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”“ Co.,be v. 2employé may susceptible (see Gurney Railway
453, 99,Y.N. Ct. & v. 127 Mass.WilsonSuprm. (T. C.) Gray,

Morris,v. 58 N. Y. United States 14v.Gurney 371;Railway,
in thePet. the sense which it in this statuteused475), legislature

is the ofascertained familiar rule ofthereadily by application
construction, that where followwordsstatutory general particular

ones, are to construed asbe to or ofthey applicable thingspersons
the same character or class with Forthosegeneral specified.

see,illustration, authorities,other v.St. 49Louisamong Laughlin,
559, Whitnash, 596, Reed,Mo. Rex v. B. &7 C. 28v.Reg. Eng.

133,L. Bath,& State v. Mc­ 21 496,Wis. v. 35Eq. Garry, Corey
538, Emerson,N. H. and Somers v. 58 N. The additionH. 49.

of the term after “clerk” and “cashier”general “employé”
rule; besides,this case thewithin it mustand bebrings exactly

borne in mind if thethat had tointended include alllegislature
there no towas occasion make enumeration whatever.employés, any

considerations,These and the further one confer-that statutes
construed,are to bering exemptions make itstrictly entirely plain,

in our thethat in must be confinedtoopinion, exemption question
statute,the named in the and to others of a likespecific employés

follows,class or and it of course both from the naturedescription;
of his officeand the character of his anthatemployment, attorney

law, such,at as is not andejusdem generis, does not answer the
limitation.

And if this construction additionalrequired we think itsupport,
be found in the causeof themight Bank v.probable (seeexemption

Railroad, 58 N. H. and its manifest104) as well as in theobject,
fact that a construction would effect so radical acontrary change
in established ofthe attachmentlong process foreign that it would

be for ;available the attachment ofpractically whereas-wages only
the decided of our modern hastendency been tolegislation in-
crease and facilitate the of from theexemption wages ofoperation
that in other itwhile hasprocess, beenrespects andenlarged
extended.

Trustee chargeable.
Stanley, J., thedid not sit: others concurred.

County TelephoneCheshire Co. v. The State.

A tax cannot lawfully be assessed against the ofproperty a corporation
when the stock of the corporation is at the same time taxed to its
owners.

Petition, for the abatement of a tax assessed theby state
board of under 15,the act ofequalization, 1883.September



v. THE [Cheshire,CO. STATE.TELEPHONE168

Faulkner, for theBatchelder plaintiffs.8f

Cfeneral, state.for theThe Attorney*

Cabpenteb, 1883,the stock wasIn capitalJ. plaintiffs’April,
1,1883,for theto the owners Apriltaxed year beginninglawfully

L., 57,31, c. s. under theMarch 1884 1), provi­and (Gf.ending
5,53, 5, 54,Laws, c. s. which stocke. s. and requireofsions Gen.

state, and rail­within the manufacturingin all exceptcorporations
in theto the owners thereof townsto be taxedroad corporations,

state,reside, to each inin this otherwiseif corporationwhere they
business.officeor of Theit its placethe town where has principal

15, 1883. Anothertoassessed were Septembertaxes priorpaid
could notfor the same beand periodfor the sametax purposes

or Taxationstockthe property.capitalupon plaintiffs’imposed
the whichand also ofstock of propertyof the corporationscapital

427;v. 9 N. H.Smithis taxation. Burley,it doublerepresents,
;398; N.Nashua, Milford,v. 54 H. 406Kimballv. 46 N. H.Bank

563; Dover,v.Manchester, N. H. Robinson 5958v.Morrison
Co.,521; 60 N. H. 219.v.StateN. H. Express

1883, c.15, that1883 110), providesact of (LawsThe Sept.
“ or businessdoingcompany, personcorporation,telephoneEvery

tax, near as be instate, annual asthis shall an may pro-within pay
state,the onof other throughoutto the taxation propertyportion

or workedor lines owned suchline byofthe value any telephone
state,this allwithinor includingpersoncompany,corporation,

transmitters, batteries,wires, insulators, instru-telephones,poles,
furniture, andments, office fixturesre-telephonic apparatus,

theto at itsof propertythe state board appraiseequalizationquires
or atvalue, such theto assess company, person,actual corporation,

state,theof other andof taxation throughoutrate propertyaverage
state treasurerthe assessment to the by Septem-andto make certify
on or before October 30.30; tax shall beand that theber paid

effect itstook passage.The act upon
both the stock and thenot intend thatdid prop-The legislature

must betaxed. The statute con-it should bebyrepresentederty
time of itsthe state of the law at thereference to pass-withstrued

Arlin, Ever since 1842 selectmenN. H. 129.v. 27Stateage.
stock, asfrom the value ofto deduct appraisedbeenhave required

of estate of the cor-taxation, of the valuea anyfor just proportion
taxed, evidence thereofsatisfactoryotherwise uponlegallyporation

K,. 1;St., 52, L.,S., 1; 56,c.42, c. s. G.c. s. Gen.oath.under
a sothe toof change policy obviouslys. 1. A legislaturepurpose

becannotfor so presumed. Byand maintained many years,just,
law, is taxableof the stock inletter" telegraph companiesthe strict

5,Laws, 53, under Gen.and also theirc. s. propertyGen.under
14, 15; intended to be and areLaws, 62, both were notc. ss. yet

not taxed.
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7, 1827,the act of the estate ofallJuly any manufacturingBy
in the townto be taxed to thewascorporation required corporation

4,1833,where such estate was situated. The act of pro­January
“ funds,in thevided that all stocks or securities turnpikepublic

shares, and all stock in shouldother orcorporation company,”any
taxed to the this was broadbe owners. clause enoughAlthough

ofto include shares in tax­subjectsasmanufacturing corporations
theto the of theation owners if such was the intention legislature,

“ such inten­court said it thatthat could not for a moment suppose
existed, valuetion for a of the shares at theirtaxation appraised

in once to the cor­would fact be a double taxation of the property,
which beand to the would unjust, op­poration again corporators,

unconstitutional,” of the stockand and held that taxationpressive,
423,not authorized v.was the statute. Smith Burley, supra,by

isand broad427. a statute affects theThough remedy only,
transactions,in not be heldterms to cover it willenough ap­past

to it should dothem unless the intention thatplicable legislative
N. H. 211.McQuesten,so is v. 4GAthertonalready expressed.

The court is did not intendbound to that thepresume legislature
to violate the constitution. When a statute constitutionallymay

cases,in it incertain but cannot in others which termsoperate
embraces, toit conflictwill be unless intendedupheld, evidently

constitution, latterwith the and not the classconstrued to toapply
“cases,of which are as and necessaryfully effectually excepted by

as if thatthe statute had contained animplication, express proviso
Justices,it should not extend or to such cases.”apply Opinion of

555; Petition,41 N. H. Kennett’s 24 N. H. 141.
1888,After the tax the taxablewasyear, plaintiffs’ property

1883;under the act of but the tax in notwas authorizedquestion
law.by

Tax abated.
All concurred.

SULLIVAN.

Colby.Dana v.

aAgainst purchaser,land holdenis for its resident tax for one fromyear
the first day of June the assessment.following

The purchaser, tocompelled pay the tax to the collector’sen-prevent
lien,forcement of the can againstmaintain forassumpsit moneypaid,

his grantor, to whomthe land taxed,was therightly although convey-
ance was an ordinary deed.quitclaim

Assumpsit, for 14, 1882, defendant,themoney paid. April by
-deed,an quitclaimordinary land in to oneconveyed Sunapee


