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guilty ofThough otherpermissible to show that a defendant has beennotit is
guiltyshowing of the offensepurpose that he is withfor the ofsimilar offenses

proveit tends tocharged, evidence is admissible wheneveris suchwhich he
charged.purpose to the ofíensea commit

tending preju-as to excite unduebe excludedrelevant evidence shouldWhether
questionpresentsexception its noquestion fact, and an to admissionis a ofdice

of law.
point of toas in timeexcluded too remoterelevant evidence should beWhether

questionjury,any a for the trial court.of to the isbe assistance

daughter,Indictment, charging rapingthe defendant with his
by jury guilty.and ofBernice, girla thirteen. Trial verdict Theof

exception,show, subject to that the de-permitted tostate was
shortlyJanuary, 1919,in and that after that hewife diedfendant’s

Bernice, yearsattempted with then tento have intercourse who was
grandmother,Bernice went to live with herold. Soon after that

June,remained until 1922. At that time the defendantshewhere
to him hispermitted goto visit him and she was with onasked her

attemptin a or nobring her week two. He madepromise to back
Septemberingrandmother,her to her and committed thereturnto

charged, compelledhe and in her tooffense which is Decemberwith
opinion.time. facts are stated ina second Other thesubmit

by J., exceptionson toSawyer, evidence and theTransferred
motion toof the defendant’s set the verdict aside.denial

solicitor, forJohnston, by orally,brief and the state.Francis W.

Hurd, by orally,and for theHenry brief defendant.N.

it not de­Young, Although permissibleJ. is to show that the
ofguilty purposeof similar for thehad been other offensesfendant

charged,guilty of the offense which he isshowing that he is with
245, evidence admissibleLapage,v. 57 N. H. still such is when­State

prove purposea to commit the offense with whichit tends toever
Ev.,charged. Wig.1 s. 357.ishe

proveto thatsubject exceptionto tendsadmittedThe evidence
diedup his mind soon after his wife to debauchmadedefendantthe

tograndmotherher in orderfact he lied todaughter. Thehis
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getto power strengthenenable him her into his totends this con-
clusion, is,that tends to the he toconclusion that took her his home
to enable him to ofpurpose debauching her,effectuate his and that

of compelled permitis also true the fact he her to him to have inter-
following said,course with her the ItDecember. cannot there-be

fore, thethat court erred when evidence,it admitted this even
though tended proveit to that the guiltydefendant was of the offense
with he forcharged, provewhich was it also to purposetended orhis

takinginintent her home.to his
The defendant contends even iffurther that this evidence was

issue, anyrelevant to that inference favorable to con-the state’s
fairly capable slighttention of which it is is so that it should have

likelybeen excluded juryas more to mislead than to aid inthe its
search for the truth.

words,In prejudiceother the defendant theinvokes undue rule.
enough in sayIt is so far as this contention is concerned to that the

undue ofprejudice fact, consequentlyissue the rule raises is one the
exception to the of mayadmission evidence because it excite undue
prejudice questionraises no for this court.

tending proveThe defendant tointroduced evidence that Bernice
a child,was to rebut thatstubborn and conclusion the state called

among ofsuperintendentothers the the industrial school where
Bernice confined at the time of trialwas the and the defendant
excepted groundon the pointthat the evidence was too remote in

anyof injury. enoughtime to be-of assistance to the It is so far as
sayexception questionthis is concerned to that was a forthis the

presiding justice.
verdict, a aside,After the the defendant made motion to itset

alleging the that he had of jurorsas reason owed two the who tried
forgroceries grain long forgottenhim for and so a time that he had

jury empaneled.all it atabout the time the was If isit assumed
it can be found from this evidence that the defendant had not lost his
right object competency jurors,to to the of nothingthese he takes
by forexception, jurorsthis the court found “that the named were
not ofcreditors the defendant” and the warrants thisevidence

’finding.
Exceptions overruled.

J.,Snow, was theabsent: others concurred.


