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of suits and of costs in a con-avoid singlemultiplicity multiplicity
suit,that should be settled in one or in as few suits astroversy

;of the is notThe error the demurrerjoinder plaintiffspossible.
overruled; thisshould have been and the on ispointexception

sustained.
declaration,But while the a cause of action at law on astating

is not forto bad of themoney, misjoinder parties,promise pay
facts found at the trial show that their a differentrights require

of and other an formode than execution dam­procedure, remedy
in The was to the theirdefendantages assumpsit. pay plaintiffs

$300,shares of not in sum onthe but that themoney, by allowing
insolvent;Vose of the are thenote. Three and otherplaintiffs

six and the defendant are entitled to an the wholeofapplication
sum of $300 as a There is a balance of contribution topayment.

;be the six thedefendant the solvent for collec­paid plaintiffsby
balance, ;oftion that he should not tobe more andput litigation

a cannot be made in' Therecomplete adjustment assumpsit.
him;should be a of the balance due that amountcomputation

him;should be with the clerk for and thewhendeposited deposit
made,is bethere should a decree that the note be withdeposited

Welch,clerk v.the to be cancelled. 46.59 N. H. HereStrafford
is work for the in wasbill which tried with theequity assumpsit,
and which be allowed as an amendment of inthe declarationmay

Gilmore,that action. v. N. H.59 417.Metcalf
motion,The defendant’s that the tobe electplaintiffs required

whether inwould the matters on the declara-they try controversy
law,tion at or on the bill in was denied.equity, rightly They

were action,allowed to avail themselves of ofboth formsproperly
to the modes of trial tosubject which either was entitled.party

A tort,need an action of contractplaintiff and an inactionmay
forms,or counts in both to meet the meritorious ofcontingencies

his Whitcher,case. v. N. H.60 110. A final adjust-Rutherford
ment and decree be made at trialwill the term.

Case discharged.
Bingham, J., did not sit: the others concurred.

Siskin’s Petition.

96,Chapter 1883,Laws certainrequiring persons committed to to hejail
discharged the atby jailer time,the of a certainexpiration does not
restrict Laws,the ofpower 268,them Gen. c.discharging upon s. 9.

Petition, to of vacation,a the court inpresented andjustice
term,into the law for theadjourned of thedischarge petitioner
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thefine and costs policeto a imposed byfor inability payfrom*jail
ais not entitled to dischargeNashua. The up-court of petitioner

96, Laws 1883.on c.

1883,96, limits certain terms of im-Doe, LawsJ.C. Chapter
the ofand does not restrict power discharge given byprisonment,

268,Laws, s.c. 9.Gen.

v. Concord Railroad.Hazen

without a decision.dischargedA case bemayhypothetical

Case, the wife. The claimsfor toinjuries plaintiff’s plaintiff
loss service and caused re-injuriesrecover for a of society, byto

of the In anthe defendants.ceived her negligencethroughby
them,, she recovered forhasher damagesaction by againstbrought

desired the of the court on theTheher opinioninjuries. parties
service,of hercan recover for loss orwhether thequestion plaintiff

for loss of her society.

Wallace, for theWadleigh plaintiff.

Burns, for the defendants.Fellows G. IT.J. W and

Doe, advisable to theJ. It is deemedC. not investigate ques-
hismooted this case. The andtions of law in plaintiffhypothetical

their as to neitherhave so exercisedwife equal rights givemay
ofof loss either service orof fact for a claim society.groundany

Case discharged.

& a.v. ManchesterStevens

2, out withinLaws, c. cannot be49, cemeterys. a laidpublicUnder Gen.
owner,of the althougha without consentrodstwenty dwelling-houseof

to be so been procured by voluntary purchase.land used hadthe

Equity, to restrain the of Man-injunction cityin for anBill
chester, defendants, thewho are trustees ofand the other Amoslceag

ordinance, offrom land for the burialunder a usingcemetery city
thedead, rods from dwelling-house.withinthe plaintiff’stwenty

of one Hans-the land in wasbill showed that question boughtThe
lots,1883, and itrun out into burial thatin andthecom cityby


