OPINION.

Bad taksn plage to terminate the leasencld title
of ﬁb Fevarsion was substituted as purchaser, he weat into possession;
ANd, unGer the Gecisions of owr Court of Appeals in the cases of

s Dut after the owner

GO0k ¥8. Brice, 20 Md., page 397, and of
m ¥8. Tappe & F!!y, 60 Jd., page 317,

o

m*‘ of the leasehold having defaulted in payment of the rent, and
of the reversion being in possession, the term was thereby ane

m Was, I believe, the result contemplated by the Act of

fﬂc " Therefore, if the title was divented at the time of
iSion of the sale, or if it was divested Dy the execu-
5 s in either event the surplus would be payable to Mr.
m Bad possession of the full fee-simple title. This
’ be the logical conclusion which must be reached from
d; dut lt 19 evident that the matter is invelved in a
account of the appareat absence of decisions
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 money ‘between the swner of the leasehold and

! -:m- persons entitled to the surplus, thea I

sntitled to the eatire balance of the

Naw under which the owner of The




