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upon jurytheany evidence whichplaintiffsThe failed to furnish
finding verdict, and defendants’ motions forin a thewarrantedwere

originalthe declaration shoulda verdict ona nonsuit and directed
granted.have been

to theto evidenceexceptions by the defendantsThere andwere
unnecessary to consider them.makes itcharge, the resultbut

verdictset aside.Exceptionssustained:
All concurred.

Strafford,
May 2, 1916.

Henry a.&& a. v. D. YeatonS. PierceWilliam

non-manufacturing foreign corporation, to make theThe which failsof aofficers
bycorporations by 1,13,14,16,S., 150, ss. andrequiredreturns P. c.of domestic

subjectby 1,S., 1911, 159,c. are to the148,P. s. 21 Laws s. noto. as amended
upon corporations.liability imposed officersof domesticindividual the

corporation byliability foreignimposed upon the of aNo individual is officers
copies printed ofreports the librarian thereason its failure file of all withof to

S., 3,required by 1895, s.library 148,P. 20 c. 6.state as e. s. and Laws

personal moneyfor rendered andAssumpsit, to recover services
expended by Winnipesaukee Company,the aplaintiff'sthe for

having business atcorporation, principal placeMaine its of
Alton The the mostin this state. services were rendered for
part state, beingin in Thethis some rendered Massachusetts.

themcorporation,of the and one of wasdefendants were directors
allege substance,inplaintiffsits treasurer. The in their declaration

themoney expendedthat the and were atservices rendered request
company, payment uponof the that refusedand therefor was

defendants,the of thedemand; that as directors and officers Win-
anynipesaukee and to annualCompany, neglectedhave makefailed

secretary state,the of or toreturn, anyor return to thiswhatsoever
corpora-Alton, standingof of the thethe town clerk and business of

14tion, matters, required by 1, 13,and of all other andas sections
Statutes, by 1,of chapter 150 of the Public as amended section16
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159,chapter 1911;Laws and that the by neglectdefendants their
and returns,failure to make became liable to the plaintiffs, for the
payment of claim,their but pay same, althoughhave refused to the
requested to do so.

declaration,To the followingtwo of the defendants filed the de-
murrer:

defendants,“Now come the John F. McDonald and Clifton Lor-
ing, demur plaintiffs’and to the writ and declaration contained,
and for reasons therefor aver:

“ 1st. appearBecause it does not from plaintiffs’the thatwrit,
Winnipesaukeethe Company corporation organizedis a the-under

laws of the Hampshire,state of New and therefore the de-statute
clared upon no corporationhas reference to imposessaid and no
liability upon the defendants as officers of corporation.said
• “2nd. itBecause does not appear plaintiffs’from the andwrit

declaration, plaintiffsthat any uponthe madehave demand the cor-
poration for payment soughtof the sum to be recovered in this
action.

“3rd. Because it appear plaintiffs’does not from the declaration
that plaintiffsthe have proper proceedings againsttaken cor-the

suchporation, permitas would the maintenance of this action.
“4th. Winnipesaukee CompanyBecause is a partynot made to-

this action.
“5th. Because upon by plaintiffssaid statute declared the is

tendingunconstitutional, obligationas to impair the of a contract.
“6th. Because the of Hampshire imposestate New cannot lia-

bility upon the a foreign' corporation exceptofficers of suchfor
bills as are contracted within the state.”

ruling September term,Transferred without a the 1915,.from
the superior byof Sawyer,court J.

Galloway Stevens, plaintiffs.Pierce & and Mathews for the&

(ofEverett Massachusetts)W. and J. Britton■WilliamCrawford
{Mr. orally), for the defendants.Crawford

ThePlummer, Winnipesaukee Company,J. of which de-the
are directors, corporation organizedfendants is a under the laws-

is, therefore, byandMaine,of it claimed the defendants that the
uponthis is broughtstatutes of state which the action have no ref-

this andcorporation, impose liability uponerence to no the defend-
plaintiffs is,ants of it. The of that the-as officers contention the
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chapterindividually liable under 150 of the Publicaredefendants
companyof officers of the toby of the failure theStatutes reason

required by chapter.saidmake the returns
organizedonly corporations underto theChapter 150 refers

21, chapter 148 of the Publicstate,of but section Statuteslaws this
“manufacturing corporations bynot establishedprovides that the

aredoing business in the state authorized andlaws of this state
andconvey personaland realempowered acquire, hold, property,to

the of the state as to returns and taxation,and shall conform-to laws
plaintiffsAnd so thecorporations.”the same contendas domestic

Winnipesaukee Company, although foreignathat the of theofficers
prescribed byreturnscorporation, required chapterto make thewere

only21150, company. requiresas a domestic But sectionthe same
manufacturing toforeign corporations to conform the laws of this

alleged plaintiffs’to and taxation. It is not in thestate as returns
theappear Winnipesaukeeand it does not thatdeclaration, Com-

manufacturing corporation, and it cannotpany is a be assumed
Consequently 21, upon plaintiffssection which the rely,that it is.

inapplicationhas no to their action as set forth the declaration.
plaintiffs rolyThe of the that furtherthey uponbrief indicates

20, chapter Statutes,148of the and 6, chaptersection Public section
3, 1895, require corporations copies printedLaws of that to file of all

them,reports byissued the librarian of state library.with the
appearThe fact that it does not Winnipesaukeethat the Com-

pany any printed reportsever issued be awould sufficient answer
to the claim of plaintiffs,the that the are liabledefendants under

filingthese sections for not them.
this,Aside from a reference to the and their titles,acts that in-

clude the sections, theyabove will that passeddisclose were simply
libraryto aid the preserving printedstate in the reportsfinancial

of corporations. nothingThere is in these acts that makes officers
corporationof a individually liable for its debts on to complyfailure

provisions.with their
there no requires foreign corporationsAs is statute that not en-

gaged in manufacturing returns,to anymake and as it does not
appear that Winnipesaukee Companythe ais manufacturing cor-
poration, the demurrer must be sustained.

is,There therefore, no other objectionsoccasion to consider that
urged byare the against plaintiffs’defendants the action.

Demurrer sustained.
All concurred.


