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Heed, attor-Rath, general assistantattorney W.Thomas D. {Peter
ney general, for theorally), State.

orally, for the defendant.Koromilas, by brief andDover,ofJames

Memorandum

robbery.forthe defendantappeal from a conviction ofanThis is
on the twinoverturnedto have his convictionDefendant seeks

to dis-failing grant motionerred in to hisgrounds that the trial court
the ver-setting asideand in notat the close of the State’s casemiss

weight The meritscontrary the of the evidence.guiltyof as todict
Thewholly analysis of the establishedappealof the on an facts.rest

light“in thebeon the evidence must consideredrule is that review
therefrom.”allfavorable to the State with reasonablemost inferences

Canney, 382, (1972);383301, 303,112 294 A.2dState v. N.H.
A re-Breest, 734, (1976).1320accord, State 116 367 A.2dv. N.H.

defendanttestified that thethe that the victimview of facts reveals
ninety dif-picture out ofhim, picked defendant’srobbed that he had
he heby policethe saidmugferent that when first contactedshots,

was Herberthim,had robbed that the robber’s first nameknew who
conflicting evidence, butformerly Thereand that he drove a cab. was

witnesses,credibility dispute twothe case became a classic between
topassenger juryin The chosethe victim and a the defendant’s car.

doingvictim,the and we find no error in itsbelieve so.

Exceptions overruled.


