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Bell, Norton, (.Arnold orally),Falk of for the& Keene R. Falk
petitionee, Ronnie Prime.

Smith, Cohen,Gregory acting attorney general (JeffreyH. R.
attorney general, Hampshire.orally),assistant for the State of New

Douglas, proceedingin relate a forJ. The issues this case to
involuntary Hampshire Hospitalcommitment to the New State
under RSA 135-B:26 to :41.

21, Vachss,1979, probationOn December Sherwood a State
officer, petition Countyfiled a in the Cheshire Probate Court
seeking Hospital.to tohave Ronnie Prime committed the State

petition allegedThe that from illness thatPrime suffered a mental
others, bydangermade him a to himself and as was demonstrated

his anthreats to his mother with a knife. It stated thatalso
Attorney Pappas representative.was Prime’s RSA 135-B:28.

Mack,day, psychiatrist,On that same a Dr. Karin examined
report court.Prime and made a filed with thewhich she later

hearing January 22, 1980, (Espiefs,After a on the Probate Court
J.) involuntarily Hospitalordered Prime tocommitted the State

period exceeding years. appealsfor a not two He that decision.

by thequestion appeal is whetherPrime’sThe first raised
question After Dr. Mackprobate judge a witness.had discretion to

Judge Espiefsby parties,questioned counsel for bothhad been
satisfyattemptapparent toquestions in anherasked several

aposedPrime’s illnesspsychiatrist believed thathimself that the
asdanger or to others”“potentially of to himselfserious likelihood

hislong judgeby a maintainsrequired As as135-B:26.RSA
toright in orderquestionto a witnessimpartiality, he has the

124,436,435,Davis, 144testimony. A.clarify 83 N.H.the State v.
testimonyduty sincejudge’s to the(1928). It the understand125 is

he, expert, whetherwho must determineis not the medicalit and
statutory v.standard. Dolcinopatient’s has met thea illness

case,577,420, 421, In(1974). thisClifford, A.2d 578114 321N.H.
possibly harmexpressed opinionher “couldthat PrimeDr. Mack

statutoryothers,” theodds withare ator terms whichhimself
askinginjudge his discretionlanguage. probate was withinThe

testimony.understandinggain of thequestions to a clearerseveral

was insufficientargument that therenext isPrime’s
commitment,involuntarysupport order. Forto the court’sevidence
an individualbeyond thatdoubtprove a reasonablethe mustState

Butler, 117v.dangerous others. Proctorpotentially to himself oris
may673, (1977). a court927, 935, BeforeA.2d 677-78N.H. 380
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commitment,involuntary requiresorder “RSA evidence135-B:28
sufficiently potentialof ‘specific showingacts orrecent actions’

dangerousness. Id., argues. . .” A.2d at Prime that the380 678.
alleged petitionin the time ofactions were too remote from the the

hearing requirement urges forty-adoptto that us themeet and to
day period (Supp. 1979).limitation of refuse toRSA 135-B:19 We

applyso fordo the obvious reason that standards tostricter must
emergency commitments under RSA 135-B:19 than under RSA
135-B:26, proceeding persondeprivesbecause a under athe former

liberty immediately evidentiaryhisof while the latter affords an
hearing before commitment.

case, 1979,Mayin separateIn this two inincidents Prime
againthreatened his mother and his with a Hebrother knife.

approached September, smashinghis mother awith knife in it
through a door she nighthad locked behind her. That same he

Consideringthreatened to slit her throat. that Prime’s conduct
pattern,shows a consistent we believe his most act isthat recent

sufficiently potential dangerousnessto arecent show for even
though filingperiodthe between the latest and the of theincident
petition was two and months.one-half

The words “mental inillness” are defined RSA 135-B:2 XI
(Supp. 1979), provides:which

impairment processes, orsubstantial of emotional of“[A]
actions,abilitythe to exercise conscious control of one’s

ability reason,or of perceive realitythe to or to which
impairment by extremelyis manifested instances of

faultyextremelyabnormal behavior perceptions;or it
by:does impairment primarilynot include (a)caused

epilepsy; (b) retardation; (c)mental continuous or
periods bynoncontinuous of caused sub-intoxication

drugs; dependencestances such as (d) uponalcohol or or
anyaddiction drugs.”to suchsubstance as oralcohol

Although illness,” testifyDr. Mack never defined did“mental she
from Januarythat October 1979 to she1980 had admitted six

patients emergencyfor hospitalization. the ofSince definition
is emergency“mental illness” the for hospitalizationssame both
admissions,involuntaryand it is reasonable to assume that she
appropriatewas aware of the standard.

that, through examination,Dr. Mack testified her wasshe able
abilityto test Prime’s to andthink reason and was toable discern

judgment impaired.that his was She further testified that Prime
easily distracted; himself;was often difficulty expressinghad was
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very vague; difficulty explaining circumstances sur-thehad
reevaluated; why jailbeing in androunding why he washe was

testimony supportshappennot to him. Thiswhat should or should
statutory ofjudge’s finding the definitionthat Prime metthe

mental illness.

argues have madeDr. shouldthat MackPrime further
byfindings impairment not causedspecific his wasthat mental

retardation, drug oror alcohol intoxicationepilepsy, ormental
testimony, Prime “wasMack stated thataddiction. In her Dr.

partretarded, predominant of thethebut this was notsomewhat
finding that mentalpicture.” amounts to aThat statement

senseof Prime’s illness. Commonretardation was not the cause
drugfindings epilepsy oras to orDr. Mack made noindicates that

obviouslythey not cause of Prime’swere so thealcohol use because
apply theinstability. require psychiatristdo not that aWe

onlymechanically addressstatutory that a doctordefinition but
patient’smight reasonably of abe the causethose elements that

illness.
aAttorney Pappas was notarguesFinally, thatPrimeRonnie

petition forthestates thatqualified representative. RSA 135-B:28
“ personinvoluntary the name of the. . shall include:admission .

address; represent-sought known hisand his lastto be admitted
address, added).any” (emphasis Thatative and his last known if

the statutethatunambiguous language, coupled with the fact
representative,appointment of aexpress provision fornomakes
proceeding forrequiredrepresentative in ais notindicates that a

theAccordingly, not addressinvoluntary we doadmission.
question.

by andadequately protected counselinterests wereMr. Prime’s
judge.probateof thethe decisionthe evidence substantiates

Affirmed.

All concurred.


