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J.Wheeler, The question presentedsole is whether defend-the
ant, a resident of state,this may prosecutedbe in forthis state
neglect supportto his wife who is a nonresident.

The questionstatute in RSA (supp.)460:23 provides: any“If
husband or father neglectshall to maintain his wife or children
when such wife or children are dependent updn his earnings for
support, neglectsor employmenthis misspendsor earnings sohis as

providenot to for the support of his wife or children, he shall be
imprisoned not more than one year, and fined not more than one
hundred dollars, both;or fine,such if beany, paidto appliedor
in whole or partin to supportthe of the wife or children as the

maycourt direct.”
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any fine shall bethatform, providespenal instatute, whileThe
“as thefamilythesupportthe ofpart” toor inapplied “in whole

wording of the statutenothing in theisTheremay direct.”court
happens toneglected person whoto theapplicationthat limits its

In determin-support.neglectof toat the time suchbe in this state
thewhereconfusion exists between situationssomeing jurisdiction

on one handthe wife children themay abandonment of orcharge be
rulegeneralthe is thenonsupporfcon other. Itofand the offense

placeof in which the offenseis in the courts thejurisdictionthat
nonsupportheld that is acommitted; generallybut it is alsowas

placecan the where the wifecontinuing which occur at oroffense
theat the father’s residence or at both. On otherlive,children

fromdesertion, distinguished nonsupport,ashand abandonment or
single place.onegenerallyis a occurrence which occurs at definite

(2d) 887, S.,A. L. 22 C. J.892; Law,See anno. 44 R. Criminal
136(b).s.

is ourhere, jurisdiction. residing“The offender within While
provisionhe ought supporthere to make for the of his wife and

children,minor theywhether are here heor elsewhere. If tofails
this,do his neglect of duty here,occurs without a placereference to

performanceproperwhere the of woulddutyhis confer benefits.”
Commonwealth v. Acker, 93;197 Mass. In91, see re 42Alexander,

461,Del. municipal469. The Keene jurisdiction.court has Cf.
State v. Tetreault, N. H.97 260.

Remanded.

All concurred.


