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in theIf, case,at his own allow-anydoes itto, expense.henot
would to thewitness fees be oppressive losingall theofance

all should notis shown beif cause whyor other goodparty,
S., 229, ss. 1,limit them. P. e. 3.the courtallowed, may

under all thereasonable, circumstances,itif wascase,In this
attendance of the wit-to theprocurefor the prosecutorprivate’

Tebbetts, N.faith v. 54 H.did in (Stateand he sonesses, good
in the ofbill costs, theytheir fees should be taxed although240),

de­show the of thetoto tending guiltfailed to anythingtestify
for the costs.there reasonunless was limitingfendant, good

and arefaith, limitationreasonableness,of goodThe questions
term.at the trialdeterminedfact,of to beall questions

Casedischarged.

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

Grafton,
Dec., 1895.

Bickford v. Poor.

atA tax the made theby purchasersale is rendered invalid statements ol
competi-purpose preventingtime of the sale for the and the effect ofwith

tion.

Entry. TheWrit oe Facts found the court. defendantby
claims a ahim,title under tax collector’s deed to founded upon
sale for demandednon-resident taxes assessed the premisesupon

plaintiff histhe selectmen of Landaffin The acquired1879.by
fromtitle of the New Iron whograntees Hampshire Company,

were the owners of the inpremises 1879.
When land at the sale the defendantthe collector offered this

his fatherin substance those that hestated to present supposed
claimstaxes, if one hadhad the to the and no anymoney pay
wouldthe he it and his fatheroff,land would bidupon thought

was an old man andhim as soon as he saw him. His fatherpay
a His objectthen lived mile distant from the defendant.about

toto his fatherwas to afford further convenient payopportunity
the de-andthe This statementtaxes. prevented competition,

thefendant was bidder.only

Sloane, theH. and forSmithBingham plaintiff.George $

for theBatchellor,and MitchellF. Morris Bingham,George £
defendant.
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Parsons, J. The defendant claims title virtue aof tax col­by
lector’s deed to him, founded a sale in Theupon 1879. plaintiff
has the title of the owner at timethe of the tax sale. The case
finds as a fact that the defendant’s statement made at the sale pre­
vented This fact is fatal tocompetition. the defendant’s title.u The sale must abe sale with forpublic com­opportunity open

“petition.” Cool. Tax. 339. isIt essential to the ofvalidity tax
sales, not that should bemerely they conducted in conformity
with the of law, thatrequirements but should be conductedthey
with perfect fairness. Perfect freedom from all influences likely
to prevent in the salecompetition should be in all cases strictly
exacted.” Slater v. WallMaxwell, 268, case,6 276. This decided
in the court of the Unitedsupreme States and thesupported by
authorities 351; Tit.,Tax. Black. Taxgenerally (Burr. ss. 397-­

Allen,399; Kerwer v. 31 Ia. is decisive of the present case.578),
The of fact thisfinding upon sufficient topoint being determine
the thecase, other haveobjections not beensuggested considered.

theJudgment plaintiff.for

didChase, J., not sit: the others concurred.

Coos,
Dec., 1895.

Libby Springa. v. Mt. Monadnock Mineral and Land&
Co. Tr.&

corporationA is bybound the act of its agent, corporate powers,within its
which the board of directors allowed him do objection.to without

Assumpsit. defaulted,The defendants were and theprincipal
relates theto of thecontroversy trustee. Pactschargeability

afound referee.by
19, 1891, trustee,the oneSeptember Lombard, Bicker agave

bond to certain land to him the Bickerconvey upon payment by
or his of sum of 1,the on or beforeassigns $5,000 1892.April
Bicker also held a from onebond Holbrook for the ofpurchase
other land. In October, 1891, the defendant wascorporation

“duly the each theorganized, incorporators with otheragreeing
to for the number of shares set namespay ouragainst respective
at one dollar share.” Lombard subscribed for two thousandper
shares. wasBicker one of the directors the andof corporation

ofa member the executive committee of the directors. He was
also the financial all theand, after he didgeneral 1891,manager,


