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District CourtJaffrey
No. 6372

Larry Kersevich & a.

v.

District CourtJaffrey

31,December 1974

forbrief and KersevichRaphael Shortlidge, by orally, LarryJ.
and E.Mark Stone.

William D. Tribble and Aaron A. Tribble(Mr.Lipsky orally),
curiae,amici se.pro

Per curiam. from an order of the Dis-“Appeal Jaffrey
trict Court” which after a full found theJ.)(Hampsey, hearing

in for violation of the dressplaintiffs contempt requirements
of the court and sentenced them each to ten in thedays
house of correction to be served on weekends. The sentence
was the of this Allsuspended ques-during pendency appeal.
tions of law were reserved and transferred to this court. RSA

1973).502-A:17-a (Supp.
This district court has beforerequired parties appearing

it to with certain dress under which malerestrictionscomply
slacks,defendants were to in tiebe attired andjacket, except
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the satisfaction ofwas toon occasions when it established
andnot own such attirethe the defendant didcourt that

to it.for himthat it would be a acquirehardship
24, 1971,court onbefore theMark Stone Augustappeared

in com-time he was dressedwith at whichcharged speeding
continuedHis case waswith the court’s requirements.pliance

31, 1971, State. On thatat the of theto August request
whoin was Kersevichdate Stone was court as Larrypresent

Both werewith defective tire. caseswith awas drivingcharged
7, 1971, since neither wascontinued to plaintiffSeptember

Afterin with the dresscompliance requirements. ascertaining
rule,come the thedid not tothat within exceptionplaintiffs

both of them that on their nextthe court admonished appear-
the wereance dress requirements mandatory. appearedThey

in court not and foundtwice more attired as wererequired
of on their It is thatlastguilty contempt appearance. agreed

were of the dress rule and thatthe aware theyplaintiffs
werecould with it. Their sentences suspended duringcomply

of thisthe appeal.pendency
Ker-theThe district court made “Larryfollowing findings:

He wore a shirtsevich was and attired.neatly sportcleanly
and,. shoes I. . wore[He]over flared blue jeanshanging
Stonesocks. He not tie and Markbelieve did wear a jacket.

He wore with awas and attired. slacks sportcleanly neatly
which over slacks. He wore tennis shoesshirt was thehanging

not a tie andwithout socks and did wear jacket
not of the courtPlaintiffs do the districtchallenge power

occurs itsto for which withinpunish contempt presence.
64,Court, 111 876 (1971).Benton District N.H.v. 274 A.2d

whichis to acts or conductSuch authority required prevent
or the administrationwould obstruct interfere with orderly

9, 11, 541,191105of State v. N.H. A.2djustice. Moquin,
ABA to the Administration(1963);543 Standards Relating

§of Trialof Criminal The Function the 6.3JudgeJustice,
court its dressthe district formulated(1974). Undoubtedly

with of thethe objectiverequirements promoting orderly
However,of care must be exercisedadministration justice.

to notnot standards of dress which arerigid directlyimpose
of 56 Cornellrelated to the needs administration.judicial

Rev. (1971).L. 183



792

The court found that each attired. Fromwasplaintiff neatly
its of their it be heldcannot thatdescription garments, they

unsuitable,were orunconventional or thatinappropriate they
tended to interfere ofwith the administration justice.orderly

Stone,Peck 304 881 We com-1969).v. Div.N.Y.S.2d (App.
tomend the conduct withdesire itscourt’s proceedings

We the the forconduct ofpropriety. disapprove plaintiffs
rule coulda with which havedeliberately theydisobeying

However,without inconvenience. we cannotcomplied great
hold on this record that their cause forconduct constituted
a of thefinding summary contempt. Accordingly finding
of and the sentence are vacated.contempt imposed

So ordered.
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