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Superioragainstmade Moore Courtcomplaints byfind theWe
Upton F.Richard F. and JohnWheeler and attorneysChief Justice

himselfrespondentof thegroundless. If the conductCronin to be
beproceedings partlycomplaint, maymade in thesewhich isof

health,and ofadvancing years stateexplainable in terms of his
continue,to and establishespermittedbeconduct should notsuch

andprivilegesto theenjoythe courtunfitness as an officer ofhis
6,ss. SeeL., 381,his office. R. c. 8.obligations ofperform the
taken forbeaction mustIsserman, 269,N. J. 275. “Somere 9In

227,N.Case,Moore’s H.community.” 76protectionthe of the
respondent be indefinite-The is that thecases cited. order229, and

ansuspended attorney.from his officeasly

ordered.So

All concurred.
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Robert A. Jones orally), plaintiffs.brief and for the(by

(Mr.&Devine Millimet F. theorally),Maurice Devine for
defendant.

Lampron, J. The defendant’s does comecontention that it not
provisions Municipal Budgetthe ofwithin the Law is based on two

general grounds. independent corporationit isFirstly, an created
special Legislaturea act of the inby engagedand a commercial

(Chicopeeenterprise Mfg. Co. Manchester, 109, 112),v. N. H.97
village precinctisit not orconsequently a district within the mean-

ing of R. c. 52.L., Secondly, self-sustaining,the defendant is
raisingoutside of monies for extension of its facilities meansbythe

issues,of bond therefore it is not spending agencya within the
chapter. questionterms of that It further contends that this has

bymoot 1953,become enactment of Laws 258.the c.
(Lawsinception 9) (R.In its 1935, subsequent L.,c. and history

amended)52, Municipal Budgetc. as the Act evidences a clear
purpose appropriation expenditure moneyto control the inand of

“Itmunicipalities. shall the ofduty budgetbe committee tothe
budget (s. 3).a ... townprepare expendituresfor and school ...

long provisionsas of inSo this act shall remain force in anythe
the total amount appropriatedtown at annual town orany school

meeting pershall not exceed more ten theby than cent total amount
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appro-specified and nobudget purposesin the for or schooltown
budgetinpriation be for included saidany purposeshall made not

(s. 4). spendingselectmen, board,. . . No of school or otherboard
liabilitypay agreeshall to or incuragency pay any money anyor

expenditure purposefor aninvolving money anythe of for which
made, any appropriationnot been or in excess ofappropriation has
(s. 5).. .or allotment made to it.

that1943, arguedthe of c. it could be80,Until Lawsenactment
precincts subject provisions.not tovillage districts and were its

thereof, adding Laws,2 section toHowever section 5-a Revised
thechapter provides adopted“In town has-52, anythat which

provisions municipal budgetthe . thebudgetof law . . committee
(italicsprepare budget any supplied) villageshall a for district

limi-precinct the Thewhollyor within boundaries of said town.
provided thisupon appropriations, chapter,town shallbytations

appropriations precinctsfor said districts or and the com-toapply
subjectany precinctof district or shall be to themissioners such

provisions chapter spending agenciesof as of saidthis other town.”
52, 5, brings. to within1949, L., supra,In R. c. was amended

“expending” limitedcategory spending agenciesthe of or which are
whollyof a village“commissioners districtby appropriations,
requiretown”; and the amended towithin said act was otherwise

budgetto submit to the committee a state-district commissioners
ofexpenditures made, provideand to for removalment of all

commissioners, complyincluding district who should fail toofficials,
4.requirements 1949, 228, 3,of 5. Laws c. ss.with the section

hasIt true that certain characteristics which differen-is defendant
(1)village precincts, viz;or it wasit from some other districtstiate

upon petitionthe thespecial Legislatureact of and notbycreated
(2) in70; engagedmore under R. itlegal L.,of ten or voters c. is

supra.Mfg. Manchester,enterprise. Chicopeea Co. v.commercial
precinctdistrict within“village whollyOn the other hand it is a or

meetingits annualthe boundaries” of the town of Lebanon and at
toappropriations paid byin it made taxes assessed1953 various be

by selectmen of Lebanon.the
opinion Municipal Budgetthe was de-We are of that the Law

manner ofsigned uniformity appropriatingto establish some in the
public municipalities thisexpending moneyand in the various of

clear in our if itpurpose impaired, judgment,state. Its would be
theyinapplicable precinctsto certain or districts becausewere held

special engage particularact inby theycreated or becausewere
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Attorney 209;v. N. H. seeHunter, 206,activities. General 92
Colby Broderick, 316;96 N. H.Burnham,v. N. H. Wilcox v. 98

pro-64. clearlyThe Lebanon Water is within the literalWorks
Municipal Budgetvisions of Law,the as amended.

(Laws 258)Municipal c.1953,The Finance Act is concerned
municipalitieswith manner in which are borrowprimarily tothe

presentnot render moot.money. It does the issue
question us,The viz; defendant,transferred to “Is the Lebanon
Works, subject governed provisionsWater to and the theby of

Budget Laws)”Municipal (Chapter 52,Law Revised is answered
in the affirmative.

discharged,.Case

All concurred.
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