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Court,Keene Municipal
No. 5125.

F. &O’Neill a.State v. Peter

7,May 1963.Argued

7, 1963.Decided June

William O'Neil,General and WilliamMaynard, Attorney J.
Assistant GeneralAttorney for theO'Neil State.orally),{Mr.

D.William Tribble and David Killkelley Killkelley{Mr.J.
for the defendants.orally),

Wheeler, The defendants that are inargue doubt astheyJ.
to whether are withthey RSA orcharged 570:1 sec-violating

2 and 3tions of the same since allchapter, three sections
other “rude, indecent,among prohibit orthings disorderly

offensive, derisive,. .conduct . or word” orannoying repeat-“ ”obscene,lewd,. . . oring any or .profane word . . .song
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in com-theThe is whether thequestion presented language
informingthe ofmeets constitutional requirements fullyplaints

defi-the sufficientthe defendants of the nature of offense with
the of convictionniteness to them to defend and in eventenable

same offense.for theto them from laterprotect prosecution
228.Rousten, 140; H.v. 100 N.State 84 N. H. State v. Mealey,

bewhile offense couldThe State concedes that the charged
thethatset in themore forth the complaints, allegationclearly

“ that. inwere . . of conductdisorderlydefendants guilty
wastalk”and in louddid use wordsprofane engage[they]

undersufficient to inform them that werethey being prosecuted
“Brawls,570:1, inthe of whichRSAprovisions provides part:

brawl, nor, in street or otherNo shall make a anyetc. person
rude, indecent, con-be of or disorderlyplace,public guilty

.. . .”duct
in the words of theis forth statute with thesetThe charge

of conduct that the defendantsdisorderlyspecificationfurther
in loudand talk.” We thinkwords engagedused “profane

the defendants wereto that theyapprise beingis sufficientthis
Perkins, 464;v. 42570:1. State N. H.under RSAprosecuted

101;Rollins, Harlan,v.55 N. H. State 103 N. H.v.State
101; Peirce,H. v.97 N. 43v.31; Twarog,State Statecf.

H. 273.N.
section 2 thisthat ofnoted chapterbe prohibitsshouldIt

words to another streetderisive person upon anyaddressing
utterance or ofthe3 writingsection prohibits obscenity.and
not said toas drawn could be come withinfairlyThe charge

sections.of thesethe purview

overruled.Exceptions

All concurred.


