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SENATE BILL 337-FN
AN ACT requiring any new resident applying for a permanent driver's license to be checked

through the National Crime Information Center (NCIC) for outstanding warrants
or court defaults, as a precondition to issuance, and authorizing interest penalties
on unpaid violations.

SPONSORS: Sen. Roberge, Dist 9; Rep. Bradley, Carr 8

COMMITTEE: Transportation

AMENDED ANALYSIS
This bill:

I. Requires any person applying for a permanent driver's license to be checked through the
National Crime Information Center (NCIC).

[I. Authorizes the collection of interest on outstanding unpaid fines, with proceeds dedicated to
the general fund.

[II. Broadens the scope of personal recognizance defaults subject to interest penalties.

IV. Requires that any person who provides false information when applying for a license forfeit

any fee paid.

Explanation: Matter added to current law appears in bold italics.

Matter removed from current law appears [in-brackets-and struekthrough|

Matter which is either (a) all new or (b) repealed and reenacted appears in regular type.
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05/09
STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE
In the Year of Our Lord Two Thousand
AN ACT requiring any new resident applying for a permanent driver's license to be checked

through the National Crime Information Center (NCIC) for outstanding warrants
or court defaults, as a precondition to issuance, and authorizing interest penalties
on unpaid violations,

Be it Enacted by the Senate and House of Representdtives in General Court convened:

1 New Section; Service by State Police. Amend RSA 106-B by inserting after section 12 the
following new section:

106-B:12-a  Service by State Police. The director shall make a quarterly report to the
commissioner of safety and the governor, the senate president and the speaker of the house on the
results of service of criminal process, warrants and notices and arrests of persons wanted for
outstanding warrants and court defaults. This report shall include the number of persons arrested
and denied a license, and the amount of revenue raised.

2 NCIC Record Checks Required Prior to Issuance of Permanent Driver's License. Amend
RSA 263:5-a, III to read as follows:

[II. The director may issue a temporary driver's license to a person who applies for a license
under paragraph I until he receives the record and determines whether the person should be granted
a driver's license. The director may refuse to issue a temporary driver's license to a person who is
under suspension or revocation in another jurisdiction or who would present a hazard to the safety of
others. After issuance of the temporary license and prior to issuance of a permanent license
the applicant’s record for outstanding warrants or defaults shall be checked through the
NCIC, by running the exact name and date of birth given on the surrendered license or
birth certificate through the NCIC computer system. The department shall not isolate
applicants based on NCIC “Soundex”, phonetic matches; name only; or date of birth only
computer matches. If there is an exact match of name and date of birth, the application
shall be denied until such time as the warrant or court default is cleared. During thatl
period the applicant’s current license and operating privileges shall be suspended by the
state.

3 New Paragraph; Nonrefundable Fee. Amend RSA 263:5-a by inserting after paragraph VI the
following new paragraph:

VII. Any person who provides false information as provided in paragraph V1 shall forfeit any
fee paid.

4 New Paragraph; Interest after Suspension. Amend RSA 263:56-a by inserting after paragraph
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[T the following new paragraph:

II-a, After suspension as provided in paragraph II, interest on amounts not paid when due
shall be computed at the rate of 1 percent per month from the date of suspension to the date
payment is actually made. Interest shall be collected by the department or the court and deposited
into the general fund. No interest shall be computed on fines assessed before J anuary 1, 2001. The
commissioner and the court shall have the discretion, as justice may require, to waive the pavment
of interest computed under this paragraph.

5 Interest on Fines Credited to the General Fund. Amend RSA 263:56-d to read as follows:

263:56-d Suspension for Forfeitures of Recognizances. Notwithstanding the provisions of RSA
263:56-a, [, I-a, Il and II1-V1I, the procedure for suspension of licenses and collection of payments for
forfeited recognizances for driving offenses shall be in accordance with RSA 597:38-b. Payments
collected by the court under RSA 597:38-b shall be deposited into a special fund, known as the
default bench warrant fund. The commissioner may draw on such fund to pay the cost of state,
county and local law enforcement officials who nzlak.e arrests pursuant to bench warrants issued for
persons impropefly at large for driving_-related offenses up to a maximum amount of $100 per bench
warrant, The commissioner shall adopt rules, pursuant to RSA 541-A, relative to the disbursement
of moneys from the default bench warrant fund to pay the costs related to law enforcement officials
and bench warrants. The commissioner may also draw upon such fund to pay the cost of breath
analyzer machines, upon the recommendation of the advisory committee on breath analyzer
machines pursuant to RSA 106-G:1.

