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appraised in the sameproperty taxes, propertyif all isgeneral
ofvalue, illegalitythan true thedegree proportionally higher its

resulting proportionallycured in the taxappraisal byan is thesuch
the basis of the ratio between the totalrate, determined onlower

requiredpropertyall and the sumappraised value of taxable
appraised stumpagecontrast, if the values of allByto be raised.

similarly proportionally higherset than thecommunityin a are
resulting bythe tax is not affectedstumpage,thattrue value of

obligationTheillegal.reduced rate and is State’sautomaticallyan
is reduced anparticular municipality bythat suchto reimburse

of burden between theappraisal equalityand the Stateexcessive
municipalities) the tax(or yield payerother andtaxpayersthe of

maintained.properlyis not
propertya of and isappliesThe tax to distinctive classyield

It isa certain event and at a fixed rate. notimposed only upon
Opinion 84 H.Justices,the N.correlated with other taxes. of

require thecontains no features559, 575. Its assessment which
byabatement other thanproprietydetermination of the of an

appraised stumpage controversyvalue the incomparison of the of
trueits full and value.with

specificto theopinions expressed provideThe herein the answers
questions and the order istransferred

discharged.Case

All concurred.

Rockingham, } 4213.No.July 1, 1953. }
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Sleeper Wayne (Mr.William. H. Mullaveyand J. Mullavey
orally), for Russell Weeks Hook.

Fowler, BettyWilliam P. for W. P. Worden.

Lampron, appeal requiredJ. The by L.,notice of c. 365, 4,R. s.
component“is an essential proceduralof the tonecessaryaction

bringing appealthe an complianceof .... 'without a with these
”provisions appeal.’there is no valid Hay,Arnold v. 95 N. H.

499, 500; Appeal, CloughParker’s H. 24;15 N. v. Sanders, 53 N. H.
618, 619. Although section specifythis does not to whom notice

givenbeshould “there can be no doubt that leading objectthe
policyand of the . .statute . was to secure appelleenotice to the

partiesand all interested.” Tilton Tilton,v. 35 N. H. 430, 432.
Inquisition into personthe ofcompetency appointmenta and the

guardianof a is proceeding bya the State in its character of
parens patriae, based on interestits in the of allegedwelfare the
incompetent. People Janssen, App. 103;v. 101,263 Ill. Wells v.
Attorney General States, (2d)the United 556, 559;201 F. 28of

(1952Am. supplement);Jur. 663 44 55.C.J.S. This proceeding
is held not togenerally adversarybe in the ordinary sense. 55.Id.,.
It is not an action to rights petitionerdetermine between the and

personthe against.informed Id., 56. Some authorities maintain
petitionerthat the partyis not a anythereto more personthan the

signs complaintthe in prosecutionwho a criminal a partyis to the
action. 28 Am. Jur. 663. Other authorities take the view that

applicantthe at whose instance the proceed-mental incompetency
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1) thereto. 44necessary partyis(E. 343,c. s. aL.,hading is
70.C.J.S.

mentalproceedings tothat establishdoubt, however,noThere is
(44 54;in nature C.J.S.but civilare not criminalincompetency

they a370, although possess373),96 H.Moulton,re N.Insee
findinginIf should result atheyown.of theirspecial character

ifsubjected costs itmight be topetitionercompetency theof
upon goodand inprobable causenot institutedweretheyis found

theUnder thoseInsanity, 93.Buswell on circumstancesfaith.
damages.subjected a for Seecould also be to suitapplicant

supra.People Janssen,v.
petitionertheopinion rightsthat certain of Wordenare of theWe

inappeal placeto her the classbyaffected thissufficientlybecan
L., 365,c.by R. s. 4.to whom notice was intendedpersonsof

supra.Hay,Arnold v.
exception W.Bettyof Wordentherefore sustain the P.We must

be on behalf ofpetition maywhich filedprejudice anytowithout
L., 365, s. 7.for relief under R. c.Hook

Exception sustained.

All concurred.

Belknap, } No. 4216.July 1, 1953. }

Lynch Grundy a.P. v. Lowie &Norman


