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are made toof land differentportions mortgagedsales ofIf successive
tlie unsold is first liable to thesatisfytheby mortgagor, partpersons

in the inverse orderdebt, and after it the sold of theparcelsmortgage
sales.

within the of successive war-conveyancesThe same rule caseapplies
theranty by mortgagor’sgrantee.

Equity, the order in which ofto determinein parcelsBills
debt,in of thesatisfactionland are mortgageapplicablemortgaged

182.antereported
tract,of land the Vail con-21,1866, seized calledJune Quimby,

D, F, H, I,C, E, G, the wholeA, B, andof lots mortgagedsisting
7,1868,Co., and to themMead &the defendants May conveyedto

22, 1869, theNovember she en-lot A. conveyedwith warranty
Qctobertract, A, 5, 1870, Mcln-lot to Mclntire.tire including

1870,28,December lot C to Cun-lot B totire Taylor;conveyed
12, 1871,3, 1871, lot D toand Ayer. JulyJanuaryningham,
1871,24, Mc-lot A to Mclntire.& JulyMead Co. quitclaimed

28, 1871, toE to andA and Augustlntire Quimby,conveyed
bounds,metes and aunder a descriptionparticular byTaylor,

H,G, containsF, and but not I. The deedlotstract embracing
to all the land deeded toclause—“ intending conveythe following

* * 18,not otherwise deeded.” JuneY.E.me Quimbyby
29,1872,Houston;to1872, A and E OctoberQuimby quitclaimed

theto and on samethe same lots dayHouston Taylor,quitclaimed
19, 1872, con-DecemberF to TaylorSleeper.conveyedTaylor
29, 1873, EA and toRand,to and JanuaryG quitclaimed,veyed

lots,the same withHalloran, to whom he also warranty,conveyed
G to the14, lot plaintiff Mahagan1873. Rand conveyedAugust

lot F to the12, 1873, plaintiffand conveyedSleeperAugust
20, All the not otherwise1882. conveyancesWilley September

recorded.and werewith seasonablystated were warranty,

Mitchell, for Mahagan.Bingham

Martin, forAlbin Willey.

Eastman, defendants.for theS. 0.

Carpenter, makes successive sales ofJ. If a por-mortgagor
land to differenttions of the persons, equity requiresmortgaged

thebe first to ofretained himthat the subjected paymentpart by
insufficient, the sold bedebt, if it is that parcelsthe andmortgage

Simons, 44 N.the order of the sales. Brown v.in inverseapplied
not confined to the case of alienationsThe doctrine is byH. 475.

ofit is wherethe applicable conveyances sep-equallymortgagor;
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hisare made with byto several warrantyarate parcels persons
v. 6 Ch. 35.Guion Paigegrantee. Knapp,

12, in1871, title feethe unincumberedMead & Co. heldJuly
A, of the Vail tract.their the remainderto lot and uponmortgage

datetheir of that toMeadv.Mahagan [ante, By quitclaim132].
24,1871, to andof Quimby,Mclntire’s JulyMclntire by warranty

indeeds, feethe same unincumbered Athe other intermediateby
Quim­Halloran, did init. The lot notto now holdswhopassed

fromthe thehands become to operationmortgagesubjectedby’s
& are thebeen Mead Co. byof which it had released. estopped

under theirfrom itin their deed of claimingcovenants quitclaim
Mc­and her asas well againstagainst Quimby granteesmortgage,

Bedel, 74, 86. The createdv. 11 N. H.Intire. Loomis estoppel
set atthe tract to Mclntire isof Vail largeby Quimby’s warranty

of thoseto lots A and E the latter’sin reconveyancerespect by
N. H.3 204.her v.lots to with warranty. Carpenter Thompson,

Mclntire A and Eas toThe case stands if had conveyedQuimby
of the tract withand the remainder Vail warranty,quitclaimby

in to those lots.Mclntire had turn herand quitclaimed
E, the sameLot to inwhen wasreconveyed Quimby, placed

hands itIn heras if she had with the title.never partedposition
debt, andfirst for of the Hal-was liable the satisfaction mortgage

F,it that burden. Mclntire lastloran holds tosubject conveyed
28, I did notG, If lotand H to deed of 1871.Taylor Augustby

deed, nextdebtthis it is with theby chargeable mortgagepass
lotto and then Gafter E. lot Ffirst Sleeper,conveyedTaylor

I,lot if itto Rand. still the to H and to passedHe holds title also
Mclntire; bedid,to him from it the are toif two lots applied

not be tothe debt next after E. It necessarywilluponequally
into or Taylor,determine whether the title I is now in Mclntire

E, H, theunless and I more sufficient to mortgageare than satisfy
debt; is notand there whichbe evidence theupon questionmay

insufficient,the the otherdisclosed case. Shouldby they prove
G, L), C, B.F,lots are in the order andchargeable

Case discharged.
Smith, J., did not sit: the others concurred.

Boston & Maine Railroad v. State.

A has betax-payer paid maywho more his sharethan of public expense
entitled to interest the asorder,on abated anby justiceexcess such
requires.

Appeal from the of the 1884.assessment tax ofplaintiffs’
Facts agreed.


