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personand thatdetermining bystatute a found not ofguilty reason
cannot said haveinsanity chargebe to had dismissed or to have been found

(Minn. 2000)charge); 256, 259innocent of the v.Ambaye,State 616N.W. 2d
(concluding jurythat of not guilty by insanityverdict reason of not ais
resolution “in of’favor defendant for of Minnesotapurposes expungement
statute).

that, issues,We addressing justiceobserve when other criminal
distinguishedthe haslegislature dispositionbetween the of bycases

See,aacquittal and of notby finding guilty by insanity.reason of RSAe.g.,
(2013)106-K:1, (classifyingV dispositions purposescase for of criminal

2013)justice 135-E-.2,system);information III (Supp.RSA (including
within ofdefinition “Convicted of a sexually personviolent offense” a who

“adjudicated guilty by insanityhas been not reason of of a sexually violent
offense”); (Minn.Bouwman, 703, 1982)(“Therev.State 328 N.W.2d 705cf.

distinction,is a which society andunderstands aaccepts, between verdict
”).of aguilty’‘not and verdict of guilty by‘not reason of insanity.’ Notably,

651:5,the did notlegislature include in RSA II specifica reference to
persons not guilty byfound reason of insanity. weAccordingly, decline to

statute,the ofexpand the andscope we will not add language that the
legislature did not include. See Guay, 164 N.H. at 699.

To the extent that the issues,defendant seeks ofreview other we
that,conclude given the limited record before us ourand conclusion that

the 651:5,defendant is not entitled II,to annulment under RSA his
remaining notarguments requiredo further discussion. weAccordingly,
affirm the ofdecision the trial court.

Affirmed.
Dalianis, C.J., HICKS, CONBOY, Lynn, JJ.,and and concurred.
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(.DonaldGordon, P.A.,& of ConcordShaheen C. Crandlemire on the
theorally), petitioner.brief and for

(PeterSolicitor,Citythe of Manchester R. onChiesa the briefOfficeof
orally), respondent.and for the

BASSETT, respondent, City (City),J. The the of appealsManchester an
J.)(Brown, City’sof the CourtSuperior denyingorder the motion to

granting summarydismiss and the motion for judgment byfiled the
(Prolerized).petitioner, England Company CityProlerized New The

erroneouslythat the courtargues trial ruled that RSA chapter 322
junkthe ordinancespreempts City’s regulating scrapand metal dealers.

(2011 2013).ch. Supp.322 & reverse andRSA We remand.
trialThe court found the facts to be isfollowing undisputed. Prolerized

in operatesthe business of metalengaged scrap recycling, scrapand two
in There isrecycling scrapmetal centers Manchester. one other licensed

yard within City.metal the
1995, City adopted scrapIn the an ordinance metalrequiring dealers to

everymaintain for certain ainspection regardingrecords transaction as
N.H.,operate MANCHESTER,condition to the license to the City.within

114.03(B)(1995).§OF requiredCode Ordinances The ordinance dealers
seller, transaction,identityto document the of the ofproven the date the

accurate,to maintain descriptionand an detailed of item purchased.each
Id.

2012,In in theft,an effort to combat growing problem scrapthe of metal
City 114.03(C),adopted requires§the which metalscrap dealers to

prepare electronically bytransaction records “as directed the Chief of
orPolice his and to them “todesignee,” Departmentforward the Police or

storageauthorized data site ... no than 24 completionlater hours after of
MANCHESTER, 114.03(C) (2012).§the transaction.” ORDINANCES Subsec-

114.03(C) requirestion thatalso the electronic transaction records include
a digital photograph scrap digitalof the metal seller and a color photograph

114.03(D),§of all items in City adoptedsold the transaction. Id. The also
requires completewhich to include a descriptiondealers and accurate of

114.03(E),vehicle, §the seller’s well as which a fee of fiftyas levies cents
electronicper pursuanttransaction for which a record must be toprepared

(2012).Manchester, (E)§ 114.03(D),§ 114.03. Ordinances
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114.03(C), private company,aCity designated§ thetoPursuant
the electronic transactionLeadsOnline, storage site foras the authorized

and begina user accountrecords, upProlerized to setand directed
thereafter, petition seekingfiled aProlerizedShortlydata.uploading

