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claim, that-is,anee of his for the §19.74,§50.34items of and the
is entitled to on theplaintiff judgment report.

Ordered accordingly.

J.,Clark, did thenot sit: others concurred.

December,[Merrimack, 1877.]

Sherburne v. Tebbetts.

breakmayOne his covenant himselfby disabling to it.perform

onDebt, a bond conditioned to theto a tractplaintiffconvey
Plea,of land. non est factum, with a brief statement of perform-

Factsance. found court.theby

A. Eastman andI. T. for theCogswell, defendant.

J. Y. for theMugridge, plaintiff.

Smith, TheJ. defence was Theperformance. defence set up
thewas the defendant to oneby at the re­conveyance Lamprey,

father,of the the Butquest the courtplaintiff’s plaintiff’s agent.
found the fact be thatto thehaving father wasplaintiff’s not

authorized to make the or to assent to the therequest conveyance,
defence on thefails facts. Whether suchof aproof conveyance,
assented to the or his authorized wouldby plaintiff by beagent,
admissible theunder of need notweplea performance, inquire.

overruled,.Exceptions

Stanley, J., did not the otherssit: concurred.

June,[Hillsborough, 1879.]

v.Scheer Bedford.

Smith, The that theJ. declaration wifeplaintiff’s wasalleges
June, 1875,in in of a defectiveconsequence andinjured highway,

loss and services,he suffered from of herthat society anddamage
bills, board,andincurred for whileexpenses nursing,physicians’

comes to the termshe was disabled. The case law anupon agree-
is thethe but the fact admittedment of only immaterialparties:

has actionone commenced an tothat the wife recoverplaintiff’s


