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Original,
No. 5838.

ofPetition Francis T. Lemieux.

7,Submitted November 1968.

31, 1968.Decided December

Lemieux,Francis T. sepro (by brief).

S.George General andPappagianis, Norman E.Attorney
D'Amours, Assistant General for theAttorney State(by brief),
of New Hampshire.

Griffith, This ais afor writpetition of mandamusJ.
directed the of the Manchester districtagainst court. Thejudge

in the are as follows. Inallegations of apetition 1966June
warrant of arrest was issued Francis T. Lemieuxagainst charging
him with and a underbreaking, Newentering larceny, felony

law.Hampshire
23,On 1966 Francis T. Lemieux afterMay conviction of

assault the Maine Court was sentenced that courtby Superior by
to not less than one and one-half to not more than fiveyears

in Maine State Prison. He is stillyears that sentence.serving
17,On November a1966 detainer was filed at the Maine

State Prison based the New warrant aboveupon Hampshire
16,referred Onto. October 1967 the was deniedpetitioner

the Maine Probation and Parole Board and theparole by pe-
tition that this denial was aof result of the Newalleges parole

detainer.Hampshire
The Maine was reviewedconviction on habeas corpus pro-

initiated the and in Lemieux v.ceedings by petitioner upheld
State, A. 2d A240 206 for habeas was(Me.). petition corpus
hied in in the Unitedof 1968 States District Court of MaineJune
and is still It not in thedoespending. appear present petition
whether the in the United States District Court is con-petition
cerned with the Maine the matter of theconviction or subject
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We that it tohave assumed relates the Mainepetition.present
and the Newconviction not to detainer lodged by Hampshire

authorities.
theThe seeks to have this district courtcourtpetition require

that theof Manchester to tell the audioritiesprosecuting petitioner
have his case of without or in thedesires to disposed delay

the district court dismissthis court torequirealternative that
the action.

Detainers . . .This enacted in 1959 an onstate “Agreement
all RSA ch.with other therein.” 606-legally joiningjurisdictions

wasA The of the statute secure theto speedypurpose(supp).
inof incarcerated that enacted similartrial persons jurisdictions

authorities under RSA ch.statutes. The prosecuting 606-A(supp)
filedno to to a for a trialhave request speedyduty respond

with statute the state ofin accordance the unless incarceration
similar Stateis a which has enacted Thejurisdiction legislation.

an Act andhas not of Detainersof Maine adopted Agreement
witha a trial filed in accordance our statuteforrequest speedy

Bussiere,v. N. H.not be 106 527.Quinlancould granted.
Court, 2dCircuit So. 521 reliedv. 200 uponDickey (Fla.)

is v.the similar to the case of Commonwealthby petitioner
McGrath, 2d reliedN. E. 710205 upon by petitioner(Mass.)

Bussiere, theBoth cases whereQuinlanin v. involvesupra.
andtime in a federal there wasdefendants were serving prison

ifthe federal authorities to deliver the defendantan offer by
costs were paid.appropriate

Petition dismissed.

All concurred.


