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Hillsborough,
Dec., 1895.

v. The Woodworth-Mason Co.Kennett, Ap’t,

S., 201, 48, ainsolvency proceedings against corporationP. c. s. cre-Under
in probatethis state must had the ofthe of be court the-byated laws

itthe business for was is carried onorganizedin whichcounty which
resides,county kept.,in the clerk the records areand not another where

meetings are held.stockholders’and

Appeal. Facts found the court. anbyProbate By agree-
1, recorded in the1892,dated officesment ofSeptember duly

state,of Manchester and the ofclerkthe fivesecretarycity
Massachusetts associated themselvesof to formcitizens together

be known as Theto Woodworth-Mason Com-a corporation,
“ the of lumber into boxes,for andpurpose manufacturingpany,

to andsame, lease,sale the real estate,,the of purchase, convey
and to do alland sell acts incidentto to-buy personal property,

set forth.” The statedthe above that theagreementpurposes
“Manchester,shall inthe be and that thereoffice of corporation

atan office Massachusetts. TheBoston,”also be clerk of'will
and has an inresides office Manchester. Allthe corporation

the state. Thereside outside hasother officers nocorporation
in thisof business that it uses the-county, exceptoffice or place

stockholders’ and as aoffice for holdingclerk’s meetings deposi-
Its business is thethe clerk’s records. manufactureof andtory

aIt has at whereH.,of N. it man-factory Conway,sale boxes.
the from lumber for theufactures boxes It.purchased purpose.

in Boston where sales of thehas an office boxes are ac-made,
made,and disbursements andcounts collections all its-kept,

transacted that done atbusiness Manchester andexceptother
Conway.

the ofcreditors,a of for this-judge probatepetitionUpon
insolvent,the to be and thedecreedcounty corporation plaintiff,

creditor, from thea decree,non-petitioning appealed assigning-
hadthat the noas a reason judge jurisdiction.

French,and B. for theJosiah II. Hobbs George plaintiff!

defendants.Whittemore,Arthur for theG.

articles of do not state theJ. The associationChase, place
is to be carriedthe business of the ason,in which corporation

147, s. Thethe statute. P. e. 2. statement thatS.,required by
shall in Manchester isof the be not suffi-the office corporation
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cient. The office referred to was that of the clerk,evidently
a S.,c.who is mere 11.148,officer. P. s. The hold-recording

of stockholders’ in his does notoffice make it theing meetings
where the is carriedbusiness on. The actionplace corporation’s

suchof relates to the and conductmeetings organization general
theof business of the inAction reference to thecorporation.

isbusiness limited the formation of andto the pro-general plans
vision of means and for it The executionon.agencies carrying

theof is entrusted directors andplans to the other officers and
isS., s. and the business transactedagents (P. 149,c. 3);

where the are doneexecuted. If was toplans exceptnothing
hold stockholders’ and make records theirof proceed-meetings

the would not on the business for whichings, corporation carry
it was formed.

The statute the of of the in whichprobategives judge county
“ the of a isof businessprincipal place located,”corporation ju-
risdiction of orinstituted theinsolvency proceedings by, against,

P. c.corporation. S., 201, 1,ss. 48. the creditorsGenerally,
aof reside near its ofcorporation place business, especially

those who furnish forlabor and materials on the busicarrying
locates,ness, and the statute inthe that toproceedings vicinity,

enable the creditors to obtain their under them with asrights
little and trouble asexpense possible.

The defendants’ business was the manufacture and sale of
;boxes. The was done in and the salesConwaymanufacturing

and collections were in inmade Boston. was doneNothing
Manchester save the of stockholders’ and theholding meetings

and of theirpreservation records of Theirmaking proceedings.“ business,” fact,of inprincipal their of busi­place only place
ness state,within this inwas and if were a cor­Conway; they

the failure toporation, withnotwithstanding comply statutory
Farmer,in ofrequirements the formation it v. 62.(Saunders

18;N. 572;H. 13, Beal,Jewellv. Gilbert, 64 N. H. arned v. 65L­
N. H. the ofof Carroll hadprobate jurisdic­184), judge county
tion in to it instead ofof the of Hillsbor­respect probatejudge

If were aough not as neithercounty. of thethey corporation,
the resided inpersons forming company Hillsborough county,

the of of hadjudge probate that no of thecounty jurisdiction
matter. P. S., c. s.201, 42.

jDecree the reversed.probatejudgeof of

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