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ValleyPage Railroad.v. The Contoocook

juror.of a ainterest in the result cause, disqualifiessmallestThe pecuniary

Appeal and selectmen,of commissionersthe decisionfrom
the out theto for Contoocookappellant layingawarding damages

across his land.Railroad,Valley
the Contoocook RailroadJune, 1850,20th ofthe ValleyOn
Railroadand Claremont entered into a contractand the Concord

in force trialcontract at the time of thewhich wasindenture,by
thisin 1850. itOctober, contract,this cause, By agreedof was

Claremont Railroad should run and manageandthat the Concord
net bethat the income of both roads shouldandroads, jointboth

the in con-them in to sumsproportion expendedbetweendivided
and each.structing completing

thethe trial of this cause it discoveredAfter by wasjury,
ofthe in thethat one of eleven shares stockownedjurors capital

; and,and ClaremontConcord Railroad on this thethe ground,
to set aside themoved verdict.appellant

andSmith for theMorrison, appellant.

Peaslee and Pierce forGeorge, Minot, the appellees.$

J. the contract the twoBy between roads thePerley, net
ofincome both to bewas divided in to theproportion cost of

each. 'The sums to would bepaid land-owners of thepart ex-
of andpense constructing the roads.completing Under this

in thebargain, Concord andstockholders Claremont road would
be interested to thekeep land-damages the otherpaid by road,
as as because,low on apossible, division of theprofits, lower the

theland-damages paid Contoocookby theroad, smallerValley
would be the amount taken that theroad from commonby fund,
out of which dividends be made to thewould stockholders in the

roads.two
The whojuror, owned stock in the Concord and Claremont

road, was, therefore, by virtue of this contract, interesteddirectly
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the result of the hein which assisted to Hiscause, interesttry.
in andamount, not haveprobably very triflingwas influencedmay

at all on the ofhis But thequestionjudgment damages. princi­
settled,is that even the smallest,wellextremely any,ple degree

interest in the is aof decisivequestion pending, to aobjection
3Braddock, 1856;Hesketh v. Burrows, Hawkes v. Ken­juror.

464;7 Mass. v. 2 194.eck,neb­ Johns.Stoddard,Wood
notAs this to the untilwas known afterobjection appellant

itreturned,the verdict notwas was tobywaived proceeding
trial without challenge.

The verdict must be andaside,set
A trialnew granted.


