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[Belknap, June, 1891.7

WINNIPISEOGEE LAKE COTTON AND WOOLLEN MFa.
Co. ». GILFORD.

Three appeals from the refusal of selectmen to abate taxes.
L. A. ¢ C. B. Hibbard and D. Barnard, for the plaintiffs.
Jewell & Stone and . C. Clark, for the defendants.

Dog, C. J. The reserved case presents no question of law.

Case discharged.

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

[Carroll, June, 1891.]
TAsgER v. COUNTY OF CARROLL.

Claim for the expenses of a coroner’s inquest.
The plasntiff, pro se.
L. Wentworth, for the defendant.

Dog, C. J. The reserved case presents no question of law.

Laws 1889, ¢. 26.
Case discharged.

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

[Carroll, June, 1891.]
(GOODWIN & a. v. FoLsoM.

Certain deeds construed.

CARPENTER, J. It is not necessary to determine what territory
the three lots severally contained, or what their respective bound-
aries were prior to 1866. DBoth parties claim under Brackett &
Hersey, who, December 6, 1866, owned the whole of the bank lot,
however bounded. On that day Libby conveyed to them the
rear part of the Libby lot “bounded and described as follows:
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Beginning on the easterly side of a sixteen-foot passway between
Blake Folsom’s store and stable lot and the said Libby lot on a
line corresponding with the westerly end of the L part of said
Libby’s house at a point corresponding with the rear part of said
Libby’s buildings at a stake and stones, northerly on said pass-
way until it intersects with the line between the land of A. D.and
J. I.. Avery and the bank lot so called; thence easterly to a stone
post adjoining said bank lot to land of Brackett & Hersey, thence
by said Brackett & Hersey’s land to a point that will correspond
with thoe rear part of said Libby’s buildings at right angles with
the point begun at a stake and stones, thence westerly by the rear
part of said Libby’s buildings to the bound begun at.” Thisis a
clear and definite description of the tract of land situated in the
rear of Libby’s buildings and between the passway extended in a
straight line to Avery’s land and the westerly line of the front
part of the bank lot extended in like manner, it being conceded
that the stone post referred to is located at the northerly end of
the latter line. February 8, 1871, Brackett & Hersey, describing
this tract in language identical with the foregoing, conveyed an
undivided half of it to the defendant. On the same day they con-
veyed to Thurston an undivided third of the bank lot and “also
one third part in common and undivided of one half of a lot of land
adjoining said granted premises [the bank lot] which is owned in
common and undivided with Blake Folsom [the defendant] being
the same that was conveyed to us by Daniel Libby by his deed
dated December 6, 1866, reference being had to “said deed for
further description.” The defendant thus acquired a title good at
the least as against Brackett & Hersey and all persons claiming
under them, to an undivided half of the tract described. This is
all the defendant claims It is immaterial whether Brackett &
Hersey had any title to the tract, or if they had a good title, how
they obtained 1t,—whether, as the defendant claims, they took it
under Libby’s deed of December 6, 1866, or, as the plaintiffs claim,
they alr eady owned the land as b(,mg a part of the original bank
lot. Subsequent conveyances by DBrackett & Hersey or by their
grantees, though broad enoush to cover the rear part of the Libby
lot, could not affect the defendant’s title. The defendant is enti-
tled to
Judgment on the report.
All concurred.

8. W. Abbott and Worcester ¢ Gafney, for the plaintiffs.

Wiggin & Fernald and E. A. & C. B. Hibbard, for the defend-
ant.