114.03, amended,relief, § as isarguing thatinjunctiveanddeclaratory
centfifty peralso that thearguedlaw. Prolerizedby Statepreempted

init revenuestax because raisesis an unlawful businesstransaction fee
and violates Prolerized’sCity,costs to theof the reasonableexcess

CityTheequal protection.freedom of contract andrightconstitutional to
dismiss, summaryforProlerized filed a motiona motion to andfiled

to and enteredCity’sdenied the motion dismissThe trial courtjudgment.
Prolerized, that lawruling preemptedfor Statesummary judgment

the trial court did not considerpreemption ruling,§ 114.03. of itsBecause
tax or violates constitutional§ 114.03 an unlawful businessimposeswhether

followed.appealThisprotections.
inthe law to the factsapplicationde novo the trial court’s of“Wereview

EnergyNorth CityNatural Gas v.summary judgment ruling.”its of
(2012) omitted).Concord, 14, 15 consider all of the(quotation164N.H. ‘We

record,in and all inferences drawnproperlythepresentedevidence
therefrom, to Id. atnon-moving party.”in the most favorable thelight

of materialgenuine“If of that discloses no issue15-16. our review evidence
law,judgmentif is entitled to as a matter of thenmoving partyfact and the

at 16grant summary judgment.” (quotationwill affirm the of Id.we
omitted).

that its “relative to transactionCity arguesOn the ordinanceappeal,
fees, con-keeping, digital reporting expresslyrecord and neitherdigital

an area reserved to the exclusiveupontradicts the statute nor intrudes
that the trial courtcontrol of the General Court.” Prolerized counters

conflict,that, chapter§ 114.03and RSA 322 theproperly concluded because
statutory City’sstate scheme the ordinance.preempts

I. PrinciplesGeneral

andessentially statutory interpretationis a matter of“Preemption
Gas, (quotationNatural 164 N.H. at 16EnergyNorthconstruction.”

omitted). is a of law that we review de“Statutory interpretation question
legislaturefinal of the intent of the asnovo.” Id. ‘We are the arbiter

a whole.” Id. “Inin the words of a statute considered asexpressed
itself, and,statute, languagea we first look to the of the statuteinterpreting

ordinaryto its andlanguage according plainif construe thatpossible,
statutory language ambiguous,find to be we willmeaning.” Id. “Unless we

Hudson, 378,160history.” Clare v. Town N.H.legislativenot examine of
omitted).(2010) “Furthermore, inwe statutes(quotation interpret384-85
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the context of overall statutorythe scheme and not in isolation.”
Gas,EnergyNorth Natural 164 N.H. at 16.

“Preemption may be orexpress implied.”N. Country Envtl. Servs.
(2004).Bethlehem, 606,v. Town 150 N.H. 611 Express preemption is notof

claimed here. impliedOne form of preemption exists “when there is an
actual conflict is,between State and local regulation.” Id. That conflict“[a]
exists when a municipal ordinance or regulation permits that which a State
statute orprohibits vice versa.” Id. Even awhen local ordinance does not

statute,conflictexpressly with a State it will be preempted when it
frustrates the purpose.statute’s Id.

A second form of “[i]mplied preemption may be found when the
andcomprehensiveness detail of the statutory'State scheme evinces

legislative intent to supersede regulation.”local Id. “When the State has
preempted field,the entire regulatory localany law on the subject is
preempted, regardless of whether the terms of the local and State law

Nonetheless,conflict.”Id. at 612. mere fact“[t]he that a state law contains
detailed comprehensiveand regulations not,of a subject itself,does of
establish the intent of the legislature to occupy the entire field to the
exclusion of omitted).local legislation.” Id. at 611 (quotation “Todetermine

legislaturewhether the field,has intended to occupy the the maycourt look
to the whole andpurpose scope of the legislative scheme and need not find
such solelyintent in the statutory language.” veryId. “The nature of the
regulated subject matter may demand exclusive regulationstate to achieve
the uniformity necessary to serve the state’s orpurpose interest.” Id.

omitted).(quotation and brackets

following questions[T]he are pertinent in determining whether
the state has preempted the field: does the ordinance conflictwith

law; law,state is the state expressly exclusive;or impliedly, to be
subjectdoes the matter reflect a need for uniformity; is the state

pervasivescheme so or comprehensive that precludesit coexis-
tence of municipal regulation; and does the ordinance stand anas
obstacle to accomplishmentthe and execution of the full purposes

objectivesand of the legislature.

