonths, at a rent of a year,$60

be de-this suitarranged, in till shouldto remainby parol, possession
thebeforeyearstermined. more than twoThe had noticeplaintiffs

as thewasthat defendant occupyingcommencement of the suit the
of Will-tenant of the insolvencyCurrier. Currier offered evidence of

iam, the valueanand to amount exceedingthat debts were duly proved
of court, exception.his theestate, was toby subjectwhich excluded
Verdict for for new trial.the Motionplaintiffs.

Jewell, theWhipple, plaintiffs.and forCopeland,

the andOwrrier,Hillard and for defendant assignee.

aBingham, tenant,J. is a and does notThe defendant claim free-
still has nul disseizin. This him inestate,hold admitspleapleaded

a freehold.claimingpossession
If the the a tohad, consent,with becomeassignee plaintiffs’ party

writ,ofthe suit an amendment the rightshis ownby standing upon
haveas the would arisen whether theassignee, question plaintiffs

this him. is,could maintain action The nowagainst only question
maintain it Dowagainstwhether the can the defendant. v.plaintiffs

18.58 N. H.Leach,
on verdict.theJudgment

SpringfieldHeath v. Fire Insurance Co.

the authorized of an insurance toby agent so-employed companyA person
insurance,for andreceive deliver haspremiums, policies,applicationslicit

reason of such to consent to additionalby employment,authority,no
to suchin other and notice him of additional insur-companies;insurance

to company.notice theis notance

Assumpsit, a ofpolicyon insurance. The a condi-containedpolicy
the assured should make onif other insurance thetion, anythat

the written consent of the theupon policy,without companyproperty
Neal, who,void. The insurance was obtained withoutbybeit should

or was & G-.knowledge authority, L.,O.bydefendants’ employedthe
Laconia,at to solicitagents insurance,fordefendants’ applicationsthe

andthem,for deliver Their termi-policies.premiums agencyreceive
1872,25, and from 1875,that time 2,to theJanuaryAugustnated

no at 1874,had Laconia.agent the3, plaintiff,Februarydefendants


