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him. The explainedofficers to the defendant what optionsviable
were available to them if he chose not to consent. onBased the

circumstances,totality of justifiedthe the trial court was in finding
that the defendant’s consent to search the vehicle’s trunk and the
Perras residence was knowingly, voluntarily, freely given.and

We need not address the defendant’s argument that the arrest
signed bywarrant a ofdispatcher the Claremont Police Department

was invalid as no evidence was obtained as a result of the arrest
warrant. Accordingly, the trial court properly denied the defen-
dant’s motion to suppress.

Affirmed.

All concurred.
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OpinionMemorandum

(Marcoux)BROCK, Linteau,C.J. The plaintiff, Dianne K. appeals
J.)the Superior (O’Neill,decision of the Court that interest on her

verdict in a personal injury defendant,action against the Robert W.
Gauthier, should be based on the rate in ateffect the time of the
verdict. We reverse and remand.
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9, 1994, sued theMay plaintiffthewrit of summons datedBy
Atin an automobile accident.she sufferedinjuriesfordefendant

attime, judgmentsinterest on tenset the rate ofthat RSA 336:1
(amended 1996).(1995) legislatureTheRSA 336:1percent. See

floatingfor a interestprovideRSA 336:1 tosubsequently amended
on 52-weekon the “rate of interestcomputed annually basedrate

points.”2 RSATreasury plus percentagebills . . .United States
1996). amendment,336:1, the interest rateII Under the(Supp.

26, 1996,1, January1996. OnJanuaryto 7.21 ondropped percent
$57,000 againsta verdict the defendant.receivedplaintiffthe

thatentry judgment, requestingfor ofThe movedplaintiff
rate of ten from thepercentto the at thedamagesinterest be added

(1997).the verdict. See RSA 524:l-bof the writ to the date ofdate
determined, however, that the interestappropriatetrial courtThe

in on the date of thewas that effectperiodrate for the entire
verdict, i.e., appeal7.21 This followed.percent.

tolegislaturewhat rate the intendedappealThe sole issue on is
statutoryin nature. “In matters ofto the verdict cases of thisapply

ofis final arbiter of the intent thethis court theinterpretation,
Vehicles,Director, N.H. Div. Motor. . . .” Welch v.legislature of

(1995) omitted).8, 292,6, 293 Where(quotation140 N.H. 662 A.2d
matter,subjectwith the same we construeseveral statutes deal
forlegislative purposeto to the their enactment.givethem effect

336, 341, 710,141 682 A.2d 713Ashland Elec. N.H.Appeal Dept.,of
(1996).

damagesto amount of524:l-b for the addition theprovidesRSA
Inof writ to date of the verdict.of “interest” from the date the the

turn, 336:1, II annual interest rates but isfloatingRSA establishes
lengthy periodto of those rates to the oftenapplicationsilent as the

of RSA 336:2from the date of the writ to the date the verdict. Cf.
(1995) inon as the rate effect(defining paid judgmentsinterest rate

rendered).is we turn to theConsequently,at the time the verdict
— “provide compen-in interest tolegislative purpose authorizing

money damages.” Metropolitan Prop.loss of use of &sation for the
(1994).378, 385, 763,N.H. 640 A.2d 768Ralph,Liabil. Ins. Co. v. 138

rates, the has acknowl-establishing legislatureIn annual interest
ifexample,of is not static. For theedged moneythat the value

writ,$57,000 on the date of the she couldplaintiff had received the
varied rates ofinvested that sum and receivedprudentlyhave

singleconditions. areflecting changing Applyinginterest market
from the date of the writ to the verdictperiodrate of interest to the

market of our time.realisticallywould not reflect the economic
yearto newlegislature applythe intent of the is to eachAccordingly,
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See, e.g.,interest rate. Porter v. Clerk Superiorthe then-current of
(Mass. 1975).Court, 206, 208-09330 N.E.2d

of in this theproper computation requiresThe interest case
apply percenttrial court to a ten interest rate from the date of the

1, 1996, amendment,until of andJanuarywrit the effective date the
apply percent Consequently,to the 7.21 rate thereafter. the trial

of 7.21 isapplication percent periodcourt’s the rate to the entire
reversed, entryand the case is remanded for of consistentjudgment
with this opinion.

Reversed and remanded.

All concurred.
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