omitted).Id. at 611-12 (quotation and brackets

II. Comprehensiveness State Statutory Schemeof

chapterRSA 322 delegates to local authorities generalthe regulation
junkof and scrap metal dealers. legislature grantedThe authority to “[t]he

town,governing body anyof city, license,or unincorporated place” to “in
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RSAmunicipality.thedealers withindiscretion,” scrapand metaljunk[its]
andand revoke licenses(2011). to issueare authorizedLocal boards322:1

restrictions,” beof which “shallrules, eachandregulations“establish
(2011). designatemayThese boards322:2in the license.” RSAincorporated

and toto conduct businessdealersjunk scrapand metallocation forthe
ofdesignate areaswares, 322:1, by regulation,may,andtheir RSAstore

(2011).A dealer322:6are RSAoperations prohibited.thesecitythe where
— is,that thelicensing authority”sufficient to thekeepmust “records

— accumulation, ofhandlingandstorage,body “of themunicipalsame
(2011).322:6-a RSAmetal dealer.” RSAjunk scrapa orcommodities as

ormanagementin thegoverninga rolegivenot the Statechapter 322 does
Thus, thedesign ofmetal dealers.scrap “[t]heandjunkofoperations

byit to conductas well as to confinejunk-business,theis to localizestatute
(1939).249,Parent, 252v. 90 N.H.Belmontproper persons.”

(2011),322:6-a, and RSARSA 322:7that RSAarguesProlerized
(2011) a uniform statewidea intent to establishlegislativeevince322:11

However, each of thesemetal dealers.regulating junk scrapof andsystem
requires322:6-aAlthoughlocal board. RSAgrants control to theprovisions

information, requiresit alsocertaintransaction records includethat the
ie., theauthority,”to licensingsufficient the“keepeach licensee to records

to enter thejurisdictionofficer withany322:7authorizeslocal board. RSA
See 63 C.J.S.would include local law enforcement.premises, whichlicensed

officers), §of 633powers police§ 632Corporations (explainingMunicipal
must exercised withinon officer bepowers policethe conferred(generally

(2011). arequires322:11 local boardof RSAmunicipality)territorial limits
into thepaidand dictates that the fee bethe license feeto establish

Thus, onlyin not dothe license is force.cityof the or town wheretreasury
to munici­legislative preempta intentfail to demonstrateprovisionsthese

delegatean intent tocontrol, precisely opposite:demonstrate thetheypal
to local entities.control

Colebrook, 149 N.H. 767v. TownProlerized cites JTR Colebrook of
Colebrook, thatIn we held the State(2003), in of its claim. JTRsupport

that prohibiteda ordinancemunicipalActSmoking preemptedIndoor
strictlycertainfor health reasons withany publicin restaurantsmoking

statute),Colebrook, at (explaining149N.H. 768-70exceptions.limited JTR
explained:773.We

shall bethat: in this subdivisionprovides “Nothing155:77RSA
by anyissmoking prohibitedwherepermit smokingconstrued to

safetyfire andprotection,of law or rule relative toprovisionother
toaccording plainitsprovisionthisinterpretsanitation.” We

municipal regulationit additionalpermitsand hold thatmeaning
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smoking only respectwith to fire protection, safetyof and
sanitation, respect publicnot with to health.

contrast,Here, in chapterat 771. RSA 322 contains no suchId. limited
authorization.

Colebrook, that, givenin JTR we concludedSignificantly, compre-the
Smokingof the State Indoor Act and the ofbalancing multiplehensiveness

interests, it “highly improbablewas that the . . . tolegislature intended
public regulationthe ultimate health of indoor restaurant tosmokingleave

here,vagaries of local Id. In theregulation.” comparison, legislaturethe has
junkofspecifically delegated regulation scrapthe and metal dealers to local

322:1, :2;authorities. RSA :6.

