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usingresultthe samereachedwould haveif itreversalground for
352,349,Rouse, 444 A.2dLemay 122 N.H.v.standard.correctthe

553, (1982).555

unlessappeal tribunalof theuphold decisiontheWe will
RSAinferences, “[c]learly erroneous.”arefindings, or conclusionsits

appeal tribu­before the1983).282-A:67, The evidenceIV(d) (Supp.
supportampleout, providedpointednal, appellate divisionas the
primar­was“disruptive” behaviorfinding claimant’sthat theafor

integrity,slurs, upon herattacks“repeated ethnicily response toa
type isof thisBehaviorby her co-worker.”verbal abuseotherand
supraAppeal Millerinreferred tothat weof conductthe kindnot of

Accordingly, that thewe rulerule.being misconductwithin theas
•clearly erroneous.notwasappeal tribunalof thedecision

Affirmed.

concurred.All
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Gordon,Smith, attorney general (Martha assistantGregory V.H.
attorney,Conway,brief,general, M.attorney and Ednaon the

orally), for the State.
defender, Concord, byGreen, briefappellate ofassistantJoanne S.

orally, forand the defendant.

Smith,defendant, chargedDouglas, withDawn wasJ. The
driving, resulting, felony,B in violation ofdeath a classreckless

(now (Supp. 1983)). six-265:79 She wasformer RSA 262-A:61 RSA
years Hampshire driver’s license atheld a valid Newteen old and

allegedof the offense.the time
giveschapter (Supp. 1983) the district courts exclu-RSA 169-B

age eighteenjurisdiction any person of whoover under the issive
felonycharged awith commission of an offense which would bethe

by (Supp.ifa misdemeanor committed an adult. RSA 169-B:l-:4or
alleged byfelony if1983). If the offense would be a committed an

adult, hearingthe district court must conduct a to determine
superior court.whether the case should be transferred to the RSA

transferred, “certified,”1983).(Supp. If the case is or the169-B:24
maysuperior then minor as an adult. RSAcourt treat the accused

(Supp. 1983).169-B:24
1983) exception statutory(Supp. provides an to thisRSA 169-B:32

jurisdictionvesting with exclusive overscheme district courts
inaccused minors the first instance:

chapter applying per-not be construed as to“This shall
years age charged with thesons 16 of or over who are

law, law, a lawviolation of a motor vehicle an aeronautics
boats,relating navigation game law,fish and a lawto or a
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any municipalrelating town or ordinanceto Title XIII or
exceeding pluspenalty theprovides for a notwhich $100

penalty assessment.”
State,case, relying motor vehicleon the aboveIn instant thethe

soughtsuperior court andexception, indictment in theobtained an
moved tothereby as an adult. The defendantto treat the defendant

indictment, asserting she entitled to a certifica-that wasdismiss the
(Supp. 1983) she could behearing beforeunder RSA 169-B:24tion

felony. {Cann,The Trial Courtprosecuted for a class Bas an adult
granted defend-ruling motion and theJ.) on the dismissaldeferred

interlocutory her motionrequest transfer. We conclude thatforant’s
granted.to dismiss must be

using phrase of aargues in the “violationthatThe defendant
law,” legislature include the classdid not intend tovehicle themotor

resulting. (nowdriving, RSA 262-A:61felony deathB of reckless
any(Supp. 1983)). contends that other constructionSheRSA 265:79

legislative chapterpurposes of RSAthe clearwould conflict with
(Supp. 1983).169-B

1983) of a(Supp. does not define a “violation169-B:32RSA
inappear elsewherea definitionvehicle law.” Nor does suchmotor

however,settled,1983). that thechapter (Supp. It is well169-BRSA
as a wholefrom its constructionis determinedintent of a statute

phrases.andby separate of isolated wordsconstructionand not
50, 51,Sons, Kakides, 351 A.2d116 N.H.& Inc. v.Arthur Lessard

1983)(Supp.61, Hence, 169-B:32(1976). we construe RSA62 must
chapterlanguage purposes 169-Band of RSAthe broaderwithin

(Supp. 1983).

(Supp. 1983)chapterlegislature 169-Benacted RSAThe
juvenile justice system as itsthat haspart “comprehensiveas of a

C., 124re Eric N.H.of the child.” Inprimary concern the welfare
Although objectives1305, (1983). of RSA222, 224, the1306469 A.2d

varied, haveprior decisions we(Supp. 1983) arechapter 169-B “[i]n
protec­being penallegislative purpose ‘not but... as... defined the

law, but thattive; punished for breach ofchild shall benot that the
worthy citizen.’” State v.become aa better chance tohe shall have

608,663, 666, (1977) (quoting In reSmagula, A.2d 610N.H. 377117
Poulin,449, (1962));276, 276, In rePerham, 450184 A.2d104 N.H.

