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pen-by theirinformed ofmarshal. Whenhours recommended the
duty withoutthey to serve thealties, in fact serve or commencedid
why policecircumstances, we see no reason aprotest. theseUnder

perform noncompen-voluntarilymay freely elect tonot andofficer
hearing.disciplinaryduty tosable avoid a

chapter 464,argued 1 Public Lawssection ofhas thatThe state
providedcompensation whenever hours1965, bethatof mandates

persuadedforty per thatweek. We are notin excess ofare worked
statute,interpretation which read asproper of the wethis is a

specified compensationonly the rate ofproviding the form and
chapterAssuming, arguendo, that the makes com-paid.it iswhen

why provisionsobligatory, reason the of thatpensation there is no
pro-prohibits anyofwaived. RSA waivercannot be 275:50statute

prohibits agreementsIt betweench. 275.vision “of this act.” RSA
whereby wages owing mayemployer employees beand and due

specifiedthose in the statute itself.withheld for reasons other than
not, however, prohibit any right wagesIt of to receivedoes waiver

at all.
finding by departmentIn ourview of that the award made the

improper, any presented.was we need not other issuesdecide

Remanded.

Lampron, J., participate case;did not in the decision of this the
others concurred.
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Heed, assistantattorney generalSouter, Peter W.andH.David
orally),general (Mr. for the state.attorney Heed

orally),(Mr. JosephWilliams,Kfoury Manchester Williamsof&
for the defendant.

factsquestion whether on theGrimes, The in this case isJ.
violating ourguiltyby court the defendant is ofthe trialfound

guilty.statute, rule is262-A: 67. We that heRSAhit-and-run
for67violation 262-A:indicted for a of RSAwasDefendant
andresulting in deathknowingly being in accidentinvolved an
thecomply requirements offailing stop with theand otherwiseto

J., madejury Court, Loughlin,thewithout aAfter trialstatute. a
“underrulings questionfindings transferred theandcertain and

guilty guilty vio-or not of acircumstances, thethese is defendant
needquestions transferredTwo otherlation of 262-A: 67.”RSA

longer in contention.are nonot be because the issuesanswered
any operator knowingly in-requires that “who isThe statute

death, personal injuryany in orin which resultsvolved accident
immediately stopdamages property, shall such vehicle at theto

injuredgive person... the . hisaccident and to . .scene of such
license, registra-address, the number of the driver’s thename and

occu-vehicle and the name and address of eachthe motortion of
provides anythen that if theThe statute for reasonpant thereof.”

receive the beperson is unable to information it shouldinjured
immediately policemanto a at the scene or thegiven at nearest

police station.
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night No-on ofthethat the defendantcourt foundThe trial
southerlypickup in direc-operating truck a12, 1975, awasvember

Hampshire. darkSalem, It wasin NewRockingham Roadtion on
pot holes.containedraining, the road was rutted andandand

walking southerlyyears onwereboys about fourteen oldTwo
by andA wenttraffic. truckRockingham their backs towithRoad

boy truckboys. testified that theof the The otherhit killed oneand
The defendant’soperator to look back.seemedslowed down and the

slowed, stopped,thump, almosttestimony was that he heard a
nothingmirror, toand continuedsawhis rear-viewlooked into

away.a short distancehis home
by policeinvestigation to defendant’snight, led themLater that

gaveyard.parked in the Defendant themhis truck washome where
they him there beenthe truck after told hadpermission to atlook

evening. daysRockingham Road earlier that Twoan accident on
policebringto his truck to the stationwas askedlater defendant

consent, Theywhere, officers examined it. dentsthe foundwith his
right front fender.on the

knew atcourt found that defendant the time of theThe accident
something” and that defendant was “not“that he had struck ac-

tually boy”that had struck the Swan the time of theaware he at
accident, day struckbut that the next “defendant realized he had

boy, voluntarilybut went to the Salem Police Sta-the Swan never
report it.”tion to

findingsupported trial court’s defendantthe thatThe evidence
pedes-followingdayknew the accident that he had struckon the a

“something.”of he hitHe knew the time the accident thattrian. at
“got bumped” byevening someone aHe later that thatlearned

daypickup truck, next defendant and his sister discussedtheand
boy hit killednight had been and onthe fact that the before a

Rockingham Road.

byquestion theis whether statute was violatedThe real
policereport toaccident the station when heto thehis failure

arguesday. statute canof it next Defendant that thelearned the
knowledge injuryhadonly if of the atthe defendantbe violated

requiresit the toof the driver “imme­time accident becausethe
givediately stop scene of such accident” thesuch vehicle at the and

purpose ofrequired clear the statute however isinformation. The
operatoridentity inavailable the event civilthe of the orto make

sought imposed.liability Soucy,is to be State v.See 97criminal
requiresthe233, (1951). Although statute that the84 A. 838N.H.
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given immediatelyinformation be canthe when beat scene this
done, provides anythe statute also in-that when for “cause” the
jured person scene,cannot receive the information it mustat the

given policebe at importthe “nearest station.” The clear of the
operatorstatute is that whenever the learns he inthat has been an

accident death, obligationwhich results in he has the to make this
police. Peoplefact known the Snodgrass, App.to v.See 103 2dIll.

166, 242 (1968). opinion any614N.E.2d We of the rea-are that
personsonable would thisforesee that was the intention of the

Williams, 378,377, 369,statute. See v. 92 N.H. 31 370State A.2d
(1943); Locke, 48, (1975).Rose v. U.S.423 50

giveDefendant contends that the indictment did not him
againstfair notice hethat would have to defend a claim that he

guilty reportwas of a ofviolation the statute if he tofailed after
discovering daythe next that he had been anin accident from

acquired knowledgewhich death issue ofresulted. The when he the
fullywas undertried the indictment as drawn and defendant has
ample opportunity legalhad to meet the claim in this court.

Remanded.

Lampron, J., participate case;did not in the decision of thethis
others concurred.
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