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v. Pierce &Chesley Sawyer.

This act seem to indicate the intention ofwould quite clearly
the to the thestockholders in this onLegislature place respect

ofground partners.
This is filedlist, which the is the benefit ofclerk,with town for

those deal thewho with it to seeresort tocompany. They may
are the stockholders,who that the better whetherthey knowmay

not;to trust the or and it thatcorporation is the names they
find there to credit,which and not those thatthey give may
have been there a or be there a after.before,year may year

And the terms of the itby act, also, is thoseexpress whose
names are then there are liable for debts contracted,who then

not debts ;and for contracted thereafter and those subse-who
become members are not liable thequently for debts previously

contracted.
As the decision of this in the case to the founda-point goes

oftion the of it unne-have foundplaintiff’s right recovery, we
thecessary to examine other questions.

theto of in theAccording the asagreement parties, expressed
order of transfer, there must be

theJudgment for defendants.

Whitney.Fox v.

for costs follow the event ofmandamus,In the suit.petitions

on a for anWhere, alternativemandamus, mandamus and be-petition issued,
the returnfore thereof the with theday order, but notpetitionee complied

within the therein subjectedtheperiod was to de-specified, whereby petitioner
—and in another althoughcourtlay the failureexpense held, that, to comply

with the order was in of theseasonably of the thecontempt court,authority
incosts of the anotherdelay tribunal could not be added to the costs of the

proceedings theon for mandamus.petition

porPetition a toMandamus, thecompel to fur-petitionee
nish the petitioner with of certaincopies records made theby
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Whitney.Fox v.

theas of the for of Hillsbo-justicepetitionee, peace county
Atfiled 1855. that term an man-term, alternativeJulyrough,

the' to furnish thedamus issued, commanding petitionee peti-
thehis desired before the fourthtioner, or attorneys, copies,with

1855, his fees therefor firstOctober,of legal beingTuesday
tendered,or and to at this term and causeshowpaid appear why

or them.not, not,he had did furnish This servedwrit was duly
the on the 29th of and his1855,upon petitionee September,

thefees for tendered. The failed to atcopies petitionee appear
the and defaulted. Theterm, desiredpresent was werecopies

thefurnished to the but not theofattorneys withinpetitioner,
time in the order, reason of their not sospecified and, by being

the to hisfurnished, was suit in thepetitioner compelled permit
Pleas to be continued,Common him tosubjectingthereby delay

and The then moved' for costs of theexpense. petitioner delay
in the court and in thebelow, for costs here.proceedings

B. for theWadleigh,Gr. petitioner.

Fowler, J. ofsection theBy 1, of191, Revisedchapter
“it isStatutes, that costs shall theprovided follow event of

oraction unlesspetition, directedevery otherwise orby bylaw
the court.” We are not that ofaware writs mandamus are, by

or generalfrom thepractice,law and see noexcepted rule, good
the bereason shouldwhy from itspetitionee exempted operation.

But there is no or thisground, apparent suggested, upon which
court can the the costs ofallow in the courtpetitioner any delay

occasioned thebelow, ofby petitionee’s The costsneglect duty.
there are thewithin discretion of that andcourt, ourbeyond
control. The to theneglect order in con-petitionee’s obey was

of the of this andcourt, for it hetempt process might, perhaps,
be fine, it deemedby were topunished theexpedient adopt

for As,that itproper proceedings however,purpose. appears
that the desired has been at notattained,object length though

the theperiod order,within in and there is nospecified sugges-
vol. xxxh. 27
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Lakeman v. Moore.

think theof for for wecontempt,any application process\tion
his aris-execution for costsandshould have judgmentpetitioner
bethat further thereuponin the andhere, proceedingssuiting

stayed.

Robert Moore.Lakeman v.John

Statutes,1, repealthe26, is declared that of achapter Revised itBy section
done, right acquired, accruing, anyorany act or oraffectstatute shall not

repealanyin civil case before the takeshad or commencedproceedingsuit or
147, proposed marriage4, requires partiesthe to a tochaptereffect. Section

chapter gives12 the samepublished, and section ofto betheir intentioncause
personsjoining marriageinmagistrate with-against minister orpenaltya the

publication. By Julythe act ofsuchthe town clerk ofa certificate fromout
are,4, parts acts with that act14, 1854, and of inconsistentall actssection

required cause notice of their inten-terms, parties are torepealed. Thein
office, prescribed join-penaltyand a is forclerk’sfiled in the towntions to be

marriage a from the town clerk that noticecertificatepersons in withouting
effect,repeal penaltyfor abrought after the tooka suitfiled. Inhas been so

— held,12, repealed,that section 12 wasprior theretosectionunderincurred
act, repealthe was to berepealing but that limitedthebeing repugnant toas

26, 1,chapter inprovision of section theby theoperation, virtue ofitsin
pen-saving of alla clauserepealing act had containedif themanner assame

incurred.previouslyalties

in the theofthe case sufficiently appear opinioninThe facts

court.

theforWadleigh, plaintiff.B.Gf. ¿f

defendant.theforA. Sawyer,W.

delivered bythe courtof wasThe opinion
the defendant,debtaction of againstis anJ. ThisSawyer,

the sec.byprescribedto recover penaltytheof peace,a justice
in afor marriageStatutes, joining147, Revised12, chapter