458, 672,458, (1957).673100 129 A.2dN.H.

primary purpose of“Thespecifically, have stated:weMore
eighteen from theLegislature children underwas to shieldthe

surrounding inherent in the ordi-offenders andadultenvironment
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accomplishment ofprocesses. to theAs an incidentnary criminal
eighteeninvolving are sounderproceedings childrenpurpose,this

bystigma ofprevent a criminalattachment of theas toconducted
judgment.” v.resulting Statefrom immatureof conductreason

406, 144 916,Lemelin, 404, (1958) (citationsA.2d omit­101 N.H. 918
169-B:1, chapterof is “to(Supp. 1983) (purposeIIted); also RSAsee

committing delinquency taint ofa offense thefrom a minorremove
behavior”).consequencescriminality of criminalpenaltheand

(Supp. 1983),Accordingly, legislature, 169-B:24in RSAthe
juvenilesafeguards under which aandspecifies the circumstances

among thosefelony may as an Foremostbe tried adult.of aaccused
certification, hearing.transfer, In State v.protections oris the

666-67, 608,663, (1977), we610Smagula, 377 A.2d117 N.H.
to a childwhether transferemphasized that the determination of

system processes ofjuvenile criminalto thethe structure of thefrom
critically important. reasoned:superior Wecourt isthe

exposed probability ofonly juvenile theis tothe“[n]ot
confidentiality andpunishment, individual-but thesevere

by publicityjuvenile proceeding replaced theity isof the
law; acquires apenal the childconcepts ofnormativeand

which, acquitted,is willpublic even if hearrest record
opprobrium at-theinhibit his because ofrehabilitation

by employers; if asprospective convictedtached thereto
twenty-adult, may past histhe be detained wellan child

rightsbirthday; may dis-lose certain civil and befirst he
public employment.”qualified for

Schornhorst,667, (quoting The Waiver377 A.2d at 610Id. at of
583,Revisited, 586-87Kent 43 Ind. L.J.Juvenile Jurisdiction:Court

(1968)).

against background thewe must construeIt is this that
(Supp.169-B:32phrase motor vehicle law.” RSA“violation of a

juvenile1983). proceedings from theThe exclusion of motor vehicle
justice system consequence The reha­is of in most instances.no real

protective chapter (Supp.169-Band mechanisms of RSAbilitative
generally necessary appropriate when minors1983) neither norare

regulations. only whenIt is in those unusual situationsviolate traffic
felony arguablyboth and a “motor vehicle violation”an offense is a

chapter (Supp. 1983)policies and RSA 169-­of RSA 169-Bthat the
1983)(Supp.B:32 clash.

charged felony, consequencesjuvenile thea is aWhen with
being lengthThe con-as an adult are severe. andof his or her tried
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harsh, juvenilepotentially theditions of incarceration are and is
likely exposed grave consequencestoto be adult offenders. The to a
young facing felony charge preciselyoffender a as an areadult those

protect Hence,from which the statute seeks to the child. to handle a
serious vehiclemotor offense in the same as amanner minor traffic

inappropriate. presumedoffense legisla-is “It is not to be that the
pass leadingture an to nullifyingwould act an absurd andresult to

appreciable purposean extent of Kay,the the Statestatute.” v. 115
698,696, 336, (1975). Thus,N.H. 350 A.2d 338 the statute will be
reasonably produce illogicalconstrued so toas not an result. Id. at

698-99, 350 A.2d at 338.

purposes statute,We conclude that the theof taken
together statutory language “chapterthewith that the shall be lib­
erally construed,interpreted, and toadministered ... effectuate the

purposes policies [thereof],” (Supp.. . . and 1983),RSA 169-B:1
finding legislaturemandate thatour the did intendnot to include

felony driving, resulting,the class B of reckless death within the
exception hold, therefore,(Supp. 1983).in RSA 169-B:32 We that
jurisdiction minors ofover accused felonies must in the first

juvenile courts,theinstance be in and that no such minor shall face
court,superior regardlesstrial as in legis­an adult of the incidental

alleged felony,lative of undergoingclassification the firstwithout a
hearing (Supp. 1983).certification under 169-B:24RSA

holding and,Our is a narrow one because our decision is based
upon statutes,the construction of the we do not reach the constitu-

presented.questionstional

Remanded.

Souter, J., sit;did not the others concurred.


