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Fletcher, Cyclopediaof as to create a trust. Sec 11assets
ed.)Corporations (perm, 5322; Ill,s. L. J. 116. “It was18 Ind.

the declaration of the dividend which created both the dividend
right receive it.”itself and the of the stockholders to demand and

Deposit 175,Boston Adams,& Trust Co. v. 219 Mass. 177.Safe
August provided for establishment of aAt most the action of 7

at a laterin should be stockholderscredit favor of those who
the creditdate; decease,that fell after the testator’sand since date

theofthan the estate. As ownerlegatee,became that of the rather
the dividend.plaintiff is entitled todate,on the record thestock

v.Deposit Trust Co.Boston &Andrews, supra;Nutter v. Safe
Trusts, 236.8, 236.13.supra. Scott,2 ss.Adams, See

Exception sustained.

All concurred.
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brief and(byAttorney GeneralBean, Jr.,Arthur E. Assistant
the State.orally), for

orally),BoothLangdellWadleigh &Starr, Booth,Wyman, {Mr.
thefor defendant.

hearingpublicand ainvestigation, studiesAfterJ.Kenison, C.
Commission,PollutionWater(RSA 149:6) HampshireNewthe

LegislaturethetoCommission, recommendedcalledhereinafter
B-l.asclassifiedbetributariesand itsPiscataquog Riverthethat
Thes. 1.38,c.Laws 1953adopted.wasThis recommendation

Legislaturethebymadeand othersthese watersofclassification
149:6 whichfollowing RSAin a notealphabeticallylistedare

1051-1055.pagesappears at
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Legislature shall meetprovidedThe has that class B-l waters
being acceptablecertain standards and “shall be forconsidered as

bathing purposes adequateand recreational and,other after treat-
ment, (a).supplies.”for use as water II sameRSA 149:3 This

provides sewagesection disposalthat there shall be no of suchinto
providesadequatewaters unless it receives treatment. The act

theLegislature,that after waters have been classified theby
may reinvestigate pollutionCommission conditions of and make

Legislature. 149:7.further recommendations the RSA Provisionto
filedpetitionis also in RSA 149:9 for variance to bemade for a

petition orSuperiorin the Court. No for reclassification variance
filed in The is authorized to exercisewas this case. Commission

waste,disposal ofgeneral pollution and thesupervision over water
(RSA as to149:4), applies municipalities as welland this to

corporations.individuals and RSA 149:1.
pollution theThe that the elimination of fromrecognizesstatute

public benefits andpublic generalof the results inwaters State
municipalitiesprovides bynotes issuedtherefore that bonds or

plant guaranteedbe un-disposal maysewage systemfor a or
specific-statutethe 149:5. Anotherconditionally by State. RSA

municipal sewage treatmentprovides that bond issues forally
providedarelimits of whichare outside the indebtednessworks

municipalities.generally for RSA 33:5.
of the Com­the orderIt the defendant thatis the contention of

delegation legislativeofas amission is and unconstitutionalvoid
the of indebtedness“no limit amountpower since there is as to

toby the Commissionmay requiredtown begivenwhich any
N. H.Jackson,v. 88on FerrettiThe defendant reliesincur.”

propositionthepredicated onthis contention is296. Insofar as
of localrightthepollution invaderegulating waterthat statutes

precedentbothofrejectedit on the basisself-government, must be
grantswhich the Statepowerstheonly“Towns havehistory.and

reviewing the408. After407,N. H.Bragg,Eaton v. 96them.”
394,H.N.Amyot Caron, 88in v.from 1817 to 1937authorities
andhas been a consistent399, that “thereit was concluded

controllegislativecompleteprinciple ofsupport of theunvarying
overLegislaturetheofplenaryThe controlgovernment.”of local
ago.centuryait was overmunicipalities todayno thanis less

limitsthe debt540, 541. SinceOpinion Justices,the 99 N. H.of
theypower,legislativethemunicipality peculiarlya are withinof

the State’spromotetoor orderbe decreased inmay increased
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publicinterest in Exampleshealth. the powerof exercise of this
are found in statutes enacted at everyalmost legislative session.

439, 1;Laws 1955,c. s. Goodrich Falls Co. v. Howard, 86 N. H.Cf.
512, 522.

It may arguedbe that if the State is interested in abating water
pollution, it should expensebear the of thecorrecting condition.
However the failure of the toState this,do does not result in any

delegationunlawful to the Commission which itorders done in
accordance with a classification made by the Legislature itself.
A similar argument rejectedwas Amyotmade and in v. Caron,
supra, 401. powerThe theof State Board of Health to require the
construction of sewage systema preventto contamination of a
public supplywater was sustained in State,Meredith v. 94 N. H.
123, emphasized131. In that case it was Legislature“that the has
recognized imperativethe necessity for the establishment of sewers
by providing their subjectthat cost shall benot the ordinaryto

upon the publiclimitations debt.” The reasoning appliessame
prevention pollutionto the of (a).water under RSA 149:3 II

The legislative authority to enact providestatutes or to for the
issuance of orders and regulations protection publicfor the of
health, involvingwithout an of legislativeunlawful delegation
power, is broad and extensive. v. Normand, 541;State 76 N. H.

Griffin,State v. N. However, authority69 H. 1. the notis limitless.
Beattie, 71;Richardson v. Wilkins,98 N. H. Willis v. 92 N. H.

statutes, expensive400. Health andregulations orders, may be' and
they confiscatorybut beburdensome cannot or unreasonable.

Normand, supra, RockinghamRyeState v. 543. v. County,Cf.
268, presentH. In it be68 N. 269. the case is to noted that the

specifyorder not the ismoneyCommission’s does amount of that
required the method that must be used to the wateror abate

appears ifpollution bycaused the It that the cost estimatestown.
byare tax rate beby accepted,used the town the would increased

factperto three dollars thousand valuation. Thetwo dollars
be notbythe tax rate would increased this amount doesthat

or con-that the order is unreasonabledemonstrate Commission’s
the inappearit the debt of townfiscatory. Neither does that
by the Taxequalizedasto the last assessed valuationrelation

33:1,of RSAprohibitivebe as a matter law.wouldCommission
329, s.by 1955, c. 3.as Lawsamended

inansweredquestion transferred isof this case theOn the facts
may the conditionsdetermineSuperiorThe Courtthe affirmative.
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compliancepermittonecessaryand time that bemaylimitations
way within aof in reasonablewith the order the Commission a

maythe actLegislature providedtime. has thatreasonable The
(RSA I) mayhence this orderin andbe enforced the courts 149:8

bycontempt the finesinjunction, or authorizedbybe enforced by
use itsSuperior mayIn connection the CourtRSA 149:19. this

enforce theadequate equitable powers toampleand ofarmory
498:1;RSAmaythat it issue.principal provisions anyof decree

I; Fowler v.335; 149:8Hudson, RSAv. 315 Mass.Commonwealth
as awhetherto decideBeckman, unnecessaryH. 424. It is66 N.

providesch. 530 whichRSAplacedbe onmaylast resort reliance
the townofand inhabitantsofficerspropertythat real of thethe

may taken on execution.be

Remanded.

All concurred.
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