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The That stat-defendant’s reliance on RSA 107:19 is misplaced.
toof civil defenseute deals with the auxiliarypower policeonly
toorders mademake for violations ofwarrantless arrests pursuant

event,here, theinRSA ch. No such order involved and107. is any
waswhich Chasetrial court found the underthat appointment

officerat the time of the arrest was that of auxiliary policeacting
with no reference civilto defense.

overruled.exceptionsDefendant’s

All concurred.
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for(Mr.and Daniel orally)Stebbins& Connolly ConnollyBradley J.
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Souter, and G.David H. attorney Burlingame,general, Roger
for the(Mr. State.assistant attorney orally),general Burlingame

facts,of thestatementPer an followingcuriam. agreedUpon
theto trial fromand transferredof law was reserved priorquestion

Court to RSA 547:30 J.).ProbateGrafton pursuant (Jones,County

amended), the(asto can“Pursuant RSA 8 StateChapter
estate,or hisof recover from aNew Hampshire person
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for care toboard and furnished saidexpenses person by
the State of New saidHampshire person’sduring

tocommitment to the New pursuantHampshire Hospital
theof Court Stateorder the byupon acceptanceSuperior

ofthe Court of of notand a reasonguilty by insanityplea
a of murder?”to firstcharge degree

7,of Onis asked in. the facts:This question light following May
1973, Harlan H. Robb indicted the Grafton Countywas by grand

in the RSA 585:1.of the crime of murder first Upondegree.jury
court,before the Mr. entered a ofRobbarraignment pleasuperior

20, 1973,Onnot December he towas withdrawguilty. permitted
his not and to enter of notwas aguilty plea permitted plea guilty by

ofreason This was the Courtinsanity. plea accepted by Superior
after the of(Perkins, J.) presentation expert psychiatric testimony
Mr. Robb’s at the time of the events andconcerning sanity alleged

time of the (reenactedat the Pursuant to RSA 607:3 ashearing.
1975)),RSA 651:9 Mr. to theRobb was committed New(Supp.

time, courtAt that the issued theHampshire Hospital. superior
order:following

“The Court is of the and so finds it wouldthat beopinion
for H. ItHarlan Robb to at is there-dangerous go large.

fore considered the Court that the said Harlan H. Robbby
be committed to the New for lifeHospitalHampshire
until, unless,or earlier orreleased trans-discharged,

law, however,due offerred course he shall not beby
released, or otherwise toparoled, discharged, permitted

from the or offacilities the Newdepart physical custody
either orHampshire Hospital, temporarily permanently,

on order of the Court.”except Superior

10, 1975, 464:17,On to RSA Daniel Con-January pursuant J.
was ofconservator the assets of Harlan H. Robbnolly appointed by

1975,the Grafton Court. InProbate the State ofCounty August
New reimbursement from ofthe assets Mr.Hampshire sought

forRobb his board and at thecare The amountshospital. sought
$4,252.50 20, 1974,are for the fromperiod January through

30, 1974, $8,215 1,November and for a from Decemberperiod
1974, 30, The1975. assets of Mr. arethrough Robb sufficientJune
to these amounts. Mr. has thesatisfy GraftonConnolly petitioned

Probate CourtCounty for instructions his asconcerning liability
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andfor the amounts inconservator of Mr. Robb’s assets question
onthe State of Newfuture amounts demanded Hampshirebyany

of the Newbehalf Hospital.Hampshire
on twothecontests reimbursement chargeSpecifically, plaintiff

1975)of RSA 8:43(1) The (Supp.historygrounds: legislative
incurred in mainte-for Statereimbursement expensesallowing

indicate that it is thenance of the New policyHampshire Hospital
thosethe of New to refrain fromof State Hampshire charging

Robb, theirfor the cost ofto the such as Mr.committed Hospital,
commitment; the of New(2) the Stateand by Hampshireattempt

the Newfor board and care furnished atto recover such expenses
to ancommitmenta person’s pursuantHampshire Hospital during

constitutionalorder of the court violates thatsuperior person’s
to of the law.equal protectionright

himhave decided toThe contentions been adverselyplaintiff’s
77,7168, 116 N.H. 354H.in MatterNo. In The Sargent,Johnof

The transferred isthis(1976), decided day. question404A.2d
in the affirmative.therefore answered

Remanded.
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