
203v.STATE PRESCOTT.June, 1892.]

Company & a.v. HansonOilMaverick

offor the removalprocessthe properis notfor a mandamusA petition
his ineligibility.ofallegedoffice on the groundfromoil inspectoran

fromto restrain Hanson exercisinga mandamusPetition for
Somersworth,of inofof the office inspector petroleumthe duties

office,and that com-to thehe is thethaton the ground ineligible
andfor his isservices excessivethe selectmenfixedpensation by

defendants, who areotherunreasonable; theand to command
andSomersworth, to him from office appointremoveofselectmen

thereto, fix a and compensa-and equitablea justsuitable person-
Thefound court. plaintiffsFacts thebyfor his services.tion

ante, and the defend-v.in Hansonthe Company,are defendants
; statedfacts therein that action theant Hanson is the plaintiff

towasThere evidence tendinga of this ease.made partare
was, and everheHanson’s appointmentat time ofshow that the

in thebeen, a who was interestedan of personsince has employe
fixed the selectmenoil. The compensation bysale of kerosene

is large.for his unreasonablyservices

Batchelder, theand Frink for plaintiffs.David R. Fierce

& for the defendants.Russell Boyer,

Han­Chase, to determineis not aJ. This proper proceeding
anshould have beenin Itto the officeson’s question.right

warranto, a therefororin of petitioninformation the nature quo
ofas representativein the name of the attorney-generalbrought

Jones, Hanson is an offi­60 N. H. 543. Asv.Osgoodstate.the
N. H. it notGilbert, 64 does13),at v.facto, least (Jewellcer de

fillfor a mandamus to the officethat there is occasionanyappear
com­fix the appointee’sanda new incidentallyappointmentby

pensation.
dismissed.Petition

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

BELKNAP.

v. Prescott.State
“ for onedid salekeepthe defendantin an indictment thatAn allegation

one ofcider,” allegation kept pintan that heof is toequivalentpint
same.intent to sell thecider with

L., 109, thes. that16) deliveryc.(G.statutorythe provisionUnder
cases,in “shall besomein a less than ten gallons,of cider quantity

an indictable-sale,” is notof theprima evidence deliverydeemed facie
offence.


