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June,[Merrimack, 1888.]
Igo.Hargraves v.

1873,in securedAssumpsit, note made andon a bypromissory
estate, there werewhich priorof real mortgages.upona mortgage

in theIt was that 1877statute of limitations.Plea, agreedthe
sold, the on theandwere proceeds appliedpremisesmortgaged

the course ofin proceedings againstinsolvencymortgagesprior
estate.defendant’sthe

Eastman, for theC. plaintiff.S.

Fletcher, forMitchell the defendant.Bingham, &
Bingham, suit were on on a ofJ. If this the mortgage, plea

limitations, the worild be entitled toof judg­the statute plaintiff
Hall,statute makes no other test. Hall v. 64 N. H.ment, theand

N. H.295; 45Alexander v. 502.Whipple,
had never had a title to theIf the defendant mortgaged prem­

“foreclosure,ises, of and actionsthe could obtain judgmentplaintiff
ofsecured real estate be sonotes mayby mortgage broughtupon

to on theis entitled an actionas the plaintiff bring mortgage.”long
L., 221, s. 5.c.G.

theJudgment plaintiff.for
not sit: the othersBlodgett, J., did concurred.

June,[Hillsborough, 1888.]
Gage a. a.v. Porter& &

filed inDep.T, an bond a bill inon injunction equity brought by
for leave toPorter the redeem lands.against plaintiffs mortgaged

decree her leave toPorter obtained a redeem togiving by paying
the amount of the debt inthe Shemortgageplaintiffs thirty days.

did not redeem.

Carpenter, the terms of theJ. condition Porter was toBy
“the occasioned theto the indamagesplaintiffs by injunctionpay

in thewhich has been issuedinjunctioncase the shallproceeding
her.” The ofdetermination thebe determined against proceeding

redeem, which,obtained leave toher favor. She so far aswas in
for in hershe Therewas all bill. was no breachprayedappears,

condition, must beand thereof the
theJudgment for defendants.

Smith, J., not sit: the othersdid concurred.

Burns, theforC. H. plaintiffs.

Atherton, Porter.H. B. for W. W. for the otherBailey, defend-
ants.


