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double,case has its defects.The It isin thisreplication
Houston,when itverification,and toconcludes with a have con-ought

Buteluded to these are defectsthe in formcountry. only,
1and the Chitt. PI. 647,are cured 540.rejoinder.by

Judgment thefor Plaintiff.

HOUSTON.ISAACHARDYvs.DANIEL
signeddrew andhighway,of andWhere the selectmen a town laid out a anup ac-

count town clerk —it was helddoings lodgedof their and it the that suchwith
recorded,town,account found on the files of otherwise wasthe but not sufficient

laying highway.ofevidence the out of the

This clausumwas an action of infregit,trespass quare
which thethe whether locusended in an issue inpleadings quo
was a public highway.

term,The 1820.cause was tried here at The locusMay
in was in toHanover,in in this and orderquo provecounty,
it to be a defendant athe producedpublic paper,highway,
found the to the town in the townamong papers belonging

selectmen,office,clerk’s theand asigned containingby
out in 1795.of a in that town To the ad-laying highway
of this theevidence,mission in counsel ob-paper plaintiffs
and that itcontended to have beenought recorded,jected,

a but;of the record itand admittedcopy produced bywas
court, and athe the returned verdict injury having favor of
defendant,the the counsel moved for a newplaintiff’s trial,

on the that the wassaidground paper admittedimproperly
in evidence to the jury.

J. Smith, for the contended that it wasplaintiff, essential
to the of a out of avalidity laying selectmen,highway by
that betheir should ;recorded that the stat-doings although
ute did not in terms makeexpress recording necessary, yet

“it did so itfor declaresby implication, thatstrong no road
“ shall be returned and for therecorded benefit of individuals
“ unless theonly, done the owners ofdamage to the land, &c.

0) i N. H.andpaid.’Yl)“be ascertained a '\ Laws 385
If itthen be essential to the of the of thevalidity doings

selectmen bethat a of thethey recorded, record wascopy
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Hardy to ofthe out theprovethe admissible evidence layingonly
,..Houston. highway.

We no thedoubt that of-the Court. entertain paperBy
to tothe defendant wasfered competent testimony goby
thatThe statute does not therequirethe expresslyjury.

bein out a road shouldthe selectmenofdoings laying
recorded.

of thein thestrohowever,It is, implied languagengly
it recorded. Butdoubt that must bewe have nostatute, and

arewhen the of the selectmenthatwe are of doingsopinion
wellfile, areclerk and onthe town theyreturned to put

statute.the of the Therewithinrecorded meaningenough
must be

on the verdict.Judgment

GOSPELvs. JEHUTHEFOR PROPAGATINGSOCIETY
YOUNG.

isgeneralthe Issuesue a and pleaded, they mayas corporation,Where plaintiffs
tostill be their incorporation.required prove

acknowledged orestate, need not berealof tounless conveyA attorney,power
recorded.

meetinga wasthatslightfrom circumstancesjury proprietarypresume,A may
has beenintervening of timeconvened, twenty years.when the lapseduly

misnamed, if,them bethoughland, one ofamong yetofa proprietorsIn partition
share,thehe entitled to recoverproceedings, identified,be isthe he canfrom all

him.to been intended forwhich seems have
aand takenames, have,beside their true by,individual or maycorporation,An

ofname reputation.
when notin aof adecide, whether thejury partition,partyA must description

theforrepugnant, was intended demandant.

6, in the 11thlot No. range,a writ of forThis was entry
was commencedactionConcord, Thein thisin county.

on theircounted1809, the demandants29th, andDecember
atenant dis-The pleadedown seisin within thirty years.

disseizedand neverundividedas to one-seventiethclaimer
to the residue.as

term, J819, the demandantsNovemberhere,the trialAt
; and as evidenceto their incorporationwere proverequired

to officialbe anwhichit offered aof writing, purportedthey
atocharter, it was sworn be true byand copyoi theircopy

TheHall,a it with thewho had comparedMr. original.


