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which,57, is,L., thatc. s. aplainlyas 12),justice requires” (G.
of taxable estateall other owners inin common withpetitioner,

town, of histax on the fair value andhis shall a property;pay
befor abatement willtherefore granted uponapplications strictly

;Boardman,v. 58 N. H. 580 Car­Edesequitable principles only.
Dalton, 616, 617,v. N. H. and cases cited. The58 plain­penter

better in this fortiff can stand no proceeding, equitycertainly
from hishe should not be relievedthat proportionaterequires

burden of taxation at the of theshare of the common expense
this be thein That would result ofother Meredith.tax-payers

obvious; ofthe but such consid­bill irrespectivesustaining anyis
eration, for ait must be dismissed totalupon general principles

defectsof of the technicalwant All beingequity. alleged purely
to the he has no realand in no injurious plaintiff, groundway

whatever;of and therefore he must be tocomplaint permitted
land, unless he chooses totake the risk of his redeem itlosing by

him,to and the ofthe of the taxes allotted theirexpensepayment
collection.

bill, is,theThere is also another for whichdismissingground
that it is to thea of a taxpaymentpractically proceeding prevent

which courts of not assumewill toinjunction,by equity ordinarily
do, Portsmouth,and never like this. Bank v.in a case Savings

375;Concord, Howland,Brown 56 N. H. Brooksv.v. 58supra;
N. H. 100.

Bill dismissed.

Smith, J., did not sit: the others concurred.

CARROLL.

Phelps Stillings.v.

The inprice stipulated an agreement for the sale of land is one of the
essentials of the contract to be stated in the memorandumnecessary

the statue ofrequired by frauds

Assumpsit, on fora count for the breach of anspecial damages
to land to the theagreement and on commonconvey plaintiff,

counts for inreceived the defendant from themoney by plaintiff
land,for the and for labor materialspart andpayment performed

furnished in fence of on theand a housebuilding making repairs
same land. Pacts afound referee. The defendantby orally

$175,to sell the a of inagreed land for to beplaintiff piece paid
$20instalments of each. The claimed themonthly writing by

to be aplaintiff memorandum of the contained noagreement
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time ofallusion to the or The did notplaintiffprice payment.
land,the but abandoned the went tomake stipulated payments,

Massachusetts, and abandoned the contract. The de-apparently
fault,in no but been tofendant hisbeing having ready perform

time,forand from the anothing plaintiff longagreement, hearing
hissold the land to another four afterperson years agreement

There are no facts from whichwas made with the aplaintiff.
theof the defendant to can be im-promise pay plaintiff anything

plied.

Quarles, for the plaintiff.

Weeks,for the defendant.

Dob, ofThe was one of the essentials theC. J. agreed price
necessary Fr.,contract to be stated in the memorandum. Bro. St.

376.■8.

theJudgment for defendant.

Blodg-btt, J., did not others concurred.sit: the

Taylor v. Gilman.

trial of anEvidence that a to bribe a on theattempted juror,party
action, a trial of the same action.is oncompetent subsquent

In a the that hesurety note,a suit to recover of a on hasupon ground
himconveyancefor to of the land thepaid signing by princi-been of

that the land had been to anotherpreviously conveyedevidencepal,
is competent.

Assumpsit, on a The case was heard anote. byoriginally
referee, It then tried thewho found for the defendant. was by

reviewed,who The defendant thenfound for thejury, plaintiff.
term, 1880, not com-and a trial was at the October but wasbegun

bribetoreason of an theby attempt by plaintiffpleted, alleged
witness;one of the the last trial the was aOn plaintiffjurors.

and, the defendant was allowedto thesubject exception,plaintiff’s
if, term, theto one ofto him at the he did notask October say

“ me, I willIf will favorjurors, satisfy you.”you
towasto the one Smart permittedSubject plaintiff’s exception,

1880,term, wasat the andthat he was a October ap-testify juror
substance, if hehim, in thatthe who said toproached plaintiff,by

case, him, makeand favor he wouldshould be drawn on his would
it him.withright


