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uponall therepeal, August 1, statutes,a of the formereffect of
municipalities by act, whichof covered thepolice forces the several

discussed, persuasiveis most that thealready been evidencehas
existingbe a for all statutesact was not intended to substitute

policerelating to commissions.
having legitimate bearing upon-all a theof the evidenceIn-view

clearly appearsfound that it that the exist-question, it cannot be
abolished in totoing police laws were intended to becommission

purpose,If had the itby of 1913. such been wouldthe enactment
expres-language unequivocallyto useeasyan matterbeenhave

pres-purpose. languageThe absence of such and theof thatsive
onlypurpose repeala to inconsistentlanguage expressingence of

bearing upon questionthe whether itsignificant factsarelaws
Thea revision or substitution was intended.clearly appears that

police thecityof ofplaintiffs are still officers Nashua.is that theresult

Exception sustained.

Plummer, JJ., dissented: the others concurred.andPeaslee

Hillsborough,
3,March 1914.
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performedcityduly appointed police of a and have theofficerswho werePersons
compensation therefor;legally and theirtoare entitledof that officeduties

supposedby others, who were toright the fact thatnot affectedto recover is
office, of the force.are still membersfromhave been removed

found, and case transferredmandamus. FactsPetition for
by Kivel,superior J.1913, of the courtSeptember term,thefrom

plaintiffs.forJackson, theRemick &

orally), for(by and the defendants.briefHenry BurqueA.

of theappointed police officersplaintiffs wereWalker, J. The
chapterunderof commissionersby policeboardcity of theNashua

officeof that sinceperformed the duties1913, have148, Laws and
by thecompensation establishedTheir was1, 1913.September
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payable.due The defendantsand become andhascommission
citythestanding on accounts ofcomprise jointthe committee

approve plain­theduty it is to and allowcity,the whosecouncils of
giving asduty they perform,to adeclineaccount. Thistiffs’

(Pollard egg, ante,pending 190),v. Gr­another action isreason that
involved,ofright policemenother to office isthe of men thein which

plaintiffs legallyarethey in doubt thesethat are whetherand
issue,the writ toThe court orderedcompensation.toentitled

excepted.the defendantsand
byregularly appointed the commis-plaintiffsThat werethe

148, 4), performedhave the duties(Laws 1913, c. s. andsioners
they areoffice, that entitled toauthorizes the conclusionof their

showingIf the hadpay. there are that commissionerstheir facts
circumstances,appoint that the com-power to them under theno

theyof of in did inguilty a breach trust what thismissioners were
city liability plain-might its for therespect, which relieve the from

they presented.appeardo in the casecompensation, not astiffs’
partThe the of the defendants seems to becontention on that

Pollardplaintiffsit has that the in the casebecause been decided
plain-police thecity,are of the the conclusion follows thatofficers

payare to forin this case are not such officers and not entitledtiffs
manifestlyactually reasoningBut is un-services rendered. this

findingThe thein the of of courtsound absence further facts.
presents Exeter, H. Gibbs Manches-413;no error. Goochv. 70 N. v.
ter, 73 H.N. 265.

Exception overruled.

Plummer, in theJJ.,Peaslee and concurred the result: others
concurred.


