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withwho a boardertheir wasthe to nephew,that dog belonged
them.

that if the defendantsdo hot thinkweAs to the third request
of the itdog,and had somesome control over custodyexercised

to asentitled athe was ruling,that plaintifftherefore followed
for him aswerethe responsiblematter of" that defendantslaw,

keepers.
bound,not asthat the wasare further of judgeWe opinion

theWhilelaw, fourthof to the ruling requested.matter give
or lessof morebe evidence signifi-recited keepership,acts may

in the it cannotcase,the other factsto appearingaccordingcant
conclusive.that arebe said they

it is incon-to is so far astaken theThe exception charge only
us that themade. It to requestswith the seemssistent requests

; the was submittedand that case properlyrefusedwere rightly
evidence. overruled.on theto the Exceptionsjury

MargaretCoupeMargaret vs. J. Platt.G.

— 9,25, 1899.January1898.Bristol. October

Barker,Knowlton, Hammond,Field, Holmes, &J., JJ.C.Present:

Stepsoutside andRightin Tenant’sUsePersonal Injuries— of Platform
by Landlord.maintained

injuries, appears thatWhere, personal it the defendant was a land-an forin action
platformlord, steps a for in ofand the use commonoutsidewho maintained

building, plaintiff injured byparts and that the wasof theof differenttenants
tenants,passing it on a visit to one of theplatform while overin thea defect

particular day particular pur-aon a forexpress invitation to comemade on his
disturbed, using platformbe as he was theplaintiff will notpose, a verdict for the

right.in tenant’sthe

intrial theAt theTort, Superiorfor personal injuries.
J., forreturned a verdict theCourt, thebefore Blodgett, jury

whichtheand defendant exceptions, appearallegedplaintiff;
in the opinion.

jR. theforE. defendant.Raymond,
W. Hitch, for the plaintiff.R.
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far a host is liable to hishowTheJ.KíTOWLTOlT, question
whenof his he is visitedfor the unsafe condition premises,guest

or in a socialinvitation,an express implied, merely way,upon
or for isof not raisedconsiderations friendship pleasure,from

The assumed in favor ofbill of judgethis exceptions. .theby
of this is like ofthat the law Commonwealth thatdefendant

that,is in thewhere it held absence of neithertraps,England,
thethe rich are bound to conditions inthe nor changepoor

in order to furnishare to live for theirwhich accustomedthey
of safertheirfriends or recipients gratuitous hospitality,guests,

than have for themselvesor comfortablemore surroundings they
law on thisThe was some­and their families. English subject

in Hart v. 156 Mass. and in Plum­Cole, 475,478,consideredwhat
Dill, 426, but it is to in156 Mass. whether be followedmer v.

has never decided.this Commonwealth been
in this is different. aThe case The defendant wasquestion

who maintained outside and a for thelandlord steps platform
in common of of different of heruse tenants parts building.

was a defect in theThe whileinjured by platformplaintiff
tenants,on a visit one of the hisover it to made onpassing

on ainvitation to come for aparticular particularexpress day
of the defendant to theThe safekeep,duty platformpurpose.

for those under him,and out of thetenant,for the claiming grew
a ofIt was the contract that thecontract of part plat-hiring.

safe for the tenantshould be for use inform kept reasonably
his contractwith tenement. The included,connection impliedly

but the members hishimself, ofthe tenant andnot family,only
who andservants and use themight rightfully occupyhis agents

if,boarders andhim. It included in awith lodgers,tenement
tenement, such beof the receivedpersons mightuseproper

who,included all inIt connectionthe personsthere tenant.by
tenant,of the tenement theuse by might properly passthewith

of theunder the tenant andthe express authorityover platform
ofall such virtue her contractTo persons, byhisin right.

tenant, owed the same that shethe landlord owedthe dutywith
safe.to thetenant keep platform reasonablyto the personally,

notor have been liable to thewould wouldthe tenantWhether
from an unsafe of thereceived conditionfor an injuryplaintiff

hehe authorized theoccupied, plain-tenement which expressly
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in the of histiff to over the underrightsexerciseplatformpass
defendant,with defendant owed thecontract the and thethe

in ofthe which from contract favorarose thedutyplaintiff
of inwho were the tenant thethose by express authorityacting

302.v. 167 Mass.Zane,tenant’s Wilcoxright.
overruledExceptions

CompanySpecialty Daley.Michael R.Glass vs.

25, 1898 January 9,1899.Bristol. October

Holmes, Knowlton, Barker, Hammond,Field, J., &C.Present: JJ.

—— thePaymenta Debt inacceptContract to a Part WholeAgreement of for
Disputed Claim.Compromise of

payment bindingacceptagreement part a in for tlie whole is notto a of debtAn
byis made an instrument under seal.unless it

debt,dispute uncertainty about of a rule inis no or the amount theWhere there
compromise disputed unliquidatedregard claims ofto the of and the settlement

apply.claims does notand doubtful

ACT, infor sold and Trial thedelivered.Conte goods Supe-
found for theJ.,before whoCourt,rior without a jury, Dewey,

the the forand, at the of caseparties, reportedrequestplaintiff,
this If there evidence toof court. was war-the consideration

befor to fordefendant,the was enteredjudgmentrant a finding
to be for theentered forhim; otherwise, was plaintiffjudgment

cents, and fromdollars and interestfifty Februaryforty-three
sold de-the were and18, 1896, that the date when goodsbeing

inThe facts the opinion.appearlivered.
for thewith de-Cummings, Cummings him,)C. R. W.(,J.

fendant. ’
Pease, forA. the plaintiff.E.

Knowlton, The defendant owed the. J. plaintiff forty-eight
cents for sold and Onand delivered.thirty-three goodsdollars

he referred the mattera billof demanding payment,receipt
tothe a letter behis who wrote plaintiff purportingto attorney,

of defendant,him as the the toattorney offeringwritten by
in fulldebt This offer thecent of settlement.ten perpay the.