Therefore, we that RSA chapterhold 322 does not aconstitute
comprehensive regulatory junkand detailed State scheme of scrapand

dealers thatmetal the field.occupies

A. Record-Keeping

Our conclusionthat the State regulatory scheme does not occupy the
not our inquiryfield does end because ordinancesmunicipal are nonethe­

See,implicitly preempted theyless if conflictwith law. N.e.g., Countrystate
Servs., 114.03(C) (D)§150 arguesEnvtl. N.H. at 611. Prolerized that and

preempted they imposeare because stricter record-keeping requirements
(1)than are authorized under RSA itchapter Specifically, argues322. that:

imposesthe amended ordinance more detailed record-keeping require­
(2)than 322:7;ments do RSA and chapter322:6-a RSA and RSA 322 does

impose obligation records,not an affirmative to transmit but only requires
keepdealers to Prolerizedrecords. also the termschallenges and condi­

imposed bytions the City’s designee contrary Because,as to the statute. as
notes, of argument directlyProlerized extension this raises issues “not

(i.e.togermane the issue on limitappeal preemption),” we our review to
argumentProlerized’s that RSA notchapter 322 does authorize a local

to requireboard a to enter into a with a privatelicensee contract third
We inparty. address these turn.arguments

First, arguesProlerized that RSA a tolegislative322:6-a evinces intent
114.03(C) (D),§preempt ordinances such as which requireand more

record-keeping requirements.detailed Specifically, Prolerized contends
that the legislature municipalities“[h]ad intended to allow to impose

requirements scrap concerningon metal dealers recordkeepingstriet[er]
322:1,ithandling, explicitlyand could did inhave done so like it RSA 322:2

omitted.)(Quotationand 322:6.” We disagree.
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aof statuteprovisionthemerely enlarges upon“Anordinance which
no conflictcreatesrequiresthan the statutemore restrictionsby requiring

own terms.”for all cases to itsrequirementlimits theunless the statute
2011)(Ala. (quotationTuscaloosa, 5, 19 App.Crim.3d73 So.CityPeak v. of

inomitted). notmunicipalto a ordinanceobjectionis noemphasis “[I]tand
comple­regulationit affords additionala law thatof statecontravention

omitted).(quotationeffect.” Id.legislation wouldmentary to the end state

to licensedrequired bepersonthatprovides “[e]ach322:6-aRSA
oflicensing authorityto therecords sufficientkeepshallchapterunder this

junk scrapas a oraccumulation, of commoditiesstorage, handlingandthe
to maintain recordsa licensed dealerprovision requiresThismetal dealer.”
—— sufficient,is, findsthat the local boardauthoritylicensingthat the

isto determine whatthe local boardvesting discretion withinthereby
“shall bethat the transaction recordsprovidesalsosufficient. RSA 322:6-a

descriptionaccount andlanguage providein andEnglishwritten thelegibly
and the namepurchase,and time of theirthe dategoods purchased,of the

aresidence, by governmentalidentification issuedby photoverifiedand
that suchin of the statute’s mandatelightof the seller.” Readagency,

statutory require­licensing authority,” theserecords be “sufficient to the
See, In ree.g.,requirements.as maximum allowablements cannot be read

(2009)(“the318, notWilliams, islegislature159N.H. 323Guardianship of
everyand... wordredundant provisionsto waste words or enactpresumed

omitted)).and brackets(quotationbe effect”givenof a statute should
toauthority powerwith thelicensingstatute vests the localBecause the

must contain to beinformation the recordsdetermine what additional
“sufficient,” that the more detailed record-­with Prolerizeddisagreewe

conflict with the statute.of the ordinancekeeping requirements

does not authorizeNext, chapterthat RSA 322arguesProlerized
obligationaffirmative to transmitdealers theCity impose uponthe to

rather, theonlybut enablesthird-party designee,records to atransaction
keep disagree.to records. Wejunk scrapto and metal dealersCity require

licensingto thethat records sufficient“keepThe statute’s mandate dealers
andjunkhow ain the local board to determineauthority” vests discretion

torecords, requirethe discretionincludingscrap keepsmetal dealer
a website. See RSAelectronically third-partyonkeepdealers to records

322:6-a.

authority generalMoreover, licensinga localprovidesRSA 322:2
stateslicensees. RSA 322:2governingadopt regulationsto rules andpower

from time to timemay. . .said licensegrantsthat board which“[t]he
carriedrelative to the businessrules, and restrictionsregulationsestablish
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plain languageon as aforesaid.” The does not limit the oftype ordinances
enact;licensing authority consequently,that a local can under the authority

322:2, licensing authority may junkof a local arequire scrapRSA and
metal dealer to data to a thatupload third-party designee. Given RSA 322:2

a local board to enact itregulations governing record-keeping,enables was
unnecessary to the identical in 322:6-a.repeat authority RSA LesseeCf of

