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Case, 413;99 N. Case,lanko’s H. Moore’s 76 N. H. 227. The
defendant’s conduct was not of the order which thehigh public
has the to demand from members of theright legal profession.

arises,As occasion measuresappropriate bedisciplinary may
taken for the of the as well as forprotection the mainte-public,
nance of confidence in the Case,bar as a whole.public Ford’s

24,H.102 N. 25.supra,
this, case,In as in the nature and extent ofany disciplinary

action to be taken must the circumstances ofdepend upon the
case and the nature of the Case,misconduct. Ford’s supra;

Case,Broderick’s 104 H.N. 175. After full consideration of the
record, it is ordered that L. Silverstein be fromsuspendedJerome
the of law a months,for ofpractice three effectiveperiod January
1, 1,1968 and until 1968.continuing April

So ordered.
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S. General andGeorge Pappagianis, G. Wells Ander-Attorney
son, Assistant General for theAttorney Anderson(Mr. orally ),
State.

&Bell the de-Ernest L. Bell III forKennedy (Mr. orally ),
fendant.

Griffith, 16, 1967,On at P. M. cruiser10:10AugustJ.
officer Moffitt of the Keene the defend-police department stopped
ant’s car on Main Street after observed the defendanthaving

thecommit offense of a wasmisdemeanor. Moffitt onspeeding,
the to answer call,anway and instructed the defendantemergency
to to the station and waitgo for himpolice there. When Moffitt
later went to the station he found that the defendant had not
been there. The defendant was located later in the evening by
another officer who the defendantrequired to wait until Moffitt
arrived and took him to the station atpolice approximately

A.2:10 M. The defendant bail and inposted courtappeared
22 to answer to aAugust for At thecomplaint con-speeding.

clusion of the State’s case the defendant moved to dismiss theon
that there had been anground arrest. The court found thatillegal

there had been arrest,an but denied the motionillegal to dismiss
on the that this had no effecton thegrounds case.

It is to decide whether the defendant wasunnecessary legally
arrested since even if he were not the motion to dismiss was

denied. The defendant was before theproperly court and pleaded
ato drawn to the arrest.complaint subsequent
The universal rule be that theto manner in whichappears a

defendant is before a court is no bar to the court’sbrought juris­
diction to the case nor it be set as a bartry may successfully up

Baron, 149,to a 150;conviction. State v. N. H.106 v.Albrecht
States, 1, 3; Smith,United U. S. 280;273 v. 11 Ill. 2dPeople

States,v. 2dWhite United 328 F. 304 8th Cir. 1964­(­ Howard);
Columbia,v. District 132 A. 2d 150 (D.C. Peo­App. 1957);of

Miller, 340;v. 235 Mich. Gorman,v.Commonwealth 288ple
22 Law,Mass. 294. See 144;Criminal 2d,5C.J.S., s. Am. Jur.

Arrest, 116; 2d,s. 21 Law, 380;Am. Criminal s. Annot.Jur.
56 A.L.R. 260.
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that the ar-the rule lies in the factThe true reason for illegal
under arelevant to his trial and conviction subsequentrest is not

with evidence taintedWe are not here concernedvalid complaint.
anseized as a result of arrest norbecause it has been illegal

a an arrest. Thewith a confession obtained as result of illegal
if hewas in to answer a valid had notdefendant court complaint;

issued hisa warrant could have been forappeared properly
the evidence that aboutarrest. Neither the nor broughtcomplaint

his were the result of his arrest.conviction

overruled.Exception

All concurred.
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