Wamberg & Ju;nlu n Yl. I -l. Fren-
nn

The case of Wamberg & Jnanlm agalnst
L. A, Freoland t7 secura possession of the
Hope Houss, has dragged along (hrough
pavernl days, and fAnally resulted 1o a -vardiel
for the plal f’ or bo an_nnd
Tog of 1 aﬁﬂ s’ lmtoii mr not.
ni'ine ln ‘stalo- somo of (ha facls [receding
the sull for possessinn, Mesars, Wamnln'g &
dncobwon, bowuglit (he properly from the irm.
er owner an'd at ihat Ume Mr, Prealand was
Lenant In tin tllding.  Afler hiavlng reeaived
thelr doed Mensie, Wamberg & Jneabwon In.
formed Mr, Prosinnd of thelr porehasd and of
the elargn i ale Uiereby ate, AL the time of
{ha mala of the propeity t6 Wambsrg & Jacol.
oon thin catnly held o tax dead whileh inid been
soctired afler ralurning somas §700 (o the Goose
River Bank, which the eoanty had recelved
from that Instilutlon al a lax sile, and o
which mansy the eauntlos (ills was absolula,
After tha tlma of the purehass of (ha praparly
by Wamberg & Jacobwon, and nfter Mr, Pree-
lIand hnd been loformed of (ha olangs In
landlords and that ha eauld contlone to use
s promisen on the sama larms as he had been
duing, avd after the sult for possesslon had
besn eommaneed, tha eounty gave the defend-
ant In the snlt o lenss of the properly sl a
lawer Agnra than lie hind bean paylog,

Wa belteve (e foregolog states the matler
na It I8 ganerally undorslood to ba, On he
friad thn dofonso ol np At elalin (hat he
Justles hiad no JartsMetlon, alalming that {he
tile to ren) esialo was livolved, and (hal
auestion eon'd not ba deeldid In n foatiea conrt,
Justlca Wallnes roled tiat the result of the
easn eotild not affecl (e title In any way, and
that, nn maiter how the sult might be deeldod
any valld Title would ba fust as good aa It ever
was: (hat the qaestlon of (e mual be deeldad
i the Dintelet Conrt, afler whieh whoaver
win declared the Inwful owper could lake
such slopa ne seomned necassary,  This brought
tho matter to trial on the pialn gnestion ne (o
whetlisr the relation betwoen he plaintifta
and defondant was that of lanllord and fen.
ant,’

After the teatliiany for tha defanea ind  ba-
gun the wilness on cross examinsilon wiw
akad I hio hiad pald rant Lo Blesls County sul-
serpuant (o rocelving & nollea from  the
plalotiato agult the prem'ses, Tha connssl
for the dafetise olijecled Lo (hils question  on
the elabn thal the plalutifis iad not put the
nol'ea In evidence, aod staled Lhat (o defonsa
wotilb) proeeed no furiher in e casa If com.
pelled to anawer thin qoeitlon, The al'l:mthw1
roded (lial {he potles lisd been lnlrodnced In
evidence, and that the quesilon as in whelliar
ha had roceived a notlen from  plalntifls to
Al was proper, whereupon the defense rest.
ed, Afwer hearing the  argument of  the
entpse) the éonrt sald that 11 the evidence,
elreamatances and sorrotindings of {he case
all Laken togellier were stich as to warranl #
bellef thatl (here woe such a rolatlon as Jand.
ford and tenant exleited betwacn the plaintiffs
and defendant ihen the verdlet siould be for
tha plaintiffs, Np wrilten leasa was necessary,
The party (eeling ogrisved had o fyll reigady
in an appeal Lo ke INsidet Count, The
Jusllce doclded o favor of ibe plalpliffe and
e defendant gave noties of nupeal,

-




