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appraisal through-the firm in a “uniform and consistent manner”
showingplaintiff presentedout the town. Because the no evidence

taxation,proportionalina variance the ofassessment the master
denying plaintiff.no in thecommitted error abatement to the

plaintiffs onlyThe counsel asserts that the issue before the mas-
While the record is notter was fair market value. clear on this

point, failingwe thecannot conclude that master erred in to exer-
Mathews,reopencise his discretion to the case. v.See Ricker 94

313, 316, 196, omitted);(1947) (citationN.H. A.2d53 198 v.Snook
Portsmouth, 441, 443-44, 654, (1940).90 N.H. 10 A.2d 656

of result appealBecause the we do not address defendant’s of the
finding only $3,450,000.fairmaster’s of a market ofvalue

Affirmed.

All concurred.
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Smith,Gregory attorney general Tucker,(BrianH. T. assistant
attorney general, brief), byon the brief for the State.

Duggan, appellate defender, byJames E. brief for the defendant.

King, Following jury SuperiorC.J. a in (Batehelder,trial Court
J.), defendant, Lurvey,the Carlisle beingwas convicted of an
accomplice receiving property.to III;stolen RSASee 626:8 RSA

appealed637:7. The defendant his conviction to this court. We
affirm.

stealing set,After a television approachedtwo men the defend-
ant helpand asked that he them sell the stolen item. The defend-

arrangedant presentthen a sale and was when the television set
approximatelywas sold for Allegedly, the defendant$125. and the

splitother two proceeds.men the
The information under charged allegedwhich the defendant was

that sellingthe defendant had aided in property by findingcertain
buyer, helpinga transportto property,the accepting approx-and

imately paymentin property. case,for the$100 After the State’s
requestedthe defendant verdict, claiminga directed the hadState

provednot that accepted any Later,the defendant money.had the
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regardingjuryrequested trial court to instruct thedefendant the
money.acceptanceprove of The trial courttothe failureState’s

moneyacceptancerequests, reasoning the of wasthatdenied both
and, therefore,charged,necessary theof the crimenot a element

allegationprove to sustain its burden ofto thatdid not haveState
jurya on theindicated that instructionproof. The trial court

moneyacceptance of wasproveto the defendant’sState’s failure
moneyacceptance wasunnecessary proof the of sur-ofbecause

unnecessary for aplusage conviction.and

argues beingof an accom­that the offenseThe defendant
that, therefore,one, the information mustplice is an inchoate and

1152,185, 187,Bean, 371 A.2dspecific. 117 N.H.be See v.State
forth theagree information had to set(1977). We that the1153

receiving prop­being accomplicean to stolenacts that constituted
erty, merely language accompliceof the statute. Seeand not the

914,Merski, 901, 710, (1981).121 N.H. 437 A.2d 717-18v.State
case, however, thesufficient withoutin this wasThe information

money, allegedregarding acceptance itlanguage of becausethe
charged.of RSAspecificity the elements the offense Seewith all

III; 637:7; 489,Taylor, 495,v. 121626:8 RSA State N.H. 431 A.2d
775, (1981).778

that, by failing toargument issecondThe defendant’s
jury prove acceptance oftoinstruct the on the State’s failure

money, impermissibly amended the information. Seethe trial court
Stirone,212,States, (1960). theInv. 361 U.S. 217Stirone United

beSupreme cannotCourt held that an indictmentUnited States
defendant,materially by Id. in thisthe trial court. Thealtered

information, indictment;case, charged by thenot thereforewas
McNamara,necessarilyruling applicable. 1 R.is not SeeStirone

Hampshire Practice,New Criminal Practice and Procedure §
474, (1980). applied holdingat 314-15 Even if we the toStirone

case, however, permissible.this trialthe court’s action would be
merelyThe amendment of information was the removal ofthe

States, (errorsurplusage, toStirone v. United 361 U.S. at 218cf.
element,permit changedamendment of indictment that material

moneysurplusage), acceptancenot ofof is not an elementbecause
being receivingaccomplice property.the crime of an to stolen See

186,III; Spade,also v. 118 N.H.RSA 626:8 RSA 637:7. See State
647,Cote,189-90, 115, (1978); v. N.H. 649-­State 113385 A.2d 117

Hamsphire50, McNamara,687, (1973); 1 NewA.2d R.312 688-89
Practice, 311, at 196and ProcedureCriminal Practice §

indictment,(1980). in averments in an informationAs is true an
by defining therequiredare in of those the statute“that excess
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may superfluous, necessarilybe treated as and notoffense thus do
Boone,proof.”control the State’s burden of v.See State 119 N.H.

594, 596, 113, (1979).A.2d 114406 We conclude that the trial court
denyingdid not err in the defendant’s motions for a directed ver­

jury concerningdict and for instructions the State’s failure to
prove acceptance moneythe defendant’s of in the sale of stolen

1065, 1070, 299,property. Langdon,v. 121 N.H.See State 438 A.2d
302 (1981).

overruled;Exceptions affirmed.

Batchelder, J., participate;did not the others concurred.
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