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on entry.the issue of the defendant’s intent at the time hisof v.State
Noel, 522, 528, 290, (1979).119 N.H. 404 A.2d 293

hold, therefore,We that a rational fact-finder could find
proof guilt beyondof the defendant’s a pres­reasonable doubt. The
ence of the defendant inside the bus terminal at 3:00 wasa.m.
clearly open.unauthorized. The door had been forced Some of the

building disarraycontents of the missing.were in or A rational
of purposeinference the defendant’s to uponcrimecommit a his

entry entrycould be drawn from hour,his unauthorized at a late
coupled thewith condition of building,the interior of the the

suspicious flight buildingdefendant’s from the attemptedand his
concealment in the river.

Affirmed.
J.,Souter, participate,did not the others concurred.
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Smith, Ignatius, attorney,Gregory attorney general {Amy L. onH.
orally),and forthe brief the State.

Green,Duggan, defender,appellate and S.E. JoanneJames
defender,appellate Duggan onof Concord the briefassistant {Mr.

orally),Green for the defendant.and Ms.

King, question presentedTheC.J. is awhether district court
requiring juvenilea payorder to restitution becan enforced after
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juvenile’s birthday.the “interlocutorynineteenth We treat this
ruling” bytransfer with interlocutorymade the andistrict court as

appeal. court,We hold chapterthat a district under RSA 169-B
(Supp. 1981), jurisdiction juvenilelacks priorto enforce a order
against nineteen-year-olda Wedefendant. reverse and remand.

defendant, 26,Smith, February 1981,The Thomas E. on was
juvenile delinquentsentenced as a in the Keene District Court

{Davis, J.) for an incident which occurred while the defendant was
years eighteen yearsseventeen old. The defendant was old theat

disposition. probationtime of The sentence included until December
26, 1981, birthday,which was the date of the defendant’s nineteenth
and restitution of $377.60.

26, 1981,On December the Keene District Court terminated the
probation changedefendant’s but did not the restitution order.

probation period priorWithin the ten-month to the court’s termina-
probation,tion of the hadState not moved to theforce defendant to

pay probationA reportrestitution. violation of filed onwas Febru-
ary 1, 1982, by probation officer,the allegingdefendant’s that the

anypay February 18, 1982,defendant had failed to restitution. On
fiftypaythe district court theordered defendant to dollars a week

in beginning February 21,restitution 1982. The district court also
byruled that failure the defendant to make restitution would result

paymentin 22, 1982,his Aprilcommitment until was made. On the
district court ordered the defendant committed until the entire resti-

paid.tution was
5, 1982,An order Augustadult of commitment was issued on

against probation.the defendant for violation of In accordance with
order, 1982,this the September 22,defendant was incarcerated on

Countyin the Cheshire payHouse of Correction for failure to resti-
court, 7,1982,tution. The district on October denied the defendant’s

jurisdictionmotion to terminate the of the court. The defendant
argued 1981)(Supp. requiredthat RSA 169-B:4 the commitment

jurisdiction.order to be dismissed lackfor of
interlocutory appealThis rulingis an from the of the district

upholding jurisdictioncourt juvenileits to enforce a restitution
against nineteen-year-old Sup.order a defendant. See Ct. R. 8. The

has pendingdefendant been released from incarceration our deter-
following question proposed bymination theof the district court:

contempt jurisdiction“Does the District Court retain over
person years age originala who is nineteen of where the

jurisdiction personwas obtained while said was seventeen
years 169-B, juvenileoriginalold under ifRSA so that the

fulfilled,issentence not the District Court can hold said
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regardless the Court’scontempt, the fact thatofperson in
juvenile jurisdiction has terminated?”

contemptitissue whether retainsraises thedistrict courtThe
However, the dis-nineteen-year-old defendant.jurisdiction theover

contempt power to force the defendantnever invoked itstrict court
questionTherefore, not address thewe needpayto restitution.

or con-its civil criminalcould exercisethe district courtwhether
against juvenileaa ordertempt power to enforce restitution

juvenile adulthood.the has attainedafterdefendant
pertinent part,1981) provides, in that(Supp.RSA 169-B:4

jurisdiction any personover withshall havecourt“[t]he
petition chapter afterrespect a is filed under thisto whom

birthdayeighteenth for anand before his nineteenthhis
eight-alleged hisdelinquency committed beforeoffense

by abirthday... . a court overobtainedeenth Jurisdiction
affecting himperson all orders thenunder this section and

court,bypriorforce, thereto thein unless terminated
age.”person years19when the reachesshall terminate of

added.)(Emphasis

legislativeinquiry requires intentus to determine theOur
Inc.,1981). v. Brown Prods. 119(Supp.169-B.-4behind RSA Corson

23, begin20, 640, (1979). We with an examina­397 A.2d 642N.H.
language Employees’ N.H. v.of the Ass’ntion of the statute. State of

Trustees, 273, 665,272, (1980).415 666 This120 N.H. A.2dBd. of
ordinarygive plainof statute their andwill the words thecourt

meaning. See RSA 21:2.

meaning 1981)plain (Supp. indicatesof RSA 169-B:4The
jurisdictionlegislature a court’s overthat the intended to terminate

agejuvenile person The is cleara when the reaches nineteen. statute
legislature grantnever intended to the district court thethat the

discretionary authority jurisdictionits to adults whoto extend reach
against theycomply probationnot with them whendid orders issued

languagejuveniles. ofinterpretation is consistent with thewere This
any1981), jail(Supp. provideswhich that term for a169-B:19RSA

“may beyond birthday.”not extend his nineteenthminor
Here, defendant his nine-the district court incarcerated the after

statute,birthday violating byfor which RSA 169-an orderteenth
1981), juvenile(Supp. becameterminated when the defendantB:4

Indeed, recognizeappeared to the statu-nineteen. the district court
jurisdiction when, order,originaltory on its in its itlimitation

probation period priorthe term of the defendant’s to the tolimited
birthday.his nineteenth
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guidance 169-B:2,We find additional in V(d) (Supp.RSA
1981), remedywhich enables a probation onlycourt to violations of
“during period probation.” Therefore,the of petition alleg­unless a
ing a probation byviolation of is filed juvenile’sthe State within the
probationary period, jurisdictionthe district court lacks to enforce a
probation Here, by order,order. the district court’s the defendant’s

probation 26,1981.term of ended December The State did not file a
probationviolation of report probationarywithin the defendant’s

fact,period. allegeIn the State did not that the defendant had vio­
probation 1, 1982,the Februarylated terms of his until five weeks

jurisdiction Thus,lapsed byafter the court’s proba­had statute. the
hearing 1, 1982,tion violation Februaryonconducted after the

probation expired, directlydefendant’s had contravened RSA 169-B:
2, V(d) (Supp. 1981).

We hold that the authoritydistrict court is without to
jurisdiction nineteen-year-oldextend its over a defendant to enforce

juvenile probation case,a order. In this because the district court
probationfailed to enforce a probation­order within the ten-month

periodary prior birthday,to the defendant’s nineteenth it cannot
jurisdiction, statutoryreassert its expired.after the haslimit

Reversed and remanded.

All concurred.
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