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510, (quotation emphasisandMcGlew, N.H. at A.2d at 1195658139
omitted). Here, act is notpriorof badthe the defendant’snature

on theimpactemotionalinflammatory likelyor to have anespecially
317, (prejudice616 atDushame, N.H. at A.2d 473jury. 136Compare

particularlyof record notpriorof defendant’s DWIevidence
289,Carter, 1, 5-6, A.2dN.H. 662overwhelming) with State v. 140

(odious(1995) priorofprovocative291 and nature defendant’s
unfairly prejudicial). Thestepdaughtersexual of hismistreatment

considerable, proveof is as it theprobative helpsvalue the evidence
Dushame, 317,atYoung.to 136 N.H.defendant’s defraud Seeplan

of in the616 A.2d 473. we find no abuse discretionAccordingly,at
tocourt’s decision admit the evidence.

Affirmed.

BRODERICK, j., sit; J.,HORTON, thedid not concurred in result
only; the others concurred.
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(.Ann Rice,Howard, attorney M. assistantgeneralR.Jeffrey
brief), the State.on the forattorney general,

Concord,defender,Rothstein, byofappellateM. assistantDavid
brief thefor defendant.

Farrow,defendant, servingis a lifeGaryThePER CURIAM.
forfollowingof his convictionparolewithout possibilitysentence

299,Farrow, 296,v. N.H.in 118degreefirst murder 1976. See State
1977).630:1-a,808, (1978); III This(Supp. appeal386 A.2d 810 RSA

J.)(Smukler, adismissal ofSuperiorfrom Court’sarises the
affirm.to the sentence. Wepetition suspend defendant’s

that, rules con-upon statutorybased ofarguesdefendantThe
law in that thestruction, rulingthe court as a matter oftrial erred

1993) (effective651:20,1(a) (Supp. January1992 to RSAamendment
1993) (amended 1994, 129:1)1, personsdid not allow convictedLaws

to for Hedegree petition suspension.of first murder sentence
inthat is clearalthough statutory language questionthecontends

unambiguous, beyond plain meaningcourt its andand the trial went
history decidinginlegislative purposeconsidered andimproperly

to hiswhether dismiss petition.
statutoryof this court is finalquestions interpretation,“On the

legislaturethe of as in ofexpressedarbiter of intent the the words
Woods, 399, 400,as v.a statute considered a whole.” State 139 N.H.

960, omitted).(1995) 1, 1993,JanuaryFrom(quotation654 A.2d 961
1(a)22, 1994, 651:20,July provided “[a]nyuntil RSA that person

for . .of the . violent a listedany against personsentenced crimes
bring petitionin 651:4-a shall not such to suspendRSA sentence
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nor moreof said sentencethan 4 commencementyearsearlier after
1993)651:4-a (Supp.4 RSAevery yearsthan thereafter.”frequently

394:2) of(amended 1994, victims or the familiespermittedLaws the
sentencingtopriorto to the courtspeakvictims of certain crimes

foroffense, and the needperson responsible,about “the the
inamong the listeddegreeFirst murder was crimesrestitution.”

RSA 651:4-a.
inargues degreethat since first murder was listedThe defendant

651:4-a, lawfullywassuspensionhis for sentencepetitionRSA
1(a)651:20,glance,trial court. At first RSA could bebefore the

in aninterpreted suggested bymanner the defendant. Suchthe
1(a)however, 651:20, in clearinterpretation, would render RSA

630:l-a,code,provisionsconflict with two of criminal RSAother the
(1986) 651:1, (1986),III and I both of which thegovernRSA

sentencing degreeof convicted of first murder.persons
1(a)circumstances, 651:20,Under will examine notthese we RSA

isolation,in but in of statutorythe context the overall scheme.
(Solid 545,543,theOpinion Disposal),Justices Waste 135 N.H.of

(1992).870, subject-A.2d upon608 872 statutes the same“[A]ll
matter are to in ofinterpreting anybe considered one them.”

511, 515-16, 814,Epsom,Barksdale v. Town 136 N.H. A.2d 817618of
(1992) omitted).(quotation reasonably possible,“Where statutes

Appeal Derryshould be construed as consistent with each other.” of
Assoc., 71, (1993).69, 465,Educ. 138 N.H. A.2d 466635 “When

interpreting matter,two statutes which with a similar subjectdeal
other,will so that theywe construe them do not contradict each and

theyso that will tolead results andreasonable effectuate the
legislative ofpurpose the statute.” Petition Public Co.Serv.of of
N.H., 265, 282, (1988) (citation omitted).263,130 N.H. 539 A.2d 273

begin analysis byWe our examining the purpose and effect of RSA
630:l-a, III, which provides that person convicted of a“[a] murder
in degreethe first shall be sentenced to imprisonmentlife and shall

eligiblenot be for atparole any Thistime.” statute is tointended
protect society by permanently isolating first degree murderers

community. Farrow, 302,from the v.State N.H. at118 at386 A.2d
812. It also effectively judicialeliminates discretion in sentencing

