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Cheshire,
No. 3186.4,March 1941.

State v. John Proctor.

Kenison,Frank Attorney-General, byB. Dixon H. Turcott,and
brief, for the State.

Bell,Faulkner & for the defendant, furnished no brief.

Per Curiam. I. The to againstmotion set aside the verdict as
presentedthe questionlaw and the evidence no bynot specialsaved

exceptions seasonably duringtaken (Shea v. Manchester,the trial
547, cited).89 N. H. 549, and cases As no such exceptions, awith
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mentioned, reserved,are the lawqualification hereinafterpossible
ground that thefinal. On the verdict wasbecameof the trial

findingevidence, trial court’s thatweight of theagainst the the
proved upheldnot is to be if it is sustain-weight wasinadequacy of

242, ofMalouin, N. H. 246. Examination88v.able. Wisutskie
inadequate weight.require conclusion ofnot thedoesthe evidence

inquired whya for State seasonableof witness theThe courtII.
required The com­employer to be furnished.werefrom anreports

empowered by (s. 45) requiretoadministering act is itthemissioner
ofnecessary administration theby him for effectivereports deemed

reports fromto show that order forproper thewas thereforeact. It
might regarded ofwhich be to be reasonablewas onethe defendant

of the act. Abuse of the court’s discretionin enforcementservice
Davis,requireda v.inquiry is not conclusion. Statemaking thein

435, 436.83 N. H.
for it was asserted that becauseargument the defendantInIII.

unwise, he was unable to contributeact becausethehe considered
criminal,sought that “he should afund, be brandedthe Stateto the

money.” objec-they his insurance Ontop all,it attachon ofand
attachment, jurythean the court instructedaboutto the remarktion
only “to show what State has doneconsidered themightit bethat

sufficiently favorableThe instruction waswhat is due.”to collect
broughta civil suit had beenThe evidence thatto the defendant.

bearing to defendant’s innocenceby had no indicate thethe State
guilt.proof of hisinor weakness

verdict, the court ismotion for a directedtheRespectingIV.
groundquestion assignedthe forupon the whetherequally divided

quashof failure either to move tomay in view theit consideredbe
seasonablyit,to to before the trial.or demurinformationthe

Exceptions overruled.


