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Hillsborough,
June, 1899.

Harrington(ex a.)& &State rel. Borthwick v. ­­a­ ­ .

under P. c..Petition, S., 205, 4,ss. 5. This is the same case
ante, 496. After that thep. decision, movedreported plaintiffs

the trial term anat for all theinjunction butagainst defendants,
introduced no evidence the record. The motion wasexcept

as to the and an order madetenant, the billgranted dismissing
theas to to which thelandlords, plaintiffs excepted.

Martin Howe, andSawyer, Sherman H. Burroughs,Matthews $•£
thefor plaintiffs.

David A. M.laggart, Elijah John P. andlopliff, Bartlett,
Hurd, theDrury for defendants.

J.Wallace, isquestionNo of law thepresented by case.
was aIt thefor trial termquestion whether there was occasion

for the to issue orinjunction not.
Exceptionsoverruled.

J., did not theYoung, sit: others concurred.

Hillsborough,
June, 1899.

Gay.v.Dube, Adm’x,

Case, to recover for ininjuries theresulting death of the
plaintiff’s intestate, whileJoseph Dube, the defend-employed by
ant in a sewer. Thelaying defendant’s motion to direct a ver-
dict for him was denied, tosubject exception.

Hamblett,Charles J. Charles W. Hoitt, Charles H. andBums,
H.John for theJRiedell, plaintiff.

J:Jeremiah Doyle, B. and IsaacGeorge French, ~W. forSmith,
the defendant.

J., TheParsons, motion should have been Theregranted.
was no evidence that the defendant’s theofknowledge danger