Smith,State v. 674, 675-76,them. 119 N.H. 135,406 A.2d 135-36
(a(1979) sentencing court has neither the statutory authority nor

inherent common powerlaw to suspend any portion of a sentence
630:l-a,underimposed murder).RSA III for first degree

Next, to 651:1,1,we turn RSA which provides that the parole
inprovisions chapterRSA 651 “govern the sentencing everyfor

offense, whether within code,defined or outside the except as
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firstforsentencingexemptsIt thereforeRSA 630.”provided by
675, 4061(a). Smith,651:20, 119 atN.H.from RSAmurderdegree

(the a sentencesuspenda court tostatutory authority ofA.2d at 136
alltomadespecifically inapplicableto RSA “is651:20pursuant

651:1”).630:l-a, byIII virtue of RSARSAimposedsentences under
ofhistory purposeandof theFinally, legislativean examination

1992,In assault651:20,1(a) our conclusion. the sexualsupportsRSA
fromprotect societyin toan effortsignificantlywere revisedlaws

effort,1992, RSAparteh. 254. As of thatLawssexual offenders. See
1(a) of a violentconvicted651:20, personwas so that aamended

in could not seek sentencea listed RSA 651:4-apersonagainstcrime
norof his sentenceyearsuntil four after commencementsuspension

frametimeevery four thereafter. Thefrequently yearsthanmore
remainedsuspensionfor sentencepetitionall other offenders tofor

protecttospecifically designedwasyears.at two This amendment
therepeatedlyfrom to relivehavingof violent crimesvictims

hearings, seesuspensionthrough frequentmore sentencetrauma
NEWAD COMMITTEE TO STUDYREPORT OF THE JOINT HOC

1992), the27, to(January expandRAPE LAWS 6 notHAMPSHIRE’S
is available.suspensionof crimes for which sentencescope

630:l-a, III, 651:1, I, andwhenWe conclude that RSA RSA
1(a)651:20,651:20, 1(a) cannot betogether,read RSARSA are

first murder todegreeto convicted ofpersonsconstrued allow
construction, if adopted,for asuspension.sentence Suchpetition

byof statutesunderlying legislativewould defeat the intent these
for to return todegreenew first murderersproviding opportunities

Carter, 889,887,v. N.H. A.2dsociety. CarpetsSee 133 587Quality
(1991)254, (statutes to evident255 construed effectuate their

provisions“Our is to construe the criminalpurpose). task code
justice.”to the of and toaccording import promotefair their terms

310, (1985) (citation815, 818,Harper,v. 126 N.H. 498 A.2dState 313
(1986).omitted); construingsee This court willRSA 625:3 avoid

unjust seeminglyin a that would an and“producestatutes manner
19, 1139,M., 22,Rogerresult.” v. 121 N.H. 424 A.2dillogical State

(1981).1141

same is upon statutoryThe result reached based the ofrule
thatprovidesconstruction which “where one deals with astatute

terms,generalin and with asubject another deals of the samepart
way,in a willsubject more detailed the latter be as anregarded

to theexception general enactment where the two v.conflict.” State
432, (1984).Bell, 425, 906, hand,125 N.H. A.2d480 911 On the one

1(a)651:20, ageneralRSA confers discretion courtupon sentencing
630:l-a, 651:1,asuspend I,to sentence. RSA III and RSA on the
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inauthoritycourt’shand, and limit theclearly specificallyother
630:l-a, III andRSAdegreefirst murderers. Becausesentencing

rule651:1, I, to moreexceptions generaltheprovide specificRSA
Dean, 115651:20, 1(a), v.in will control. See Statetheyfound RSA

(1975) (“the408, judicial520, 523, 411 exercise of theN.H. 345 A.2d
statutory languagebycan be withdrawnprivilege suspensionof

is to belegislative intent that a sentenceexpressing a clear
mandatorily imposed”).

651:20,reject argument that RSAWe also the defendant’s
1(a) recently than RSAmust because it was enacted moregovern
630:l-a, 651:1, argument,In of this thesupportIII and RSA I.

New Hampshire,Petition Public Service Co.defendant cites ofof
statutes,twowhich that a conflict exists betweenprovides “[w]hen

control, especiallythe later statute will when the later statute deals
with a in a and treats thatsubject specific way the earlier enactment

283,subject in at A.2d at 274a fashion.” 130 N.H. 539general
omitted). discussed,651:20,1(a),(quotation alreadyRSA as we have

Where, here,is the more as of thegeneral applicationstatute. the
intent,rule would the it will not be oflegislative dispositivedefeat

the question presented.

conclusion,In legislaturewe note that substantiallythe
651:20, 1(a), 22, 1994,amended RSA so that aJuly petitioneffective

to suspend broughtsentence cannot be until a hasdefendant served
sentence,at 4 oryearsleast two-thirds of his minimum iswhichever

greater. The amendment also anyeliminated reference to the crimes
1994,listed in RSA 651:4-a. See Laws 129:1.

Affirmed.

Broderick, jj.,andJohnson did not participate;
BATCHELDER,J., retired, participated by special assignment under

490:3; all participatedRSA who concurred.


