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budgets expressions provideand related acts contains of intent to
girl’s facility communityoperatefunds to a within some of the

only legislative history broughtState, the to the court’s attention
directlybearing currently budgeton the effective act indicates an
appropriate buildingintent to funds for the onconstruction of a

grounds Development transcriptthe of the Youth Center. See of
testimony Bundy,of David A. Director of of andDivision Children

AppropriationServices,Youth before House Committee on Feb-
ruary Although plaintiffs argue23, 1987. the on the basis of RSA

1(f) resulting appropriation operating budget228:4, that the in the
may expended lease-purchasenot be under the contract that the

Augustentered,State has see Minutes of Governor and forCouncil
by only requirement7, 1987, the statute its terms deals with the

competitive bidding, exceptions applicable projectsit,of and to to
through capital budget. purportfunded the It does not to bar the

legislature appropriating operating lease-purchasefrom funds for
contracts.

The court is therefore satisfied that no factual basis is claimed
upon plaintiffswhich the would be entitled to relief under statutes
presently purposeeffective and concludes that no useful would be

by opinion. unnecessaryserved an extended formal It is to reach
by appealother issues raised the from the dismissal order.

Affirmed.
Thayer, J., did not sit.
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attorney general (Barbara Keshen,Stephen R. as-Merrill,E.
bybrief),attorney general, for the State.briefon thesistant

byappellate defender, Concord, briefGreen, ofassistantJoanne
for the defendant.

Supe-appeals inBatchelder, his convictionThe defendantJ.
endangeringcharge(Dalianis, J.) the welfareofon onerior Court

post-argues that certain639:3, III. He here.1 &of a child. RSA
by an unlawfulwere the fruits ofmade himarrest statements

erroneously evidence. Weadmitted intowere thereforearrest and
accordinglydisagree affirm.and

fourteen-year-oldApril female,21, 1986, victim, a wastheOn
paperdelivering newspapers after-school route in Milfordon her

defendant, livedthe Carl Vachon. Vachonwhen she encountered
Buskey,neighborhood A1in household as a friendin the the same

supports findingThe evidence a that the defendantof the victim.
agreed,her to come to his house to talk about Al. The victimasked

completed herto the defendant’s house after she hadand went
route.

Buskey residence, the defendantWhen the victim arrived at the
only piecego living The ofher to to the room and sit down.told

living occupantsmattress, thein the room was a sincefurniture
brieflyprocess moving. remained inin the of The defendantwere

living againkitchen, then into the room. He told thethe and went
sit, sat next to her on thevictim to which she did. The defendant

thoughts quittingbegan telling ofmattress and her about Al’s
intentions, however, her,true and toldschool.He soon revealed his
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you, you no,“I I whereuponwant and want now.” She said the
something out,”defendant said he wanted to “find and he tried to

grabbed hug”kiss her. He then her in a “bear and laid her down
herself,on the mattress. She tried to free but he would not let her

go. began fondling breasts, attemptingThe defendant her to reach
attemptedunder her shirt. place pants,He also to inhis hand her

successfully finallybut she up,resisted. The defendant let her and
onlyshe ran to the door to itfind locked. She asked him to unlock

it, approached her,he placedand as he his hand on her buttocks.
He then unlocked the door.

The victim neighborhood,fled to the home of a infriend the
Nutting, explainedShannon happened,where she what had and the

police Douglaswere called. Officer Depart-of the Milford Police
Nuttings’ment arrived at approximately p.m.the at 6:00 There he

theobserved victim in a tearful embrace with her mother. He took
the two aside explain happened.and asked the victim to what had
She Douglas, identifyingrelated the events to Officer the defendant
as “Carl V.”

sendingBefore the victim to the Milford Medical Center for an
examination, Douglas pointOfficer had her out the house where
the house,defendant lived. The spokeofficer went to the where he

Buskey.with Mrs. there,He ifasked her “Carl” lived and she said
yes, identifying the defendant as Carl Vachon. She further stated
that he was not home at the time.

