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Original,
No. 6297.

GodfreyCutler

v.

Godfrey.Doris Q.

29, 1971.July

Shaw, theRobert for plaintiff.

for theCharles defendant.Griffin,J.

is a for relief in theThis petition extraordinaryPer curiam.

RSA 490:4 filed in this courtnature of mandamus topursuant
toof the court. Priorto obtain the release funds held superiorby

werethe below thethe initiation of parties partnersproceedings
1971,in Inin a Beach. plain-business enterprise Hampton April,

in andtiff filed a court forsuperior partition appointmentpetition
the to submitof a The Court orderedreceiver. (King, ) partiesJ.

business,the and failure ofsealed bids for the ofpurchase upon
$45,200bid,a wassubmit the defendant’s bid ofthe toplaintiff

to transfer his titleThe court ordered theaccepted. right,plaintiff
thebusiness the defendant ofand interest in the to upon payment

court, and isto thebalance of the suspendingpurchase price
the thetransfer.distribution until completes Althoughplaintiff

heto the court’shas taken steps rulings, bringsappealplaintiff
of the fundsrelief to obtain releasethis forpetition extraordinary

the order himthat court’shis deprivesappeal, arguingpending
if he com-use of his and thatbeneficial and profitof any capital
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“ ”he histhe transfer waives to appeal.pletes right
thisThere is in that interestsno indication case the plaintiff’s

thewill not be fully protected through ordinary appellate process;
is an which isMandamus extraordinary remedy granted only

the andwhen there is clear and to relief requestedapparent right
relief is v. Man­when no other available. Boisadequate City of

5,chester, A.2d 612 This court will not104 N.H. 177 (1962).
interfere with the of unless there is aordinary process appeal

Court,v. 109case ofclear Hillsboroughnecessity. Superior
333, 251 A.2d 325N.H. ).(1969­

Petition dismissed.

Strafford,
No. 6312.

Richard LaChanceQ.

v.

MayorGeorge,D. etBert al.

10, 1971.September

B. and for thebriefPaul Urion ( by orally) plaintiff.

the defendants.brief and forArthur W. Hoover orally )( by

briefs sub-After oral and written werePer curiam. arguments
the court the afternoon ofat a in onsuprememitted hearing

10, 1971, the issued the orders:court followingFriday, September
onthe of Rochester shall heldelection for cityThe beprimary

14, Further1971 as scheduled.originallyTuesday, September
that isvoters or before that date for electionof onregistration

prohibited.

So ordered.


