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OpinionMemorandum

(McSwiney, J.) to ustransferredDistrict CourtThe New London
prior convictionquestion uncounseledwhether the defendant’sthe

constitutionallyintoxicated, offense, may bedriving firstfor while
imprisonment in his trial forexpose ofhim to a sentenceused to

265:82-b,offense, by 1(b) (Supp.DWI, authorized RSAsecond as is
intelligentthat, knowingargues absent a and1983). The defendant
to convertcounsel, convictionthe use of an uncounseledofwaiver

imprisonmentsubsequent ofinto a termof a offensethe sentence
guaranteesHampshire federal constitutionalandviolates the New

Const, 15;I,pt.right art. U.S. Const.N.H.of the to counsel.
transferred, v.question we decided StatewasVI. After thisamend.

Cook,452, (1984). lightCook, In of we findA.2d 823125 N.H. 481
without merit.claim to bethe defendant’s

vehicle violation convictionsuncounseled motorheld thatCook
constitutionally offender statussupport a decree of habitualcould

though from violation of the decree. Id.imprisonment resultedeven
Although828;458, 262:23. Cook concerned asee RSAat 481 A.2d at

enhancement,status, we believedisability sentenceand notcivil
federaladequately the State andopinion in addressedour Cookthat

present We therefore findus in the case.issues beforeconstitutional
dispositive defendant’s claim.of theit

Remanded.


