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69, c. asThe construction of 55 thus1878, c. s. 7.1. LawsMay
it to be filledis, requiredblank inventory bythat if theamended

or beforeor assessors on Aprilto the selectmenand returnedout
or on or before thatcorporationto any person15 is not delivered

accident,is preventedor corporation bypersonifor anyday,
and suchmistake, inventory,'from returningmisfortune makingor

1; tofor wilful do so theand neglectshall done before Mayit he
The omission of the plaintiffattaches. wilfulof doomagepenalty

of her consequentlytjhe inventory requiredand returnmaketo
could,; and the defendantsa case for doomageproperconstituted

it, the of theirwithout violationthan imposenot do otherwise
. . shall. omit to“If wilfullypersonanyofficial duty.

... as saiddeliver, inventory byand suchmake, return
. . . the selectmen or assessorsrequired,fifty-fivechapter

he, inand such manner as theyas mayas nearlyshall ascertain
forable, of the and estateand value propertythe amountmay he

taxed, and shall then setis liable to bewhich, in their heopinion,
. asfour times much as such estate. .to such persondown

returned,and would beif so inventoried legallyand property,
4.6, 2.1879, c. s.Lawstaxable.”

inand unlawfullyactedBut if the defendants erroneously
be maintained.this action could notthe doomage,imposing

inand goodin a capacity,judicial presumablywere actingThey
uninten­errors offaith, not liable for judgment,and aretherefore

in the assessment.mistakes, or illegalitiestional irregularities,
Rand,580; H.Boardman, H. Odiorne v. N.58 N. 59v.Edes

Tebbetts,60 N. H. 497.504, v.506; McDaniel

overruled.Exception

theCarpenter, J., not sit: others concurred.did

Ayers a.&& a. v. District of CornishSchool

88,Laws, 2,s. for thecommittee, c.powerThe of a under Gen.appointed
school-house, a the ofcallingof forby petitionlocation a is not affected

them, ofa or the callingto reconsider the vote appointing bymeeting
location, heldmeetinga a them before the issuch and mademeeting, by

reconsider, for ais not to or its votebyinvalidated district’s votetheby
different location.

20, 1891,Petition, for anfiled October injunction against
on the locationa in Cornish school-districtschool-housebuilding
and,committee, on appeal,fixed tbe school board as a districtby

tbe commissioners.by county
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district, 10, 1691,ofvote the March theBy school board were
to and build board,locate theempowered school-house. The school

as a district,committee under the vote of theacting after hearing
interested,the parties 28, 1891,a locationupon laidagreed May

bounds,it out metes and made returnby of their in writ-doings
15, 1891,June and filed the withsame the dis-hing clerk of the

3, 1891,trict before the districtJuly held on thatmeeting day
was opened.

6, 1891,June seventeen voters of the districtlegal petitioned
athe school board to call ifto see the school-school-meeting (1)

district would reconsider the vote atpassed the last thatmeeting,
the school board be to aempowered locate inschool-house division
10, and if districtthe. would its fix(2) vote a site andby upon
locate athereon school-house for division 10. The wasmeeting

3, 1891,called and held and the district voted that theJuly (1)
thatvote the school aboard be empowered to locate school-house

reconsidered,in 10division be and that the school-house to be(2)
in 10divisionbuilt be on thelocated of theplace old one.

19, 1891,June fifteen voters of the district topresentedlegal
the commissioners their forth thatcounty petition, theysetting

board,were the location made the andby schoolaggrieved by
them to determine the location.praying The commissioners

•notice,due heard the and found that thegave parties, petitioners
were not board,the madelocation the andaggrieved by schoolby
that the location should not be changed.

Baker,Albert 8. and JSdward forWait theJ>. plaintiffs.

Parker,Ira and Hosea for theColby W defendants.

Carpenter, The aJ. location the school asboardby acting
committee chosen the was anddistrict madeby completedlegally

Laws, 88,when their was filed with the c. s. 2.report clerk. Gen.
Houston, 385,2 309; Porter,v. N. H. 45 H.Hardy Conversev. N.

397, 399. The of the to actcommittee was not affectedpower
the for and the 3.by petition of the ofcalling Julymeeting

The waslocation established before of thethe opening meeting,
and notwas invalidated district.the vote of theby subsequent
In the absence of onthe location was the districtappeal, binding

Laws, 43, 6;for the term of five c. v.years. Gen. s. Blake
Orford, 299, 301,N.64 H. 302.

1885,The ofact 1885 e. forcontains no provision(Laws 43)
school-houses. The on the schoollocating conferredauthority

“6,board section to ...by at suchprovide placesschools
and times as in their ofshall the interestsbest subservejudgment
education, and as shall all asthe of the town nearlyscholarsgive

as toequal is not anbemay practicable,” authorityadvantages
determine where the located.school-houses of the district shall be
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5,88, 2, 4, and relat-6)ss.Laws (c.the GeneralThe o£provisions
with andnot inconsistentareof school-housesthe locationtoing

Slate, 65 N. H.Adams v.act of 1885.theare not repealed by
188.

Theof complaint.no equitableThe have groundplaintiffs
lawtribunal provided byare the appellatecommissionerscounty

From theirof school-houses. judgmentthe locationto establish
tothehad appearThe opportunityis plaintiffsthere no appeal.

and thethem fullydid before presentand appearpresumably
orhaddesired. have mightthey Theymerits of the location

anhad oncould havea as theyfull and fair hearinghad ashave
8,of hadthe district’s vote Julyfromto the commissionersappeal

and with the sametaken on the subject,that the first actionbeen
duethat the commissionersbe gaveIt must presumedresult.

theout vote.the location pointed byconsideration to

Petition dismissed.

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

&v.Pike Hood a.

two>a hasthe of brook whichland the bank or threadboundingA deed by
channel, in of evidence showingto the main the absencereferschannels

intention.a different

Covenant, of land theof conveyed byfor bfeach warranty
ina billdefendants filed equityto the Theplaintiff.defendants

Facts found the court.of the deed. byfor a reformation
“in on landis as Millen’s to-described partThe runningboundary

called,Pond brook somarked at the west bank ofa tree Longmaple
soof Pond brook calledon the west bank (southerly)thence Long

in amill.” The flows south-the brookto a marked belowstump
direction, state, limitsin its natural within the referredanderly

times,into, all water floweda which the dryhad channel through
left it on the side belowand another channel westerly just(which

it rodstree and united with or thirty northerlythe maple twenty
at Thewhich water flowed stages.of the stump) higherthrough

four or five acres.island the two channels containsbetween
bothdams had erected acrossthe of the deed beenBefore date

No hasa above their waterchannels short distance junction.
dam freshets. Theexceptover theflowed westerly during
island, intend toand did notnever owned the conveydefendants

is the ofthat the west bankit. The claimed boundaryplaintiff
channel, isthat it thethe defendants claimedthe whilewesterly

was ordered forthe channel.west bank of easterly Judgment


