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Original,
No. 5406.

Raymond QuinlanJ.

v.

Emile R. Bussiere.

26,Submitted October 1965.

7,Decided December 1965.

Raymond Quinlan, se.proJ.

Bussiere,Emile R. se,county attorney, Williampro Maynard,
General andAttorney S.George Pappagianis, Deputy Attorney

General for the defendant.

Wheeler, for writPetition of mandamus an orderseekingJ.
the defendant R.directing Emile Bussiere in his as countycapacity
forattorney “to issue an order that theHillsborough county
forthwith bepetitioner trialto or that said three indict-brought

ments be dismissed.”
The is a of not less than fivetermplaintiff presently serving

and one half or more inthan the Massachusettsyears yearseight
Correctional atInstitution MassachusettsWalpole, beenhaving

23,sentenced on 1963.September
There are in threepending indictmentsHillsborough county

the with meansfalse of certaincharging plaintiff bypretenses
checks. Detainer warrants have been filed theby county attorney
to hold the his inrelease Massachusetts for furtherplaintiff upon

in this state these indictments.prosecution upon
4,On 1964 the filed a motion “for aMay plaintiff speedy

intrial” the Court. The motionHillsborough County Superior
was the defendant himself availablegranted for“upon making

15,trial.” On a for a writ1964 of “habeasMay petition corpus
ad inwas filed the same court. This wasprosequendum” petition
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22,“no Onthe of 1964on jurisdiction.” Maydenied ground
in Court to dismiss thefiled the Superiora was pendingmotion

which was deniedwant of and theprosecution,forcharges
was toCounsel theappointed represent plaintiff,excepted.plaintiff

him inthis counsel to Courtrepresentan offer Superiorbut by
fromno Quinlan.received responsehas

31,us was filed on 1965.now before AugustThe petition
defendant,thecontends thathis brief county attorneyPlaintiff in

“ to theto have the brought. had the petitioner juris-. . duty
Court, toat least had the makeor respondent dutyof thediction

theto the ofto have brought jurisdictionpetitioneran attempt
Court.”

cites v.this contention Commonwealthof plaintiffIn support
McGrath, E. 2d McGrath is205 N. 710 clearly(1965).(Mass.)

facts here. There the defendant wasfrom thedistinguishable
and ain a federal at habeastime prison corpus hearingserving

theifdeliver him appropriateauthorities offered to upthe federal
said thatthe courtandMassachusetts refusedcosts were paid.

must takethe Commonwealthin view these circumstancesof
a reasonabletrial withinto him tothe steps bringnecessary

indictments.or dismiss thetime
anhas never adoptedbe that MassachusettsIt should noted

Detainers Act as has this RSAon ch.jurisdiction.Agreement
inH.606-A State v. 103 N. 376. Accordingly(supp); Bugely,

Massachusetts,a on the recordthe absence of such statute in
us no tobefore the hascounty attorney duty proceed.

The order istherefore
Petition dismissed.

All concurred.


