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Wadsworth, 397,N. cases before cited. He must there-H. and59
run theall which with land.be held liable covenantsfore upon

251,Minot, 4 N. H. that aof v.the doctrineIf M’Murphy
term,the not in is liable on aof though possession,mortgagee

Ferguson, 9 H. isrent in Lord N. 383),for v.covenant (doubted
this it to that extent overruled.with isinconsistent judgment,

covenant, entitled toa count in areThe upon filingplaintiffs,
10, 1867, tothe fromfor amount of the rent Octoberjudgment

25, the is notdate,1872. the latter defendantAfterNovember
liable, v.Collegehe remained in Dartmouthoccupation.although

N. H. 29.8Clough,
theJudgment plaintiffs.for

Allen, did not sit: the others concurred.J.,

Springfield.v.Fowler

agent,owner, to his residentof a non-resident assessedA landtax upon
inventory,inbe the in bisnot abated because agent, givingwill

taxas wouldtheyselectmento tax it non-resident unlessthedirected
valuation, valuationat was less than thespecifiedto a whichit him

it.uponactually put

inabatement of assessed to thePetition for taxes plaintiff
in the peti-found a referee. The land described1884. Facts by

thereon,woodland, andwithoutoftion consisted mainly buildings
land, ofAtwood, residentowned W. awas unimproved by George

1884,1,to the wasA short timeWilmot. prior April plaintiff
$200,Atwood, to havethe it in forif selectmen wouldtold by put

•not, asbut if to have it taxed non-resident.it taxed to the plaintiff,
selectmen,Johnson, what At-told chairman of theThe plaintiff

said, Johnson, blankwhen he made out theandwood plaintiff’s
$200, andthe at themade it sum of request,plaintiff’sinventory,

that the to be taxedthen understood Atwood land wasthe plaintiff
amount; at that time orthis but did not understandfor Johnson

finalthis sum of was the sum as$200time that agreedat any upon
conclusive, wasbut in out the blank he actingor filling inventory

Theand not as selectman ofas the of Fowler Springfield.agent
$250, more thanthe which was nowas taxed to atland plaintiff

of theThe selectmen knew that Atwood was ownerits value.
land.

21,54,Stone, Laws, s.for the c. proGen.Shirley & plaintiff.
tobe taxedthis should be taxed. It couldhow landvide only
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consent; lie stated that it mustbut behis distinctlyFowler by
$200.at Thenon-resident unlesstaxed as appraised tax-payer

of an taxfor abatement as well asillegalhas a petitionremedy by
an one.excessive

Wait, for the defendants.S.L. and A.S. Bowers

Bingham, taxed in the inReal estate must be town whichJ.
500,54, 11; Gilmanton,L., s. v. 60 N. H.c. Weeksit is situate. G.

tax,of a such order isfor the abatement made503. On a petition
57, 11,L., c. ss. 12. JusticeG. thatrequiresas requires.justice

on this estate a tax to itsbe equal,there should paid according
value, in the town it ison other estates where situate.to that paid

N. In this so60 H. 504. muchv. proceedingPerley Dolloff, only
toin not be however erro­is asof a tax abated equity ought paid,

be. Boardman,in the assessment Edes v.in or fact mayneous law
in theThis estate was taxed town for580,N. H. 586.58 right

sum, that the owner it. Theand requiresthe justice payright
didwas assessed to a that not own thethe tax personfact that

for it if he is the owner’snot furnish a reasonland does abating
is for the owner’s benefit. Theand the petition broughtagent,

chance of theor he must take the landtax must be losing bypaid,
615,Dalton,v. 58 N. H.for 617.a sale non-payment. Carpenter

Petition dismissed.

Blodgett, J., did not sit: the others concurred.

GRAFTON.

v.Johnson Conant & a.

In entered into of apossession nail-factory1835 the plaintiff building,
he claimed him title to agaveunder a deed which the whole of certain

stood,which theon north of abuilding lying grist-millofplot ground
months,Bath, in rented it for six when it wasin and 1887 carried

freshet and was never rebuilt. The title to the.legal plot,aaway by
grist-mill.his was in the owners Fromentry,at the time of of the

the claimed to be the theplaintiff1835 to 1880 sole owner of plot)
of that timea rented he claimedwater-powerand for whichportion

The andas thereto. claim was known toplaintiff’sappurtenant
in the successive owners of theby no one ofgrist-mill,acquiesced
made claim to land north ofanywhom ever the grist-mill building.

out the rack weretheyBut in accustomed to throw debrisclearing


