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broughtagree plaintiff should have her action so as toWe thatsuit.
joined her husband. Plaintiffs brief stateswith that of thathave it

joinder. Joinder, however,agree anot to such doesdefendant would
that,parties. purposedepend upon of the The fact for the ofnot consent

administration, plaintiff’s joinedjudicial action should have been with
justifyhowever a dismissal herof her husband does not of action.that
given bymay superiorwill be theIt be that consideration court to a

this;mandatory presentlyjoinder in such as but nonerule cases exists
plaintiff’sto action.bar

Exception overruled.
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Defendant, in the Milfordwho was convicted District Court of
262-A:54,violating appealed Hillsboroughspeeding, for RSA to the

pleadedCounty Superior heCourt where nolo contendere. He was
chargepercent penalty infined and a ten accordance with RSA$20
excepted imposition(Supp. 1977)105-A:8 was added. He to the of the

by Cann,penalty charge exception was transferredand his J.
382,Justices,Opinion (1977),In the 117 N.H. 373 A.2d 640 theof

justices opinion proposedof were of the that thethis court bill which
Althoughbecame RSA ch. 105-A was constitutional. we did not have

adversary process, nothingof the inthe benefit at that time defend-
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Addingcontraryto a conclusion. thearguments the courtleadsant’s
nothing increase all fines coveredcharge more thanpercent doesten

allocatingNothing prohibits from whateverby the Statethe Act.
may particular purpose.a RSA 502-A:8.fine wish toportion of a it

go the State could be allocated forThus, fines which toany part of all
Trainingand Council. RSA 502-Standardspurpose of the Policethe

implication imposedsimply by allincreases fines105-AA:8. ch.RSA
(including infines those RSAall maximumstatutes andunder the

the increase toby percent allocates the statedIV) ten and651:2
requireplus increase does not theCollecting fines thepurpose. the

anyperform function more than does collect-judiciary an executiveto
618:14, prohib-Nor does RSA whiching increase.the fine without the

cases,against respondents in criminalof costsits the assessment
legislature enacting (Supp. 1977).RSA 105-A:8prohibit fromthe

Exception overruled.
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29,1970, plaintiff passengerawas in a motorOn March vehicle that
being byoperatedwas in while the defendant ininvolved an accident


