
90

ratio toin at a differentthe other Claremont wereproperties
than was the assessmenttheir true value on plaintiff’s property.

the the select-failed to that valuation byprove placedHaving
thehis was to valuationmen property disproportionateupon

not en-other the wasthem upon properties, plaintiffbyplaced
Commission,v. Tax 103an abatement. Statetitled to Perry

264,H. 267.N.

sustained; setdecreeException
aside.

All concurred.
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General, S.William Maynard, Attorney George Pappagianis,
Bussiere,General and Emile commissionerR.Deputy Attorney

the duties ofto perform county attorney Pappagianis{Mr.
for the State.orally),

&Leonard andLeonard David M. Prolman Prolman{Mr.
for the defendant.orally),

byWheeler, aliens;RSA 159:3 “Possessionprovides:J.
No unnaturalized andfelons. noforeign-born person, person

orhas been convicted of a thewho personfelony against
another, orshall own have in his orof possessionproperty

a .under his control or revolver. . . Whoever violatespistol
this shall be morethe of section not thanimprisonedprovisions

and theconviction or revolver shall betwo years, upon pistol
andconfiscated destroyed.”

statute accessories after the fact be tried and convictedBy may
thebefore or after conviction of the and shall beeither principal

in the same manner as the inpunished principal except capital
RSA 590:2.cases.

This court has the factlong that therecognized distinction
between and accessories has little toprincipals commend it.

Demos,v.State N.81 H. “It318. has been more than twenty-
five itsince wasyears case,in the Demosemphasized supra,

isthat there little foundation for thelogical distinction between
now,and but then,asprincipal accessory inany improvement

withline modern criminal procedure requires ratherlegislative
than Lacoshus,action.” State v.judicial 76,96 H.N. 80.

The defendant contends here that since the ofcharge being
an after the fact is aaccessory distinct offense from that of the

he cannot be withprincipal violation of RSAcharged 159:3.
isIt elemental law that andbreaking andentering larceny

are offenses the of oragainst right property of an-possessions
other. Here the defendant became an after the factaccessory

the inby aiding principal and oftransporting thedisposing
stolen Sometime later thegoods. found apolice rifle and

arevolver in motor vehicle which the defendant was operating.
the technicalDespite distinction between and acces-principal

we are of thesory, that the defendant’sopinion ofconviction
the offense of anbeing after the toaccessory fact the crime of

andbreaking, constituted aentering conviction alarceny “of
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ofof another” within the meaning. . .felony against property
RSA 159:3.

overruled.Exception

All concurred.

Hillsborough,
No. 5230.

Alphonse Roy v.
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10,September 1964.Argued

30,Decided December 1964.


