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Request Representatives,of House of
No. 4929.

Opinion of the Justices.

3,AprilSubmitted 1961.

April 4,returned 1961.Answer

following adopted by RepresentativesThe resolution the House of
21, 1961, 22,on March filed in this court on March 1961:was

“Whereas, Representativesthe pendingHouse of has before it
the following bill:

“House Bill No. 370 be House Bill No. An377], act to[should
provide expansion parkfor the state system.of

questions“Whereas, have concerning constitutionalityarisen the
of legislation,this thereforenow be it

“Resolved, SupremeThat the Justices the respect-of Court be
requestedfully give opinionto their upon following question:the

“1. any provisionsDo bill provisionsof said violate any of the
constitution of the state Hampshire?of New

“Further Resolved, SpeakertheThat copiestransmit ten of this
togetherResolution copieswith ten of the foregoing House Bill to the

SupremeClerk of the Court for the consideration by said Court.”
The following answer was returned:

To the Representatives:House of

The SupremeJustices of the Court make the following reply to
your request upon question:for advice the “Do any provisions of

Bill violate any provisions of the constitution the[House of377]
Hampshire?”state of New
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and RecreationForestrytheBill would authorizeHouse 377
orparks,existing stateadjacent toacquire landstoCommission

agreementsunderoperateddeveloped andused,toareas,new be
issue oftheauthorizeItpublic agencies. wouldprivate orwith

exclusivelyproceeds be usedthe toof state bondsten million dollars
preservationthepurposes includeIts statedpurposes of the act.for

scientific, and recreationalscenic, historic,development ofand
themay promotetheyareas, the that as tourist attractionsto end

inhabitants.the state and itseconomyand ofwelfare
fundsones, publicfor whichpublicthe bill arepurposesThe of

219. All under-216, 218,Cf. RSA chs.may properly be used.
subject approval byare the Governortakings the Commission toby

privateif ratherCouncil, would be withheldpresumablyand which
Opinionto thepublicthan benefits result. Seelikelywere of

regarding day.Bill 225 rendered this 103 N. H.Justices, House
258.

respect specialIn the absence of with featuresinquiry toany
bill, dutyof the fulfilled bywe consider that our constitutional is

expression opinionof that the is itsour bill constitutional on face.
limited,So yourour answer to is “no.”inquiry

Frank R. Renison.
Laurence I. Duncan.
Amos Blandin,N. Jr.

Lampeón.Edward J.
Stephen M. Wheeler.

April 4, 1961.

Wyman,Louis C. Legislative Counsel to Governor,the furnished
a in supportmemorandum of negativea answer.


