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anddates amounts of the thenotes are so that sum duegiven,
on them could be ascertained. iterroneous,If the beaccount

incontains, to initself, enough show errors havewhat particulars
cast;been committed. If the interest is not if thecorrectly

for the and for the sum ofcharges mortgage andrecording,
stated$>500, as before are not due theadvanced, mortgage,upon

the enumeration of them does not mislead Itone. notany was
the theintention of such an account bestatute, that should omni

but that a reasonablemajor, only ofexceplione degree accuracy
should be in oursuch,and has been attainedrequired; opinion,
in this case.

on the verdict.Judgment
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The selectmen a not be neglecting,of town are liable to indicted for petition,on
site, designated,a to accordingto remove school-house a-new statute,to the

by report committee, district, purchaseof a unless the by otherwise,or had
placerightobtained the to the school-house on newthe site.

“theIndictment, selectmen of the ofagainst town Salem.
The indictment on thethat, 15th ofalleged day May, 1847,

there numbered sevenwas a school-district in Salem, with a
therein the district;school-house established by and on that

in the districtvoters thelegal petitionedday, sundry selectmen
thatstatingfor the time werebeing, they aggrieved the loca-by

selectmen to;tion and the apraying appoint committee to
the 23d&c.; on ofexamine, that, November,day the1847,

to examinea committee andselectmen on theappointed report
theon 6th ofcommittee,thelocation, December,and reported

be ;to thatthe location inought changedthat theirwriting,in
and described .thelocation,a theselected asspottheyreport

Thom; the districtthat andneglectedof Williamproperty
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location; andto the to the aboverefused remove school-house
the dis-inthe 1849,19th of votersMarch, legalon sundryday

the above proceed-trict the forthdefendants, settingpetitioned
to bethe school-houseand the to causeings, defendantspraying
com-theand recommended byremoved on the locationplaced
suchthem inand conferred onto exercise themittee, powers

school-house,; thecases the defendants have never removedyet
to do.refused sobut have andneglected
the indictment.The defendants moved to quash

beenhaveit the land alleged'to1. Because appears,-that
thenotsaiddesignated lot,committee for a school-house' wasby

ofthe oneof said wasschool-district, but propertyproperty
Thom.William

said lot had2. Because it ofnot that the ownerdoes appear
or thatrefused to sell the any peti-same at a reasonable price,

the ahad been to out same astion made to the selectmen lay
lot.school

the had8. Because it does not that selectmen authorityappear
it lot.the onschool-house,remove and saidto place

Solicitor, for the State.Hatch, County

the defendants.forFrench,

inJ. The made indictment againstthiscomplaintPerley,

is, that, selectmen didSalem,defendants of notbeingthe they
the school-house in in thatseven, town,district numberremove

ofthe the committee theirin Decem-designated by reportto spot
6,1847.ber

that the land fixed theshows,That committeereport upon by
of the school-house tofor site then Williambelongedthe new

nothere are indictment,and theThom; allegations in which
underdistrict,the thethat by by appraisementshow purchase,

the tohad therightor in otherstatute, acquired placeany way,
that Nor indictment thaton does the showspot.school-house

the or of that thedefault theneglect defendants,it throughwas
no allegationfailed to obtain There isright.district had that
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of to the themdefendants, to out theany petition requesting lay
and the andlot suchdamages; without hadpetitionappraise they

to outno under statute and Rev. Statllayauthority appraise.
71,ch. 7.§

thedefendants could not school-houseplaceThe the landupon
a him.Thom,of William without on Thecommitting trespass

indictment does not them to have been ofshow ne-guilty any
of official betheir and mustglect quashed.duty,