DouglasOfficer then went to the medical center where he met
Sergeant Conti,Detective Paul also of Depart-the Milford Police

Douglas relayedment. Officer to Detective Conti the information
provided by the victim and the investiga-results of his own brief

Douglas explainedtion. Officer girl possiblethat the was the victim
byof a V.,”sexual assault a man named “Carl whom Officer

Douglas later determined to be Carl DouglasVachon. Officer also
stated that the defendant kissed the victim and fondled her breasts.
He added that when she tried to leave the house the door was
locked, although managed escape.she to

information,Based on this Detective Conti concluded that a
felony committed,had been in that there was “some intent there

againstto hold her her will. . . . Some sort of restraint was made
and some attemptsort of was way.”made at in a sexual The[her]
two officers Buskeyreturned to where,the parkingresidence in the
lot, they encountered an adult male who identified himself as Carl
Vachon. immediatelyDetective placedConti the defendant under
arrest for (RSAcriminal 633:2)restraint (RSAand sexual assault
632-A:4). No warrant previouslyhad been obtained.
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by with misde-charged informationwas laterThe defendant
633:3)imprisonment (RSA and misdemeanor sexualmeanor false

felony endangering632-A:4), by with(RSA and indictmentassault
639:3, III).I defendant’s(RSA & Overwelfare of a childthe

charges trial. The defendantobjection, were consolidated forthe
counts, wasby jury butacquitted on the misdemeanorthewas

651:6,RSAfelony was sentenced underon count. Heconvicted the
years prison.inof to ten the State1(c), an extended term fiveto

trial, tohearing on motiona was held the defendant’sPrior to
police.post-arrest to Im-made thesuppress certain statements

arrest,mediately made unsolicitedupon his defendant thethe
Later,her, just policeremark, I kissed at the“I touch her.”didn’t

signedrights, heof his Mirandadepartment, upon effective waiver
arguedincriminating atthree-page The defendantan statement.

here, thehearing, it his sole contention thatsuppression and isthe
underthe of a warrantless arrest unlawfulstatements were fruits

594:10, be excluded from evidence.and therefore shouldRSA
probableargument cause forof defendant’s is thatThe thrust

misdemeanor,arrest, any, only and none theif for a that ofexisted
justifying a warrantless misdemeanor arrest enu-circumstances

594:10, I, present police,in this Thein were case.merated RSA
therefore, required prior Theto obtain warrant to arrest.were a.

felonyprobable existed for a warrantlessState counters that cause
594:10,arrest, permissible 11(b), and theunder RSA that therefore

agree theproperly suppression. We with State.trial court denied

by police generallyA a iswarrantless arrest officer
ground” theif has to thatlawful the officer “reasonable believe

felony. Itperson 594:10,11(b).has is wellarrested committed a RSA
that, context, ground”in means sub­this “reasonableestablished

Rodrigue,stantially thing “probableas State v. 127the same cause.”
299, Hutton,496, 498, v.(1985); 108 N.H.N.H. 506 A.2d 301 State

279, 287, 117, (1967).122 Probable cause to arrest exists235 A.2d
trustworthyarresting knowledgethe officer has andwhen

persona of cautionsufficient to warrant reasonableinformation
believingprudence in the committed anand that arrestee has

Rodrigue supra.v.offense. State

byupon suf­The information relied Detective Conti was
felonyjustify a arrest. That the defendantficient to warrantless

employed a to the into his house and then lockedruse lure victim
reasonably that the victimthe door led Detective Conti to believe

addition,against her will. See RSA 633:2. In thewas restrained
alleged gave aregarding rise toinformation the sexual assault
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fourteen-year-old exposed towasbelief that the victimreasonable
bodily injury. police possessed probableof serious Id. Thethe risk

arrest.cause to

subsequentWe in that the in­add conclusion defendant’s
felony a(endangeringadictment and conviction of the welfare of

child) different which basis for the arrestfrom that formed the
(criminal restraint) probabledoes not vitiate cause. The officer need

felonyonly possess probable a hadcause to believe that been
felony subject subsequentcommitted. That need not be the of the

:13; McNamara,594:10,11(a), see 1conviction. See RSA also R. New
Hampshire 149,Practice, Criminal Practice and Procedure §

(1980).at 93

Affirmed.

All concurred.
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