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strikingby outmodifiedcourt should besuperiorThe ofdecree the
increasing theby state, by heightandcontribution thethe order for

feet.feet to fifteenbridge be from elevenis to raisedto which the

exceptionsoverruled.exceptionssustained: defendant’sPlaintiff’s

All concurred.

Grafton,
7,Jan. 1919.

AngusDaisy v.by guardian, McDonaldMcDonald, her
George Smith.

begun bymay objection of wasthat an action slanderwaive theA defendant
partiesjurisdiction of the and thetrustee-process, court has bothwhen the

cause of action.
sufficiencyobjection of thewithout to theaction has been trieda cause ofWhen

anyinvestigate accuracy,their but errorpleadings, will not technicalthe court
bymay be corrected amendment.therein

plaintiff.jury and verdict for theCase, byTrialfor slander.
(1) theverdict, moved to dismiss suit be-After the defendantthe
(2) judgmentbegun by trustee-process, and to arrest thecause it was

action.does not a cause of Transferredthe declaration statebecause
1918, superior Marble, J.,January term, byof the court onfrom the

motions, (3)exception to denial of these and tothe thedefendant’s
counsel.remarks of

plaintiff.Pike, theGeorge forW.

Wright, defendant.Fred for theS.

If true that the court wouldYoung, J. 1. it were have dismissed
any trial, itmotion at time before the would notthe suit on follow

granted, juris-themotion have been for court hadthat this should
action, consequentlypartiesboth the and the cause of theofdiction

do the helegally do,could what case finds did waive hisdefendant
right, thehad such a to have suitright, if he dismissed.

objection sufficiencya cause has been tried without the2. toWhen
necessarycourt will not take the timepleadings,the the to investí-of
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gate accuracy.their technical “If inaccurate, the error can be cor-
byrected Cady,amendment.” Barrett v. 60,78 N. H. 65.

3. So much of excepted chargedthe remarks to as the defendant
with “peddling” Lyman immediatelythe slander over were with-
drawn, consequently questionthe by exceptionraised this is whether
the evidence warranted in asking jurycounsel the to find that the
defendant responsiblewas for being “peddled”the slander all over
that town. A witness who heard the defendant make the slanderous

Lymanstatement wrote to a man in it; and about that timeabout
plaintiff’sthe friends in beganwho lived that town to avoid her. As

there nowas other reason for avoiding shown,their her it can be
theyfound that had heard of the slander and avoided her for that

reason..
Exceptions overruled.

All concurred.

Rockingham,
4,Feb. 1919.

Vernon A. v.Race Graves & Ramsdell Co.

personal injuries gun by agentIn an action for inflicted with a an of the defend-
shooting gallery, appearingin agentant its the fact that the ceased to work

shortly injury,there on a date dayafter the the evidence that on the when he
quit gallerywork the defendant closed the because the business therein con-

byducted was not covered its accident insurance is relevant to rebut the
agent dischargedcontention that the handlingwas because of his carelessness in

gun.the
requested properlyinstruction is if juryA denied it would submit to the an

upon properly partyissue which no verdict could be found in favor of the
requesting the instruction.

Action, negligence causing personal injury.for by juryTrial
plaintiffand verdict for defendant. Since the trial the has died.

prosecuted bynowThe action is his administrator. At the time
July 13, 1917,injury,his heof was about yearsfourteen old and
byemployed the defendant to work atwas its summer hotel at

InHampton Beach. connection with the hotel the defendant con-
enterprises,ducted some amusement including bowling alleys and

inshooting gallery. shootinga While the gallery, boythe was
by inagent chargethe defendant’s of it. requestshot At the of the


