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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
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gun. direct examinationagent boy cleaning a Inthe at thewas time
testify that the shoot-toone of the was alloweddefendant’s officers

notthey working gallery the wasJuly 21, when foundwas closed
excepted. factsby Otherplaintiffcovered To theinsurance. this

appear in opinion.the
following instruction:plaintiff giveto therequestedThe the court

the decedentsay“That to whetherjurythe it is for thembe instructed
wasat the time heacting scope employmentwas the of hiswithin

requestTheshooting gallery.”andshot from time he entered thethe
by Allen, J.,excepted. Transferredplaintiffwas denied and the

superior court.January term, 1918,from the of the

(Mr. orally), plaintiff.forSleeper theSleeper& Brown

orally), the(Mr. A. forScammon Frank Batchelder& Gardner
defendant.

shooting-thethatWalker, exception to evidenceplaintiff’sJ. The
“thefound thatgallery July 21, the defendantwas closed when
Theby insurance,” be sustained.work was cannotnot covered

charge theMartin, in ofplaintiff’s manthat theevidence showed
plaintiff’s injuries,gun thegallery, who the which causeddischarged

days oc-21, eight after the accidentJulyceased to onwork there
ground argumentfor themight somecurred. This fact alone afford

handlinginconsequencethat he in of his carelessnessdischargedwas
thegun. legitimate for defendantargumentthe To this it wasmeet

it dis-day,that because wasto show that was closed ongallerythe
liability for didpolicy againstcovered that accidentsits insurance

gallery.shootingnot the in thecover carried onbusiness
ofmerely a brief statementAlthough isrequestedthe instruction

appliedan not to thelaw, specificallyabstract isproposition of which
mightin for that reasoncase, althoughevidence it be heldthe and

justified (Kubathat v. Devonshiregivethe court to it wasrefusal of the
307;Mills, Northwood,78 67 N. H. Ord­245, 247;N. H. Woodmanv.

way 132), reportedv. the evidenceSanders, 58 N. H. an examination of
employed by toshows that a the defendantfinding boythat the was

ap­in It doesshooting gallerywork the not be sustained. notcould
pear accident,that in that he hadplacehe before thehad worked that

ingallery,ever or that the mangunsbefore in thecleaned the used
charge by employof tothe defendantbuildingthat was authorized

in boyhim work the testified that hewasof character. Moreoverthat
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theworkingThat he not withinemployednot to work there. was
clear;to be hencescope employmentof when he was shot seemshis

application.and has nothe law of master servant

on the verdict.Exceptions judgmentoverruled:

Plummer, J., absent: the others concurred.was

Rockingham,
4,Feb. 1919.

v. Peter Zacharias.Demetrios Stavrelis

judgment brought yearsforeign though twentyis notAn action on a barred
brought twenty yearsdate, within afterafter if the action is the date whenits

acquiredjudgment indebtor a residence state.the this
onlyassignee assignorin action maintain in the nameThe of a chose can suit of his

assignee plaintiffthethe should forth that is in interest.and declaration set
any partsurety paid principal’s subrogationhis is entitledA who has of debt to

against rightright principal:any theas to the creditor had this exists in favor
surety assigned allof one whom such has his claim.to

interest; proof foreignforeign-judgment rate,inA bears the absence of of the
legalcomputed the ininterest to be thereon at rate this state.is

judgment againstsurety paid principal,a a his interest due thereonWhen has is
suretyto the from the date thereof.

judgment,mergeda in a interest is to be reckoned thereonWhen debt has become
originalirrespectivelegal of rate of on theat the rate the interest debt.

Law, counts, (1)containingat the declaration two forAction
and, (2) moneyjudgment, paiddebt on for at the re-a defendant’s

S., 4,P.quest. pleaded 217,count the defendant c. s.To the first
S., 217,count P. c. s. 3.and to the second

2,against FebruaryonjudgmentThe was rendered the defendant
money1894, Greece, byin inon a claim for borrowed the defendant

suretyassignor was a for the defendant on theplaintiff’s1890. The
byloan, partly mortgage.a real estate Thewhich was also secured

agreed perGreece, and the rate of interest ofloan was made in 9^
surety havingjudgment, the notice servedcent was valid. After the

1900, boughthim, payments times until when heon made at various
creditor, paying fulljudgment judgmentthe for it thethe from'

$420.55.due on it ofamount then
1894, into United States in resided Massa-The came thedefendant


