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Tbe list of non-resident separately signed bytaxes must be the selectmen
when ;committed to the collector for collection and it is not sufficient
that it be specially accompa-referred to in the to the collectorwarrant
nying it.

opWeit in tbeENTRY, to recover number nineteenlot
first in TheJefferson. the issue.Plea,range general

anddefendant a deedclaimed this lot under collector’s
sale for and in evidencetaxes, other offeredamong things
the madenon-resident list of for which was1851,Jefferson
out and delivered the thatto the collector selectmen ofby

“town. It thus: List of non-resident inventorybegins
for 1852.” Then a landsfollows list of the non-resident
in and num-Jefferson, suit;them is the lot in theamong
bers theof and and taxeslots, acres, the valuationranges,
all in aThe list isbeing containedproperly designated.
small memorandum written sixbook, onbeing pages
thereof. After one is thelist,blank thefollowingpage,

the usualwarrant for collection of which is in thetaxes,
the ofform, selectmen, directed to the collectorsigned by

said him “to and collect of thetown, commanding levy
several named in the non-resident list herewithpersons
committed to the taxes in setsaid list theiryou against

andnames numbers of the same a list oflots, thebeing
taxes,assessment of the and schoolState, town,county,
unim-1852,and school-house the thetaxes, for uponyear

ofand lands of non-residents in the townproved improved
the selectmen of said town.”Jefferson, by undersigned

It was that if the list aforesaid was not sufficientlyagreed
within the statute,of the thensigned, meaning judgment

should renderedbe for the otherwise the caseplaintiff;
should be discharged.
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G. C. for the’Williams, plaintiff.

Benton defendant.Bay, for the£

andfirst second sections ofFowler, chapterJ. theBy
Statutes,46 of the Laws it isRevised provided(Comp. 127,)

a assessedthat the selectmen shall make list of the taxes
un-town,the real estate not in theon of residentpersons

hands,der their shall to the collectorwhich be delivered
on or before the thirtieth ofday May annually.

held, hawk,TJnder these Spar­it was in v.provisions Chase
22 134,N. H. non-residentthat it was essential that the

Intax list should be the selectmen.byseparately signed
v. 24 H. it decided that theThompson 237,N. wasCurrier,

list be so in thereferred to warrantmight accompanying
as to theit, with its bydispense being separately signed

doc­Randlett, 28 the485,In v. N. H.selectmen. Gordon
-inreaffirmed; and Cass v.v. wasof Sparhawktrine Chase

term, 1856, butdecided this DecemberBellows, in county,
consideredit held that the law must bewasnot reported,

a tax list must besettled, that separatelyas non-resident
the selectmen.signed by

the list tothe rulewhole, therefore,the requiringUpon
in accordancethe selectmen beingbe signed byseparately

that thethe wheneverwith principle,generally recognized
the ofto upon validity proceedingstitle property depends

and literal with thosestatute,a a strictunder compliance
have no inshown,must be we hesitation sayingprovisions

thenon-resident tax lists must bethat separately signed by
it isthe and thatcollectors,when toselectmen committed

to,referredsufficient that be howeverthey particular-not
handsin the warrants them under theaccompanyingly,

seals theof selectmen.and
themust, therefore,There be for plaintiff.judgment


