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60, if1891, pro-of a notdog,the keeping-o. a license forLawsUnder
on30, aagainst prosecutiona protectionis notAprilcured till after

procured.the license wasdogof the beforeof the keepingaccount

1891, 8,60, s. a officerComplaint, o. policeLaws byunder
11. defendant moveds. Thewarrant underhad received awho

the complaint.to dismiss

Wait, for state.theAlbert S.

Brown, theli. for defendant.G-eorge

law,”1891,Blodgett, known as the “dogJ. The act of
aofkeeperowner orother that everyprovides, things,among

causethirtieth of -April,on or before the dayshall annually,dog
numbered, described, for oneand licensed yearit to be registered,

; and shall issuethat of cities townsfrom the clerksMayensuing
therefor,licenses, intothe sameand paysuch receive the money

theon or beforethe of towns and citiestreasuries their respective
useto tlieir own twentyfirst ofday of June each year, retaining

license; to thea contrarycents for that whoever keepseach dog
dollars, dollarsfive ofshallof the act forfeit fifteenprovisions

dollars to theand tenshall be to the complainant,which paid
town; andor of eachtreasurer of the that the mayor citycity

theten fromof town shall withinannually, daysselectmen each
officers ora warrant to or more policefirst of issue oneday May,

etc.,constables, and to enter complaintto proceed,themdirecting
of that each offi-the owners or suchkeepers policedogs;against

shall thewarrant is issued returncer or constable to whom the
same, in have beencomplaintsand shall said return whetherstate

withtoall the who have failed complyentered against persons
and the chairman ofthat of each citysaid theprovisions; mayor

within ten fromthe of town shall annually, daysselectmen each
etc.,certificate,a to the countythe first of transmitJuly,day

solicitor, asand town officerswho shall all suchprosecute city
; townsaid that orcityhave failed to withcomply provisions any

dutiesor to thewho refuses performofficer wilfully neglects
not oneshall finepunishedhim beimposed upon by exceeding

dollars; such refusalhundred and that any person aggrieved by
the forthwith to the solicitoror samereport countyneglect, may

1, 13,11,1891, 60, 5, 8, 12, 22.c.his Laws ss.of county.
considered, forleave no roomwhenprovisions,These fairly



392 THORNTON v. GILMAN. [Grafton,

doubt ofthat tlie failure the defendant li-to have his dog
censed on or 30 aAprilbefore was ofviolation the statute
which made him liable to the and that itprescribed penalty,
was the of the complainant to enforce theduty virtuebypenalty

warrant,of his as aswell to himselfprotect from toliability
prosecution and for the of thispunishment duty imposedneglect

•s. 22.by law,incurred the ofpenalties the the defend-Having
ant could not shield himself from prosecution by subsequent-

aly license. Town clerks inhave no discretion theprocuring
matter of “Ansuch licenses. owner a atof mayissuing dog

time have it licensed until the first ofany theday May,”ensuing
is the of the second section of the act. this is noButlanguage

incurred,waiver of the to forprosecute penalties previouslyright
and constitutes defence in theno case.present

Case discharged.

-Allen, J., notdid sit: the others concurred.

v.Thornton Gilman.

A de son cannotguardian tort hispurchase ward’s land at a tax sale.

Entry.Writ oe Facts found the court.by For several
1885,years before Sarah J. Cram was the owner of the land

writ,described in the which is situated in Thornton. From 1885
to inher death 1890 she was ofmentally incapable busi-doing
ness, but no was overguardian appointed bet. 1886 herIn
brother, Gilman,Jonathan torepresented the selectmen of
Thornton, where she was her thatupon place, she wasliving
sick and in need of assistance from the town. In accordance
with into,an then entered Jonathanarrangement cared for her
at his forhome several ofsomeyears, herconverting personal

town,into whichmoney, he accounted for theproperty to and bid
sale,off her real at aestate tax a deed itof from the col-taking

lector in his own name. then town,He the landconveyed to the
which had out more than itspaid value in the of Mrs.support
Cram. Jonathan’s death occurred a few before that of Mrs.days

son, defendant,Cram. heirs,His the is one of isher and in pos-
land,session of the title inheritance.byclaiming

Adams,Burleigh for the plaintiffs.‡

Mitchell,C. and for theStory Bingham defendant.Joseph■ ¿*

Per Curiam.* Jonathan Gilman assumed the care of his
sister and her itwhen became thatproperty somenecessary

'* pageSee foot-note on 80.