6 Notice of Interest on Unpaid Fines. Amend RSA 262:44, I to read as follows:

I. Such defendant shall receive, in addition to [kis] the summons, a uniform fine schedule
entitled "Notice of Fine, Division of Motor Vehicles" [whieh|; the fine schedule shall contain the
normal fines for violations of the provisions of title XXI on vehicles for which a plea may be entered
by mail and notification that unpaid fines may be subject to interest pursuant to
RSA 263:56-a, II-a. The defendant shall be given a notice of fine indicating the amount of the fine
plus penalty assessment at the time the summons is issued; except if, for cause, the summoning
authority w_ishes the defendant to appear personally. Defendants summoned to appear personally
shall do so on the arraignment date specified in the summons, unless otherwise ordered by the court.
Defendants who are issued a summons and notice of fine and who wish to plead guilty or nolo
contendere shall enter their plea on the summons and return it with payment of the fine plus
penalty assessment to the director of motor vehicles within 30 days of the date of the summons. The
director of motor vehicles shall remit the penalty assessments collected to the police standards and
training council for deposit in the police standards and training council training fund and to the
state treasurer to be credited and continually appropriated to the victims' assistance fund in the
percentages and manner prescribed in RSA 188-F:31. Fines shall be paid over to the commissioner

of administrative services, or to such department or agency of the state as the law provides, within
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14 days of their receipt.
7 Default of Personal Recognizance. Amend RSA 597:38-b, I to read as follows:

I. Whenever a party recognized to appear for any offense [invelwing-driving] makes default
and the recognizance is declared forfeited, the court shall send a notice of default to the division of
motor vehicles. The division shall send a notice to the person owing the recognizance, demanding
payment within 30 days and stating that failure to make payment within the 30-day period shall
result in suspension of such person's driver's license or driving privilege until such time as the
person provides proof to the department of safety that he or she has paid the amount of the forfeited
recognizance to the court.

8 Effective Date. This act shall take effect January 1, 2001.
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SB 337 FISCAL NOTE

AN ACT requiring any person applying for or renewing a driver's license to be checked
through the National Crime Information Center (NCIC) for outstanding warrants
or court defaults, as a precondition to issuance, and authorizing interest penalties
on unpaid violations. ‘

FISCAL IMPACT:
The Department of Safety determined this bill, as amended by the Senate, will increase state
highway fund expenditures by $525,586 in FY 2001, $374,677 in FY 2002, $389,323 in FY 2003
and by $529,627 in FY 2004. State restricted revenue will increase by $115,000 in FY 2001 and
by $230,000 each year thereafter. State general fund revenue will decrease by $106,500 in FY
2001 and by $213,000 each year thereafter. There will be no fiscal impact on county and local

revenue or expenditures.

METHODOLOGY:
The Department stated increased highway fund expenditures are attributable to salary and
benefits, vehicles, uniforms, vehicle expense and training and materials for five new State
Police Officers. Also included are the salary and benefits for two Clerks, one Hearings Officer

and a one-time expense for computer programming.

This bill authorizes the assessing of interest on defaulted fines assessed after January 1, 2001.
Assuming a default rate of about 6% and average period of default at 60 days, and using
calendar year 1999 fines assessed of about $14 million, this would yield about $17,000 interest
income annually deposited into the default bench warrant fund. This bill also broadens the
scope of personal recognizance defaults subject to interest penalties. This would result in
annual collections of $213,000 currently deposited into the general fund being shifted to the
default bench warrant fund.
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SB 337 FISCAL NOTE
AN ACT requiring any new resident applying for a permanent driver's license to be checked

through the National Crime Information Center (NCIC) for outstanding warrants
or court defauits, as a precondition to issuance, and authorizing interest penalties
on unpaid violations. '

FISCAL IMPACT:
The Department of Safety has determined this bill, as amended by the Senate, will increase
state restricted expenditures by $272,819 in FY 2001, $103,389 in FY 2002, $107,441 in FY
- 2003 and by $136,653 in FY 2004. The Department has stated that state general fund revenues
will decrease by $98,000 in FY 2001 and by $196,000 each year thereafter, and that state
restricted revenues will increase by $106,500 in FY 2001 and by $213,000 each year thereafter.

