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Rockingham,
No. 3621.3,Dec. 1946.

AssignorLadd,L.John

Deerfield,of in InterestDistrictSchool Plaintiff

v.

Higgins.Leonard G.
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orally), for(by plaintiff.theSleeperH. brief andWilliam
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Stanley (Mr.M.McLane, Carleton Brown BrownDavis & and
fororally), the defendant.

directly pointin noranyhaveKenison, not cited caseJ. Counsel
3,138,R. c. s. authorizes school dis­any L.,has been discovered.

enlargementfor lots and for ofprocure land sehoolhouse thetricts “to
organizedlots,” by legally2: “All districts shallexisting and section

sued, disposehold and ofpower to sue and be tocorporations, withbe
totherein,for use of schools and makepersonal property theandreal

earlynecessary in relation While at an datécontracts thereto.”
very“quasi corporationscalled with limitedwereschool districts

480),(Johnson Dole, 478, they4 N. H. are now consideredv.powers”
2) judicial corporationss.(R. 138,c. and decisions to beL.,by statute

(Unioncorporate powers,”“well-recognized, independent,having
corporations.or269, 270) municipalN. H.District,Districts. 71School

statutory powerH. 447. The toOsgood, 444,v. 87 N. sueClough
inpropertymaintain torightthe to actions recover whichincludes

Sherburne,School District v. 48has an interest.the school district
H. 52.N.

purchaseassignment representthe cannot aargues thatDefendant
enlargementby for a sehoolhouse lot or itsdistrictof land the school

whollyareis a homestead and farmlands whichpropertythebecause
nopurposes. Superior made suchThe Courtfor schoolunsuitable

compelled as a of law. Voca­finding it not a conclusion matterand is
may partpractical legitimatea ofand instruction betional education

recognitionstatutorywhich hasprogram receivedan educational
91; 1945, 204);c. c.134, 39; 1943,s. Laws Laws “And the(R. L., c.

printedsolelynot and rules and maximsof education are booksmeans
18, 22.H.Sargent Cornish, 54 N.. . v.. .”
assignment be consideredargues further that the cannotDefendant

gift purposes,for since it recites anature of a educationalin the
purchase.of a sale Theis couched in terms andandconsideration

assignment district was anot whether the to thedoes discloserecord
any.ifgift paid,consideration If itvoluntary or the amount of the

authority togift acceptdistrict had the itvoluntary the schoolwere a
477;N. H.District,Keene v. School 89purposes.for educational

District, 91 N. H. 209.v. SchoolReed
assign­plaintiff in his sister’s wasof the Ladd estateThe interest

assigneeequity byin school district. Peter­theable and enforcible
Lee,H. v.Hartshorn, 156;v. 67 N. StewartboroughSavings Bank cf.

by theacceptance assignmentof the school180, The70 N. H. 185.
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joinder party equitableits as a inplaintiff isdistrict and this action
improper.vires Zacharias,ultra nor See Stavrelis v. N. H.neither 79

146.
objection beingto assignment champertoustheThe final as is

governed by 370,v. Bartis,Markarian 89 N. H. is our375: “It
inthat, exceptconclusion those cases where it foundis as a fact that
tolitigious sought promoted, against champertyis bestrife the rale

jurisdiction.”now in inand maintenance is not force this thisIn
allegation “litigious sought pro­is no thatcase there strife is to be

properlyThe motion to dismissmoted.” was denied.

Exceptions overruled.

All concurred.

Hillsborough,
No. 3622.3,Dec. 1946.

Sirois, byRita Nadeau her mother nextand friend.

v.

Thomas Sirois.