(1846)(“ButSmith, 134,Hannel v. 15 Ohio 146 it is at least reasonable to
once, act,that the insuppose, Legislature having the same made this

itexpress provision, unnecessary repeatdeemed to the identical inwords
clause of theevery statute where this list of forfeited lands was treated

of.”).

thatarguesProlerized the ordinance therequiring upload of data to
party LeadsOnline,a third conflicts with RSA 322:7 because City’sthe

designee, is not an having jurisdiction” to enter onto a“officer[ ] dealer’s
officer,See 322:7premises. (“Any jurisdictionRSA having may uponenter

any used apremises by business,licensee for the of his orpurpose her
ascertain how the licensee conducts business and examine all commodities

obtained,purchased, kept, or stored in or upon premises,said and all books
thereto.”). However,and inventories relating governsRSA 322:7 only

entries theupon physical premises to conduct an inspection and examina­
tion of commodities stored on the Itpremises. does not govern the

or storagetransmission of electronic data purposefor the of recordkeeping
under RSA 322:6-a. Given that LeadsOnline does not enter physicalthe

dealers,ofpremises the the City’s requirement that dealers store the data
in a designated manner and transmit the data to a third-party designee
does not conflictwith 322:7.RSA

sum,In innothing RSA 322chapter expressly prohibits what the
inCity requires terms of more detailed record-keeping requirements, or

the transmission of transaction data a third-partyto designee.
Manchester, §Ordinances anything114.03.Nor does in chapterRSA
322 limit reporting requirementsthe of dealers or the method of reporting
to its Aown terms. dealer withcomplying City’sthe record-keeping
requirements can complystill with the less-specific requirements of RSA

322,chapter and both the statute operateand ordinances can concurrently.
Bowers, (Mo. 1998)203, 209See State ex rel. Whiteco v. 965 S.W.2d App.Ct.

(“Amunicipal ordinance may expand upon the of aprovisions state statute
by statute.”).requiring more than what is inrequired the

(Ct.Fresno,Prolerized cites Tosi v. 74County Rptr.Cal. 3d 727of
2008), inApp. support argumentof its that municipalities cannot enact

requirements Tosi,stricter than those forth in chapterset RSA 322. In the



municipallaw preemptedthat stateof concludedAppealsCourtCalifornia
restrictions, junkthat732, otherordinances, amongthat required,see id. at

Id. at 733.record-keeping.in more detailedengagemetal dealersscrapand
thepreemptedwere becausethat these ordinancesThe court found

“are matters of statewidemetal dealersscrapactivities ofcommercial
throughaddressedcomprehensivelyhasLegislaturethat ourconcern

Professionsand Business andof this state’s Penalprovisionsvarious
Id. at 733at the local level.”Codes, regulationroom for furtherleaving no

omitted). law does not authorizeThe Californiaand brackets(quotation
greatand outlines in detailregulations,rules andadopttomunicipalities

§§Prof. 21600-must Cal. Bus. & Codereport.information that dealersthe
2013).(2007 contrast, munici-322 allowschapterIn RSASupp.21610 &

recordskeepdealers toregulations, requiresrules and andadopttopalities
Thus,322:2; is:6-a. Tosiauthority.” RSAlicensing“sufficient to the

trial court erred when it ruledconclude that theAccordingly,weinapposite.
theypreemptedwere becauseCity’s record-keepingthat the ordinances

with State law.incompatiblewere

B. FeeTransaction

114.03(E) thatscrap yard“Every junkstates: dealerSubsection and/or
prepared pursuantin a transaction record must bean item whichpurchases

inpera of transaction duepay city [fifty§ cents]to 114.03shall to the fee
month,of for the month.”Tuesday every precedingfull the second

114.03(E).Manchester, § 322:11 states that “noOrdinances RSA
than thatlargerto a fee for said licenseperson required payshall be

acityin the same or town forby any personto be otherrequired paid
ambiguous.that 322:11 isarguessimilar license.” Neither RSAparty

that transaction fee conflicts with RSA 322:11Prolerized contends the
arguingis that:preempted,and therefore

114.03(E)] payof dealers to torequiresthe ordinance[subsection
transaction. The more transac-City [fifty perthe a fee of cents]

highera the its license fee willparticular processes,tions dealer
transactionAs different dealers have differentultimately be.

