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Relations, Rev.Harv. L.85in Public Laborto the StrikeAlternatives
(H.B. 347459, ch. 98-CThe RSA(1971).466-67 proposed

clause, thereferred tono-strike was(1967)), Legisla-theincluding
(1967). re-TheN.H.H.R. 1475-76tive Council for 2study. Jour.

v. Sav-of the council is instructive. Coltin Co. ManchesterSeeport
254, 256, 208,Bank, “The(1964).N.H. 197 210105 A.2dings

‘no clause .... Ainclusion of a strike’ requirementCouncil favors
since it was thewas not includedthat all arbitration be binding

if it re-of the could not beCouncil arbitration bindingopinion
the of thean or a in law.”quired Reportappropriation change

Session,Court,the atN.H. Council to General 1969Legislative
in factno-strike was(1968).55-56 Since the recommended clause

1973) with noin asincluded RSA 98-C:4 passed,(Supp. finally
arbitration, evi-it isforrequirement compulsorycorresponding

view.dent that the the council’slegislature approved

Remanded.

All concurred.

CourtProbateCountyBelknap
No. 7042

of Alice Betters HarvilleEstate

29, 1975August



481

Rudman, and T.Warren B. Pappas, attorneyattorney general, John
for the State.(Mr. orally),Pappas

litem,Ekstrom, se.ad brief andHarold E. by orally, proguardian

Harville,B.of Alicethe estateadministrator ofDavid E. Tardif,
no brief.filed

Duncan, The in this matter arises out of a fordispute petitionJ.
Elarville,distribution of the of Alice B.assets of the estate and

on thefocuses of that estate for assistance toliability old-age granted
the (1964)of the RSA thatdecedent. 167:14 “[t]hespouse provides

ofestate and the estate of his or herevery recipient, spouse, residing
tenants,with said if owned or as shallrecipient, any, jointseverally

be holden for all assistance to the Thegranted recipient.” guardian
ad litem for the four heirs of Alice Harville does not thechallenge
State’s under to recover whilethis statute assistance sheright paid

does,and her were Hehusband alive andGuy residing together.
however, disclaim of estate foraany continuing spouse’sobligation
aid to a after a decedent’s demise. On angranted surviving spouse

facts,statement of the (Tilton,Probate Court reserved andagreed J.)
transferred without the the of“Is Estateruling question,following
Alice B. Harville liable for old assistance to the lateage granted Guy
Lee Harville for the of time after the date of death of the lateperiod
Alice B. Harville?”

Alice B. and L. Harville each received assistance fromGuy old-age
Welfare,the State of New of Health andDepartmentHampshire

Welfare, 1, 1949,Division of from until theirAugust respective
1, 1954, 31,ondeaths Prior to those1972. datesAugust andjanuary

$3,390.50Alice Harville received a total of in aid herand husband
$25,396.05, $22,243.05received ofa total of which was granted

to RSA :14,after Pursuantin 1954.Alice’s death 167:13 and liens
Barnstead,were recorded in 1949 the Harville’s Newagainst Hamp-

home,shire which the two owned as tenants in common. After Alice
intestate,died remained in sole of the NoGuy occupation premises.

of Onadministration Alice’s estate was at that time.sought Guy’s
death, $25,750,the for whichwas sold sum was dividedproperty

between the two The of wereestates. assets estateequally Guy’s
the of of andexhausted administrationby payment expenses partial

toreimbursement of the assistance furnished him. There remains
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however, for aid toa substantial sum provided Guyoutstanding,
to recover in this from thewhich the seeks estate ofState proceeding

Alice.

217, 219, 41,State v. 99 (1954),N.H. 108 held:43A.2dLipnick,
“The in of aassistance is the nature a loan to be allowed asgranted

estate,claim the if The socialagainst recipient’s any....” policies
First,such are threefold. itfavoring legislation encourages needy

to seek theor aid of friends and relatives ratherpeople employment
Second,than welfare. lawsare to make the welfarerecovery thought

more humane of assetssystem by avoiding compulsory liquidation
as a to and the social ofprerequisite eligibility, by alleviating stigma

third,“on welfare.” The and isbeing perhaps justificationstrongest,
the of enrichment of and their heirs atprevention unjust recipients

Boldus, as a Loan: Antaxpayers’ Studyexpense. Empirical ofWelfare
States,the in the Stan.Public United 25AssistancePaymentsRecoveryof

123,L. Rev. (1973).131

In (1964)RSA 167:14 the combined theenacting legislature
withrationale the doctrine of mutualforegoing support obligations

under the contract and theformarriage thereby provided imposi­
tion of liens aswellon of the on that ofasproperty recipient’s spouse

§6.1,Clark,the himself. H. Lawof DomesticSee Relationsrecipient
Nevertheless,at (1968).186-87 the theof statutelanguage expressly

conditions the of such liens on the of theimposition coresidency
The “his or her with saidspouses. phrase spouse, residing recipient”

indicates the intention that a mustpresent, on-going relationship
exist between the his if toand or her a lien is attach.recipient spouse

A.2d 784,State, 714, 717,167:14(1964);RSA Doev. 114 N.H. 328cf.
74, 77,(1974);786 N.H.School Dist.v. StateBd. 112Plymouth of Educ.,

73, Neither(1972).289A.2d 75-76 the statute nor the whichpolicies
occasioned it thethat estate of a deceased shouldsuggest spouse
suffer for loans made to the afteron-going liability surviving spouse

217, 219, 41,the decedent’s death. v. 99 N.H. 108State A.2dLipnick,
(1954).43 RSA 167:14 (1964) indicates that claims or liensany

incurred under (1964)RSA continue the “lifetime167:13-14 during
of the and of his or her evidencesSuchrecipient” spouse. language
an intent that the of the of the for aidobligation spouse recipient
furnished the either. Thisshould cease at the death ofrecipient

not is with the of mutualconsistentinterpretation only principle
based,(1964)marital which is butRSA 167:14 bysupport upon

to it alsobeobviating any advantage gained by delaying probate
84encourages the v.expeditious settlement of estates. White Chaplin,
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(1929); 1 W.21, Treat,208, 210, §Probate LawA. N.H.N.H. 148 22
251, (1968).at 236

Remanded.

All concurred.

Merrimack District Court
No. 7079

HampshireState of New v. Ghislain Beaulieu

29, 1975August

Rudman,Warren B. Rath,and ThomasD. assistantattorney general,
Damon,andattorney Edward N.general, (Mr. Damonattorney

for the State.orally),

Nadeau,A. brief and for the defendant.by orally,James

Grimes, The before the court whetheris defendant’squestionJ.
of to aplea misdemeanor of while intoxicatedguilty charge driving

(RSA 1973)) is valid.262-A:62 (Supp.


