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When these$7,000 to the treasurer.of the citythe payment
obviated, be dissolved.the willthus injunctionareobjections

J., sit: the others con-Clark, did notStanley, Smith, Jand
curred.

& a.& a. HallWebster v.

claimsconflictingis to determinenecessarya hill interpleaderWhen of
as well asthe creditorscreditors, one ofbyof it be maintainedmay

the debtor.by
againstclaimsconflictinga bill be determinemay maintained toSuch

is entitled who makesfine a personfor one half of a to whichcountya
a violationa forand on prosecution,and institutes carriescomplaint,

of the law.liquor
such, it beandmoiety; mayentitled tomay bepersons jointlySeveral

a decreebyagreement,divided them to theiramong according legal
on such a bill.

theEquity, Drake, Hall andBill andin Webster againstby.
Inof a referee.Facts found pursuancecounty byHillsborough.

to institutethe and Hallof an between jointlyagreement plaintiff's
law,for of the Halland on violationscarry liquorprosecutions

before theand the testifiedmade grand jury.complaints, plaintiffs
found, to theten finesTen indictments were and were paid county.

fifth, and thetheir Hall was have oneto plaintiffsBy agreement,
each,fifths claim two fifthstwo of the moieties. The plaintiffs

each, and Hall claims the whole.

Atherton, for the plaintiffs.

French, for Hall.

Burns, solicitor, for the county.

Doe, bill,C. ThisJ. the of thefor protectionbeing necessary
becould ofmaintained the a billascounty, interpleader.by county

aAnd for andconvenientlybeing reasonably necessary process
theand plaintiffs’economically ascertaining establishing rights

and their it them.be maintained Met­furnishing remedy, bymay
Gilmore, 417,v. 59 N. H. The of434. theiradjudicationjustcalf

a suitclaim in which Hall therequires will be bound by judgment.
And as the should not be harassed more than one suitcounty by
for the settlement of the claims of the andconflicting plaintiffs
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Hall, so the should not be toplaintiffs theircompelled prosecute
alone,claim the and toagainst the same claimcounty prosecute in

a bill of the theinterpleader brought by county against plaintiffs
and Hall. And it is immaterial ofwhich the interestedby parties
this suit isnecessary brought.

townperson.or and andmaking car-Any complaint, instituting
a law,on for a ofviolation the isprosecution, entitledrying liquor

to one half of a fine collected L.,such G. c.through prosecution.
case,109, s. 27. In this the of the rule ofapplication general

construction, that words thestatutory numberimporting singular
toextend several or is consistent with the intent ofpersons things,

L., 1, 1,the c.G. ss. 3. A belegislature. mademaycomplaint
thebefore and agrand be instituted andjury, prosecution may
on,carried andthe action ofby joint several Thelegal persons.

was,of the and law,Hall not to violateagreement plaintiffs any
but to cause a certain law to be Oneenforced. half oflawfully
the is offered afine as reward for the And neitherprosecutor.
the letter nor the reason of the law ofa combinationprohibits per-

thesons for of the reward that whichpurpose gaining theby doing
offer of reward is intended to induce to do.anybody

form,In the did not the sub-plaintiffs incomplaints:make
stance, Hall alone did not furnish the evidence for insti-necessary

and on the If the earnedtuting carrying prosecutions. plaintiffs
ofno the reward evidence,the Hall earned nopart by furnishing

433;the v. N.Pierce 54 H.part by making complaints. County,
v. H.Pierce 57 N. 324. Each theCounty, performed part assigned

theirhim with an that all wereby agreement, understanding
If the the fact thatjoint prosecutors. plaintiffs, by concealing

were had the tojoint caused reward bethey principals, paid
asto the soleHall would been es-haveapparent principal, they
to claim of the what had induced thethustopped county they
to to ButHall. the character of the businesspay jointcounty

disclosed, the claim of the as thatis as ofbeing plaintiffs good
AtHall. the trial there aterm will be decree for the payment

clerk,the whole theof reward to and a division it theof among
claimants to theiraccording agreement.

Case discharged.

Allen, J., did not thesit: others concurred.


