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ofand The suchdifficult determinationnecessitycomplicated.
often renderor useless andwouldinvestigation very utterly

thethe as means ofimpracticable remedy provided securing
abundant thetown,to the forby affording opportunityindemnity

it could to.of before be resortedlongthe offenderescape
entertain no doubt that thewhole, therefore,the weUpon

a bastard and liablechild,a withpregnanttown wherein woman
her home,and has isto become a lawbydwellscounty pauper,

ofchild,for the of such theliable maintenance meaningwithin
and ninth sections of theseventh,the fifth, eighth sixty-eighth

the Revised and so authorized andStatutes,of empow-chapter
made,the mother or andin case abandon whenered, neglect

thea againstrefuse to make and complaint putativeprosecute,
forto institute suchfather, prosecute complaint,themselves and

againstfull and complete indemnitythe of obtainingpurpose
such liability.

statute,the theconstruction ofUnder this of theview proper
in thethePleas,of the Common dismissing complaintjudgment

thereto are sus-and thecase, erroneous, exceptionswaspresent
be and thetherefore, vacated,tained. The must,judgment

for in that court.stand trialcomplaint
vacated.judgmentExceptions sustained —

Harris,v.Hartwell Appellant.

judgment,plaintiff, he recovers apeace, the ifjusticea of theappeal fromOn
costs, may-in the abovethough amount recovered courtthefullentitled tois

justice.before thethan was recoveredbe less

aof the judg-before a peace,justicethis action, broughtIn
cents,dollarsfor six twofor the plaintiffrenderedment was

for costs.anddamages,
a wasPleas,Common judgmentthe Court oftoUpon appeal
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cents; anddollars,for forty-sixfor the tworendered plaintiff,
it thatdefendant,of adjudgedmotion the wasthereupon, upon

theuponof thethe entitled to costs proceedingsdefendant is
is entitledthat theas andthe party,- plaintiffappeal, prevailing

before theof appeal.to recover his costs proceedings
the to thisA bill of plaintiff judgment,was byfiledexceptions

and the court.allowed by

defendant.for theWestgate,

J. for theS. Bryant, plaintiff.

of theof from hasBell, peaceJ. The right justicesappeal
athe Constitutionfavored,been because guarantees rightalways

in nocan be had otherof trial in such cases, whichby jury
Statutes, 175,the Kevisedmode than (chap.by appeal. By

“ in on con-the action foundedsec. If11,) anyplaintiff appeal
amountto a thandamagesand shall not recovertract, greater

the shall recover histhe defendantawarded by justice,were
is no other statute on thecosts on such There subject,appeal.”

“the that costs the event offollowgeneral provisionexcept
theaction and unless directed lawotherwiseevery bypetition,

the court.”or by
rule is not attendedof the necessarilyThe generalapplication

ifor inconvenience. The plaintiff,hardshipany peculiarwith
of hishis remitit, always parthe thinks case requires anymay

claim;of his and the defendantpartor strike out anydamages,
is inthe claim to controversy, bywhat reallynarrowmay always

of aor a confession judgment;of into court, bymoneypayment
not that itis it is unreasonabledone,if of theseand neither

the is notthat the uponbe understood question appealshould
recovered,shoulda less amount be butorgreaterwhether

if heIn case theis due. such plaintiff,any thingwhether
defendantthe and the isrecovers is prevailing party,any thing,

theto be he defeatsas whereregarded wholeprevailing only
claim.
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think the renderedthese iswe judgmentviews belowUpon
and a renderedreversed,and must be forerroneous, judgment

his before and afterthe for costs the and for hisappeal,plaintiff
costs of this proceeding.

Deming.Scruton & v.Hand

The a wit in a case where plaintiffs,indorsement of there are two one of
not,the sufficient,whom a citizen this and other isis of State is if bymade

party anyany and in would render itform which sufficient if plaintiffsboth
ofwere citizens the State.

required statute,a byIf writ not manneris indorsed in the the appearsand this
upon inspection writ, may quashedan beof the it anyon motion. If fact is

insufficient,necessary to make the indorsement which does not appear upon
itself, by plea.the writ it must be set forth

The are in thedescribed writ asplaintiffs Charles S. Scruton,
“inof saidBath, (of andcounty, Grafton) John Hand, of

Peacham, in the Caledonia,of incounty the State of Vermont,
and businesspartners under the nameyeomen, doing of Scruton

“& Hand.” The :is indorsed &writ Scruton Hand : theirBy
A. P. The defendant movedattorney, Carpenter.” thethat

;be for aof indorser andquashedwrit want inproper support
motionof the offered the of G.testimony W. Chamberlain to

that the Scruton,the facts neverplaintiff, had his residence in
that his domicil inbut theBath, was in State ofNewbury, Ver-

mont.
The to deniedmotion the andcourt,was thequash by defend-

ant excepted.

for theHibbard, defendant, itthatargued as fromappeared
the that Hand annot inhabitantwrit was of the State, and from