volumes, uponfeesnecessarily imposesthe ordinance different
in of 322:11].metal dealers violationscrap [RSAdifferent

andjunk scrapis lawful because allCity respondsThe that the ordinance
fee, which is based onsame annual licensechargedmetal dealers are the
transaction. Further-fifty-cent peras well as the same feesquare footage,

onmore, to transaction fees basedpermissibleit that it is haveargues
therefore, the fee. Wevolume, and, preemptthat 322:11 does notRSA

City.theagree with
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terms, only322:11 to feesBy very applies paid byits RSA license
—metal not to fee localjunk any paidand dealers other to the board.scrap

Therefore, fifty-centisthe issue before us whether the transaction fee is a
license fee.

notterm “license” or “license fee” is defined in RSA chapterThe
“Therefore, ordinary322. we to the term andplain meaning,ascribe its

forutilizing dictionary guidance.” Magoonthe definition v. Thoroughgood,
(2002).139, 142148N.H. term license is tocommonlyThe understood mean

“a or in with aright permission granted competentaccordance law by
act,inauthority engageto some business or to do oroccupation, some to

inengage some transaction which but for such license would be unlawful.”
DictionaryThirdWebster’s New International 1304 (unabridged

2002). Indeed, dictionaryed. the definition of license is withconsistent the
of inlegislature’s definition license other of theparts Revised Statutes

See, (2014) (“170-E:2,Annotated. IXe.g., RSA ‘License’ anmeans autho­
commissionerbyrization the to orgranted provide typesone more of child

(2014) (“care.”); 170-E:25,day XI completeRSA ‘License’means a license
operatorissued to an of agency,a child care child institutioncare or

child-placing agency, authorizing operatethe to inlicensee accordance with
license, subdivision,the term and conditions of the this and the rules of the

(2006) (“399-A:l,department.”); RSA authorityVI ‘License’means the to
do bybusiness issued the provisionscommissioner under the of this

(“402-J:2, (2006)chapter.”); RSA VI means a‘License’ document issued by
the a personcommissioner to act as anauthorizing producerinsurance for

document.”);authority 433:21,the lines of in thespecified RSA XI (Supp.
2013) (“ ‘License’ means an authorization from the director to sell plant

(“stock.”); 541-A:1, (2007)RSA VIII means part‘License’ the whole or of
certificate,any agency permit, approval, orregistration, charter similar

law.”).byform of permission required
it is true thatAlthough City’sthe of the in itsdescription fee ordinance

“does not question character,” Johnston,settle the of its Tirrell v. 86 N.H.
530, (1934), 114.03(E)§535 we observe that refers to the feefifty-cent as a

fee, §transaction and that requires110.20 of a fee.payment license Section
110.20, Fees,”“Businessentitled License that arequires person seeking a

paylicense a fee on gross square occupied“based the feet of area by the
seeking 1,500business such as follows:license For the first feet orsquare

thereof, $50;fraction plus square100 feet orper fraction thereof over$2
1,500 feet,square theexcept anythat maximum fee for shalllicense be

(2001).$1,000.”Manchester, § It consequenceOrdinances 110.20 is of
that the isfifty-cent paidtransaction fee not in order to the rightsecure to

— rather,engage in of metalscrap recycling paidthe business the fee is for
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aslicensed dealer files an electronic recordtransaction for which aeach
114.03(E).§MANCHESTER,City regulations. ORDINANCESby therequired

theby paymentin instead securedengageto such a businessrightThe is
Manchester, §§ 110.20. Ordinances 110.20.by Seerequired

cases,its find weacknowledges inabilitythat to andnote ProlerizedWe
that the transaction fee isany, argumentnot find which itssupportcould

Nonetheless, argues, the issue isas Prolerized becausepreempted.
322:11, City’s argumentsRSA thebythe ordinance is preemptedwhether

schemes,statutoryunder seevalidityas the of volume-based fees otherto
537,Tirrell, at see theprovisions, Opinion86 N.H. or constitutional of

Airlines,Justices, (1947), Northeast Inc. v. Aeronautics94 N.H. 513 and
Comm’n., (1971), inapposite.111 N.H. 5 are

fifty-cent fee is aBecause we conclude that the transaction not
and, therefore,fee, law, isit is not with state notincompatiblelicense

preempted.

andReversed remanded.

CONBOY,DALIANIS, C.J., JJ.,and and concurred.HlCKS
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