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camp propertythetrial whether the became defendant’s the instant
13th,night Augustclock the of say,the struck twelve on he would

Ifno. it is' conceded there is no evidence warrantto this state-
ment, disturbing verdict;that furnishes no reason for the for as has
already appeared camp didthe not becomethe propertydefendant’s

time become propertyat that and had not his at the time of the
askingand that all jurytrial was counsel was the to find when he

made this statement.
Exceptions overruled.

All concurred.

Strafford,
April 4, 1916.

v.Charles H. Foss Alvan P. Place & a.

adequatemayor city power prevent misapplicationthe of hasa to theWhere of
city’s part by refusingof otherthe funds on the officials to draw his warrant

therefor, equity enjoina misappropriation.he maintain bill in suchcannot to

plaintiffby aEquity, individually taxpayerin the asBill and
officially mayor againstDoveras the of the police commissioners

police city,thethe chief of of to restrain theand defendants from
seeking appropriate of city paymentto the funds the theto for an

wagon.patrol The purchasedautomobile defendants the wagon
intending city’s money in paymentto use the therefor. The ques-

ruling bya Sawyer, J.,transferred without from Septembertion the
term, 1914, superiorthe court legal rightof relates to the of the de-

purchase wagonto cityfendants the for the onor its credit. The
cityof provide moneythe that noordinances shall be drawn out of

city treasury uponexcept the mayor.the written order of the It.
unnecessary reportto other facts in opinion.is view of the

Adams, solicitor,B. city HughesJames and Doe, plaintiffs& for the

ClydeKeefe,McCabeand F.James for the defendants.

Walker, appearsJ. So far as from the plaintiffcase the is not
to relief in equity.entitled If the defendants had no authority to

purchase the automobile for the use of policethe department of
pledgeor to the credit of citythe to pay it,Dover for the plaintiff

mayorthe cityas of the and as representativeits has the power
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pay­thedraw his warrant forto refuse tocitythe ordinancesunder
preventpower adequateis toinjunctiveHisthe machine.ment for

rightthepurpose,this untilpublic funds toapplication of thethe
by appropriateis establishedto reimbursementthe defendantsof

v.result. Perkinsirreparable injury willlaw. Noproceedings at
Mathewson, 244;H. Clare­73 N.496;H. v.Foye, 60 N. Williams

notit isUnder these circumstancesRand, H. 116.mont v. 76 N.
argued by counsel.questiontheat this timeadvisable to consider

why the billappears should not be dismissed.No reason

discharged.Case
concurred.All

Hillsborough,
April 4, 1916.

L.Martha v.Jones Mason.

highway power to reviseproceedings laying the court has noIn the out of afor
proceedingsmerely have beenfindings, to see that theirthe commissioners’ but

regular surprise their conclusions.has vitiatedand that neither fraud nor
weighthighway question fact,public necessity a of and thea is"Whether there is for

exclusivelyof the is for the commissioners.evidence

prem-plaintiff’sthelaying highwaya overAppeal, from the out of
necessity for thethere wascounty foundThe commissionersises.

them, givingMany testified beforehighway. witnessesproposed
Theretheir reasons therefor.upon the andopinions questiontheir

end, called thehighway except one at thethe-are no houses on new
way byaplace havethe Newellplace. occupantsThe ofNewell

highway. plaintiffTheproposedof theover the routeprescription
The motionfinding the commissioners.the ofto vacatemoved

denied, excepted.plaintiffand thewas
superiorterm, 1915, of theSeptemberfrom theTransferred

■ Sawyer,by J.court

plaintiff.Cutter, for theHenry A.

Taft, for the defendant.J.Herbert

having beenthe commissionersreportThe ofParsons, J.C.
by therejectedormight be recommittedcourtinto thereturned

courtheld that “thealways been68, 8), but it hass.S., c.(P.court


