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governing liquidation,The theories of the which are advancedlaw
present motion, harmonyare not in trendsupportin of the with the

proposition,The broad that in the event ofof the authorities.
partnership corporationof or athe either a a dissatisfieddissolution

powerminority majority disposecan take from the the to of the
way, theanyin reasonable cannot be sustained. Beforeassets

fromliquidation majority,is taken the it must be shownofcontrol
bytrust; negotiatedviolated their and before a salethey havethat

with, appear a fairbe interfered it must that it was notcanthem
sale.

Rehearing denied.
All concurred.

)Cheshire,
5,March 1912.

County Railroad v. Keefe & a.Sullivan

description right way,of land taken for a railroad asthe of containedWhere
location,original is too indefinite to be the foundation ofin the condemnation

validity lay-out byproceedings, the of the is to be conductdetermined the
accepting damageslandowners in the them.the several awardedof

Equity, portion right ofplaintiffs’Bill in to delimit a of the
occupy-plaintiffsThe contend that Someof the areway. defendants

right occupy right ofing partsthat others claim the to of theirand
they acquired by Theway the exercise of eminent domain.which

&originalplaintiffs’ location was similar to that of the Concord
Railroad,Railroad, which is set in R.R.forth Northern v<Claremont

questions arising uponN. H. 183. The defendants’27 of law the
term, 1911,ruling Aprilwere transferred without from thedemurrers

bysuperior Pike,court J.theof

Allen, Sawyer, Edgar Smith,E. Alhin & for theJohn and W.
plaintiffs.

(both Vermont),E. andDavis' & Davis and Thomas O’Brien of
BurroughsMadden, Hollis, Taggart, Tuttle,Remick &Joseph and

Wyman, for the defendants.&

sayYoung, plaintiffs they permittedJ. The should be to main-
proceeding locatingbecause the line in the com-tain this described
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report will rights partiesbe determinative of the ofmissioners’ all the
respect dispute.landin of the in An of billexamination the shows

description taken,of the bethat the land to as contained in the
original location, was too indefinite to be the foundation of condem­

proceedings (Dolbeer Company,v. 72 N. H. 562;nation Littleton v.
11),H.Company, attempted lay-out73 N. and thethat was defec­

Railroad,Northern R.R. 27 N. H. Althoughtive. v. 183. the
lay-out defective, exceptno one of thewas defendants the oftown

position denyWalpole plaintiffsis in to thata the have a valid
(thelocation, grantors land)for their several then owners theof

accepted damagesthe the Butcommissioners awarded. theas
depends validitylocation for its on the conduct of the defendants’

grantors, reportand not on theseveral of the thecommipsioners,
anyto determine one of thetest whether different of intracts land

plaintiff’sdispute inquireis within the location tois what the one
attempted to ittheyfrom whom take in respectunderstood to the

matter, reportthe short,and not what commissioners’ shows. In
innotwithstanding reportthe line described the is relevant to

respectrights parties anyof the in tothe of the different tracts,
it is not determinative of them. That issue as to theeach of

determineddifferent tracts must be on its own facts.

discharged.Case
All concurred.

Grafton,
March, 5 1912.

Lymev.Pushee School District.

paying pupilThe action of a inschool board the tuition of a who has attended an
academy located out of the state is evidence approvedthat such institution was

by chapterby them, required 100,as Laws 1909.
bordering line,a highThe school board of town on the state in which no school

maymaintained, academyapproveinis their discretion an located in another
state, ground accessibility, althoughthe ofon similar inschools this arestate

pupil’sgeographically nearer the residence.
discretion, mayIn the exercise oí a reasonable the school board aof town revoke

academyapproval of completionan an located in another state before the
study prescribedthe full ofof course therein.

Assumpsit, paidfor Johnsburytuition to St. Academy by tbc
plaintiff daughterfor the hisattendance of January 23,after 1911.
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