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Woods IfBut the act such thequire. provision.contains no
v.

contends,forconstruction which the is the.petitionerComp,N. M.
construction, the to allmustcorporation paytrue who

demand,maywhat to or betheyare beinjured disposed
in term of thisprocess every case, everyliable to this at

manifestlyin iscounty.court this a constructionSuch
calculated to theto be too vexatious and inconvenient

andadmitted,to becorporation strong cogentwithout
find,not wereasons we doto it. Suchsupport reasons

have, therefore, construc-no hesitation in rejecting that
tion.

JosephWhite versusElizabeth White.

divorce, husband,A wife filed libel for a on the that thegrounda ofbeing
ability, any provis-had neglected years togethersufficient for to makefive

support.ion her it not appearingfor But on the face of the libel where
solemnized,marriagethe was nor that the hadhusband ever been an in-

stale,this the court take cognizancehabitant of refused to of the cause.

aa forlibel divorce. The libellantwasThis alleged,
June, 1818, unmarried,17tli sole andon the beingthat

Portsmouth,Cotton,Elizabeth of in theand called coun-
she was inlawfullyof Rockingham, joinedty marriage,

Dean,Paul White :JosephReverend with thattheby
times,allat since their asintermarriage,hadshe
the saidaforesaid, a faithful andJosephtreated in affec-

manner, and in all andrespects observed kept thetionate
Yet the said Joseph,covenant. whollymarriage regard-

vows, hath for the last five to-marriage yearsof hisless
and absented himself from thewholly willinglygether

for herany provision supportwithoutpetitioner, making
maintenance, been inalthough alwaysit bah hisand

athatpraysso to do. Wherefore she divorcepower
matrimonythe of decreed.may<rom bebond
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WhiteJlbbott, the ..for libellant.
bethe in this case cannot sustain-court. The libelBy White.

Ited. is that the solemnizednot wasmarriagealleged
in or the atstate, anythis that husband has time resided

then,founded,here. complaintwell the ofHowever
fact,the inmaylibellant be it is clear that have nowe

power divorce,to decree a there not being enough alleged
in the libel to the cause withinbring the ofjurisdiction,
this court.

Every libel for a todivorce state withought certainty
the where theplace was solemnized. We domarriage
not saymean to that a divorce for the cause stated in
this libel case,can be decreed in no thewhen marriage
has not been insolemnized this state. But if it can be
decreed in itany case,such must be where both the par-
ties after the marriage state,become inhabitants of this

wife,and where least,the at has tocontinued reside
here the time theduring husband has toneglected make
provision for her support.

Libeldismissed.

Polly Favor versus Jonathan Philbrick.

afavor of in a inAfter a verdict in cause the court ofplaintiff, common pleas,
athe new trialdefendant moved and also in arrest of judgmentfor ; and

was arrested. A ofjudgment writ error was then inbrought this court,
and the order of arrest reversed. It was held thethat record might be

toremitted the court of common with directions to enterpleas, judgment
justicetrial,or a newgrantverdict,on the as might seem to require.

judgmenta theBut when ofgeneral,in common is reversed,pleas this court
judgment oughtthe which to haverenders been rendered there.

a ofThis was to thewrit error court of eomraon pleas.
The in errorplaintiff anbrought action of inassumpsit

pleas,the common and aobtained verdict, thebut court
thearrested judgment. The cause was byherebrought


