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interview,and lengththe of his solitary we conclude that the district
court’s decision is contrary to the manifest ofweight the evidence
when viewed in lightthe most favorable to the State. The evidence
presented before the district court at justwas best sufficient to
support findinga aby preponderance of the Wesleyevidence that
would be able to understand juvenile proceedingsthe if certain
protective in place.measures were cannot find thatWe the State has

beyondestablished a reasonable doubt that the confession was
voluntary.

Reversed and remanded.

DALIANIS, JJ., concurred;NADEAU and MOHL, JJ.,GROFF and
superior court justices, 490:3,specially assigned under RSA con-
curred.
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MEMORANDUM OPINION

MOHL, J., court under RSAjustice, specially assignedsuperior
is transfer from theinterlocutory ruling490:3. This an without

J.)(McGuire, Rule 9.Supremeto CourtpursuantCourtSuperior
I,is Part Article 20 of the Newwhetherquestion presentedThe

wagea trial for aprovides right jurya toHampshire Constitution
(DOL)Departmentto of LaborHampshireclaim made the New

$1,500.controversythe in exceedswhere amount
$5,165statutory seekinga claimbrought wageFitchRichard.

(ICS),Communications, foremployer,his former ICS Inc.against
pursuantFitch filed claim with thewagecommissions due. the DOL

tohearing,Prior DOL movedchapterto 275. to the ICSRSA
adismiss, it was to trial under the Newjurythat entitledarguing

motion, courtDOL denied the and theHampshire Constitution. The
the to Fitch.argumentinformed at oral that DOL awarded $900was

court, aclaiming tosuperior again rightto the theappealedICS
superiortrial. Fitch did not the DOL’s decision. Thejury appeal

then forappeal.court denied ICS moved reconsiderationICS’s
Ltd., 752,Chicago-Soft,on in v. 142 N.H.language Gallowaybased

(1998), court’ssuperiorA.2d 982 which we decided after the713
interlocutoryThe an transfer ofapprovedcourtsuperiordecision.

to court.the issue this
apreserves right jurythe toHampshireThe New Constitution

trial in civil actions:

inand all suitsconcerning property,In all controversies
2 in whichpersons exceptbetween or more those another

customary except those inis and has been andpractice
$1,500the in does not exceed andcontroversywhich value

involved, torightno title to estate is the have apartiesreal
This of shall heldby jury. procedurea trial method be

unless, the and in casesarising highsacred in cases on seas
itlegislaturemariners’ the shall thinkrelating wages,to

it.necessary to alter

I, art. 20.N.H. Const. pt.
assume, deciding,if we that ICS is entitled underEven without

I, a claimjury wagePart 20 to a trial on which exceedsArticle
$1,500, Hampshire prohibitin the New Constitution wouldnothing

first beor that such claimslegislature providing requiringthe from
Justices,by agency. Opinionan administrative theadjudicated of

(1973)205, 214, 881, trial not be(“[J]uryN.H. 304 A.2d 887 need113
isreasonably right appeala ofhad in the first instance unfetteredif
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to a court constitutional of canright by juryallowed where the trial
Thus,enjoyed.”).be the thatstatutory providingmechanism RSA

chapter wage may brought275 claims be first to the DOL notwould
I,Partviolate Article 20.

in controversy stageBecause the amount at this of the
aproceedings requirement jurydoes not meet the threshold for trial

Constitution,under the New Fitch hasHampshire and as not taken
award,an of the DOL claim itappeal wage unnecessaryis to decide

Fitzwilliam,the question.transferred See Olson v. Town 142of
(1997)339,N.H. 702 318A.2d of court not to(long-standing policy

so).decide constitutional questions necessaryunless it is to do The
is superiormatter remanded to the court for of an orderentry

ICS’s motion fordenying reconsideration.

Remanded.

NADEAU, J., concurred; JJ.,MANGONES,and superiorGROFF
justices, 490:3,court specially assigned under RSA concurred.
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