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takingtakingthe if thedayit have been on the ofwould worth
Edgcomb 480,H.State,Steel Co. v. 100 N.had not occurred.”

damageswhen, case,as in this the were486, 487. However
completed properthe work was it was to admitassessed after

plaintiff’sthe the new highwayevidence of how use of affected
property jury determiningan aid to the in valueremaining as the

Wright 6;taking. Company, 3,after the v. N. H.of the residue 75
Boston, Railroad,Dearborn Concord & Montrealv. The 24 N. H.

1952)Nichols, (3d179, also, 5 Eminent ed. s.188. See Domain
p. 352; Edgcomb Co.23.4, State, supra, 487,Steel v. The488.

thatproperly mightwas instructed it consider factors “in-jury
fluencing plaintiffwhat a fair market value would be” but that the

damagesentitled to anywas not “for inconvenience annoyancesor
sufferinghe may especiallybe because there highis a school

there.” Since the evidence was admissible, exceptions relatingthe
thereto are overruled.

Judgment on the verdict.

All concurred.
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for the(both (Mr. RenoKentucky) orally),H. MorseMarvin of
motion.

orally),Attorney (by brief andWyman, GeneralLouis C.
opposed.

proposesthat heplaintiff’s allegesPer The motion nowcuriam.
Court decisionby Supremethe States of theseek Unitedto review

v.31, Wyman Uphaus,on March 1960.this court handed downof
tofor the review beIt indicates that one basisN. H. 461.102

30,expiration legisla-June 1957 of thesought of the onarises out
“to determine whetherAttorneywhich directed the Generaltion

. this state”presently. . are located withinpersonssubversive
307;(Laws 1955, 197, 340), allegedcc. and the1953, c. Laws

imposition upon previous authoritythe of theof limitations
14,enactment on June ofAttorney byGeneral the 1957 RSA

1957, urged suspendc. We are to orderLaws 178. the of588:8a.
14, 1959,December so that maycommittal entered on review be

before committal shall end.had
changes uponThe thus relied thisstatutory occurred before case
to followingremanded this courtwas vacation of its earlier

judgment SupremeUnitedby 14,the States Court on October 1957.
16.Uphaus Wyman,v. 355 U. S. In 1957,November the plaintiff,

this court, opposed (Wymanin reinstatement of the judgment v.
Uphaus, 139),H. in 1958,101 N. and November before the United

Supreme Court, argued appealStates his from the reinstated
judgment which was affirmed on June 8, Uphaus1959. v. Wyman,

U.360 S. 72.
opinionOur March 31, 1960,of did turn uponnot any holding

providedthat RSA 588:8a an the legislativeextension of investiga-
tion first in plaintiffauthorized 1953. The stands committed for
refusal, 1955, 197,while Laws c. was still effect,in complyto with

order prioran entered to enactment of RSA 588:8a.
Between January 5, 1956 and December 14, 1959, plaintiffthe

at large upon Wymanwas bail. See v. Uphaus, 436,100 N. H. 438.
theYet upon supportissues relied to the review be soughtnow to

although plaintiffavailable to the after June 1957, pre-were not
insented the pending proceedings at any time, until first advanced
the Superiorbefore Court on December 14, 1959, the onday which

the order of committal was entered. Other presentedissues by the
motion have been arguedbriefed and many by competenttimes

ablycounsel who have protected the plaintiff’s rights.
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This case has been repeatedly before the this state andcourts of
the Supreme WymanUnited v.Court,States since 1954. See
Uphaus, 1; WymanN. 436; Uphaus100 H. v. v.Uphaus, 100 N. H.
Wyman. 16; Uphaus 965;355 U. S. v. Wyman, 926,356 U. S.
Wyman Uphaus, 139; Uphausv. N. H. Wyman,101 v. U. S.360
72; Wyman Uphaus, 324;v. N. Wyman Uphaus,102 H. v. 102
N. H. 461.

An pendingexamination the lightof in the of the entiremotion
thehistory of case grantconvinces us that there no tois occasion

the relief sought.

denied.Motion

All concurred.
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