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v. Griffin, 89 N.H. 314, 197 A. 701 (1938). Unlike those cases,
there has been no administrative determination after investigation,
no emergency, no license revocation and no opportunity to be
repaid. They are, consequently, inapposite.

While we recognize the importance of speedy payments to those
disabled, the commissioner does not lack the ability to devise ways
to prevent unreasonable delay in making payments to those entitled
without offending the due process rights of employers and their
insurance carriers. And since the claimant in this case will receive
compensation from the date of injury or disease if, after a hearing,
he is found entitled to it, he will lose nothing if the carrier is
given a reasonable opportunity for such a hearing.

Accordingly, this case is

Remanded.

All concurred.
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The following resolution was adopted by the senate on April
8, 1975, and filed with the supreme court on April 11, 1975:

“Whereas, There is pending in the Senate, House Bill No. 253,
‘An Act providing a maximum finance charge on gasoline credit
card accounts’; and

“Whereas, Doubt has been expressed as to the constitutionality
of the provisions of said bill;

“Now, therefore, be it resolved by the Senate:

“That the Justices of the Supreme Court be respectfully requested
to give their opinion upon the following important question of
law:

“1. Would any provision of the constitution of the United States
or of this state be violated by the provision of the bill that restricts
the maximum finance charge permitted and which is applicable
only to credit cards issued by a manufacturer or distributor of
gasoline and related products for the purchase of gasoline, related
products and services?

“Further resolved that the clerk of the senate be instructed to
transmit to the clerk of the Supreme Court six copies of this resolu-
tion and six copies of House Bill number 253.”

The following answer was returned:

To the Honorable Senate:

The undersignéd justices of the supreme court return the follow-
ing reply to the inquiries contained in your resolution adopted April
8, 1975, and filed with this court on April 11, 1975.

Economic legislation, like the regulation of finance charges, to
be constitutional must be based on some substantial and rational
foundation. Valley Bank v. State, 115 N.H. 151, 335 A.2d 652 (1975);
Granite State Grocers Ass'n v. State Liguor Comm’n, 112 N.H. 62, 66,
289 A.2d 399, 402 (1972); Welch Co. v. State, 89 N.H. 428, 432,
199 A. 886, 888 (1938), aff'd, 306 U.S. 79 (1939). Classifications,
therefore, made by such legislation must reasonably promote some
proper object of public welfare or interest. Welch Co. v. State supra;
Marine Corps League v. Benoit, 96 N.H. 423, 427, 78 A.2d 513,
517 (1951).
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Here the proposed statute would amend RSA ch. 399-B, which
is concerned with the disclosure of finance charges. See Annot.,
14 A.L.R.3d 330 (1967, Supp. 1974). By adding the proviso con-
tained within House bill No. 253, the State would not only require
disclosure of credit charges but would limit the interest chargeable
on only certain types of credit cards. The amendment would specifi-
cally limit interest chargeable on sales of “gasoline and related pro-
ducts and for primarily personal, family or household pur-
poses....” made on credit cards “issued by a manufacturer or
distributor of gasoline and related products [to] three-quarters of
one per cent per month on the unpaid balance.” Hence, manufac-
turers and distributors of gasoline and related products are singled
out for regulation while others issuing credit cards are not regulated
by the proposed act.

We are of the opinion that the proposed House bill No. 253
is unconstitutional, because it arbitrarily discriminates against a
eertain category of credit card issuers. See Rosenblum v. Griffin, 89
N.H. 314, 197 A. 701 (1938); N.H. ConsT. pt. I, art. 12.
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Stacey W. Cole, executive director of New Hampshire Petroleum
Council, filed a memorandum of law for affirmative answer.




