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of cannot be taxed for hisageA andperson seventy years lawfully poll;
of such a tax one of that does notan assessment meet theagainst age

of the statute as to a settlement taxed for againing beingrequirement by
is andbut void.poll, wholly inoperative

Hall,Assumpsit, for the of one a Facts foundpauper.support
has no settlement ina referee. Hall and none inSunapee,by any
unless he has intown in this state one He wasLempster. duly

for his and some other for sixassessed nextpoll property years
1859, for all those heand all taxesyears thuspaidpreceding

thehim. In 1859 he was assessed forassessed hisupon year poll
and his taxes wereand some other committed to theproperty,

collector, were itbut before was ascertained that he waspaidthey
of before he wasover taxed for that andseventy ageyears year,

•collector, fact,notified of that whenthe Hall came tobeing pay
$8.21,taxes,his received and Hall a “in full forgave thereceipt

himtaxes assessed for the 1859.” The remainder ofagainst year
tax, tax,ofthe the amount was afterwards abated.being poll

for theIra Colby, plaintiff.

theWait,A. S. for defendant.

Foster, of theJ. of“Any age whoperson twenty-one years,
state, and,in thishave resided in townshall taxedany being for

succession,for in shallhis seven have allpoll years taxespaid
term,assessed on his or estate said shalllegally poll during thereby

S., 73,a settlement in such town.” G. c. s. 1.gain
of isseventy law“Every person years age fromexempted by
S., c. 49,the of a tax.” G. s. 1.payment poll

rule, no taxIt is a well settled that shall be considered as im-
law, in absence a manifestthe of declaration of theposed by intent

to it. Dock Browne,of the Co. v. 2 B.impose &legislature Ad.
43; 175, 185, 255,Pott. 256.Dwarris

In our own statutes the intention islegislative thatunequivocal,
ofno shall be taxed for hisseventyperson years age Thepoll.

of Daniel Hall for his intaxation 1859 waspoll therefore without
void. inand The statute theauthority question, concerning 9th

settlement,method of a has received againing always strictvery
Boston, 203;construction. v. 3See New N. H.Weare Burton v.

47;4 Weare, 573;N. H. Nenniker v. 9 N. H.Wakefield, Tam­
Freedom,worth N. H.v. 17 279.
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exists,to a tax a settlement force ofWhere levyauthority by
be not-mayand of taxestaxation undoubtedly acquiredpayment

reasonnot be avoided of a mere infor-andwithstanding, may by
in the method of assessment oror even a clear illegality,mality,

tax; because, the tax theof sucb lawful and taxationcollection
law, the for a settlementrequisitionsby gainingbeing provided

with not neces-statute are allunder the complied by payment,
assessed, but of all taxesof the tax legallyby paymentsarily

assessed.
and in fact law isnotBut a taxation provided, prohibited, by

act,taxation, void can confer noano authority, imposepurely—is
no foundation whatever.afford forno and anythingobligation,

1,49, tostatutes s. tax-these two relating polltogether,Taking —e.
IX,73,ation, 1, to the ofe. s. cl. settlement paupers,—and relating

to theentertained as the intention ofdoubt can be legislatureno
to be to the law.the construction requiredand givenlegal
for the taxation of fromthe pollsWhen providedlegislature

of also made it one con-only, andto years ageseventytwenty-one
fora settlement that the shall be taxedofdition persongaining

succession, that ain made ithis seven impossibleyears theypoll
in the ninth mode theshould be bysettlement acquired provided

who reason of attainedstatute, by seventyper-son havingby any
taxed. these views tocould not beof legally Applyingageyears

referee,the it is manifest that thefacts pauper'the byreported
must besettlement in and thereanever legal Lempster,acquired

theJudgment for defendant.

v.Walker Wetherbee.

method,in a betweenstatutorya of fence owners of ad-When division
lands, a of land-title onis rendered eitherunequal by changejoining

side, line, the statute authorizes athe new division.severing boundary
in an is a cumulativedamageanimals doing remedy.enclosureImpounding

does not the ofimpairof common-lawpounds right doingThe statute
'into be done defence ofreasonably necessary property.anything

Trover, The father and one Hum-two horses.for plaintiff’s
other,infarms each theowned Langdon adjoiningformerlyphrey

rods;some one hundred andthem theybetween extendingline
line, the north halfon thisthe fence Humphrey takingdivided
half to make and in Thisthe southerly keep repair.and Walker

in; form, and no wasin was objectionwas writing, properdivision
theas between Theits original parties. plain-to validitymade