There will be no fiscal impact on county and local revenue or expenditures.

METHODOLOGY:
The Department has stated that this bill requires the Department to initially issue temporary
licenses to new residents who apply for a driver’s license, and perform record checks through
the National Crime Information Center (NCIC). In addition, this bill requires the Department
to charge interest on outstanding default balances and deposit the interest collected into the
general fﬁnd. The Department has stated that they will need to hire one additional Trooper at
labor grade 17, a Clerk at labor grade 8, purchase a trooper vehicle, uniform and equipment,
and provide training and materials in order to run checks and follow up on NCIC hits. The
Department has also stated that in order to assess and collect the interest on outstanding
default balances and related fines, the Bureau of Financial Responsibility will need to hire an
additional Clerk at labor grade 8 and program the Department’s mainframe computer system.

The fiscal impact would be as follows:

FY 2001 FY 2002 FY 2003 FY 2004
State Trooper (LG 17)  $ 17,714 $ 36,884 $ 38,418 $ 40,034
Benefits @ 31% 5,491 11,434 11,910 12,411
2 Clerks (LG 8) 18,369 38,298 39,858 41,457
Benefits @ 31% 5,694 11,872 12,356 12,852
Police Vehicles 25,000 0 0 25,000

Uniforms, cleaning,
medical examas, etc. 8,000 900 9200 200
Cruisers expenses - 3,500 3,500 3,500 3,500



Changes to forms 50,000 0 0 0
Computer programming 134,050 0 0 0
Training & materials 5,000 . 500 500 500

Tatal Cost $272,819 $103,389 $107,441 $136,653

Assuming a default rate of 6%, an average period of default at 60 days, and using calendar year
1999 fines assessed of about $14 million, the Department has estimated that annual income to
the state general fund, as a result of interest charged on outstanding default balances, would
total $8,500 in FY 2001 and $17,000 in FY 2002 and each year thereafter. The Department has
stated that section 7 of this bill is ambiguous. The Department has interpreted the section to
mean that all defaulted recognizance income will be deposited into the default bench warrant
fund. This would result in approximately $106,500 in FY 2001 and $213,000 in FY 2002 and
each year thereafter that is currently deposited in the general fund, would be deposited into the
default bench warrant fund.
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Sen. Roberge, Dist. 9 "‘Mé
May 9, 2000 KQ [t

2000-4440s
05/09

Amendment to SB 337-FN

Amend the bill by replacing all after the enacting clause with the following:

1 NCIC Record Checks Required Prior to Issuance of Permanent Driver's License. Amend
RSA 263:5-a, I1I to read as follows:

I[II. The director may issue a temporary driver's license to a person who applies for a license
under paragraph I until he receives the record and determines whether the person should be granted
a driver's license. The director may refuse to issue a temporary driver's license to a person who is
under suspension or revocation in another jurisdiction or who would present a hazard to the safety of
others. After issuance of the temporary license and prior to issuance of a permanent license
the applicant’s record for outstanding warrants or defaults shall be checked through the
NCIC, by running the exact name and date of birth given on the surrendered license or
birth certificate through the NCIC computer system. The department shall not isolate
applicanis based on NCIC “Soundex”, phonetic matches; name only; or date of birth only
computer matches. If there is an exact maich of name and date of birth, the application
shall be denied until such time as the warrant or court default is cleared. During that
period the applicant’s current license and operating privileges shall be suspended by the
state.

2 New Paragraph; Administration of NCIC Record Checking Process. Amend RSA 263:5-a by
inserting after paragraph III the following new paragraph:

[TI-a. The department shall be authorized to draw money from the default bench warrant
fund established in RSA 263:56-d to reprogram computers for the record checking process.

3 New Paragraph; Nonrefundable Fee. Amend RSA 263:5-a by inserting after paragraph VI the
following new paragraph:

VII. Any person who provides false information as provided in paragraph V1 shall forfeit any
fee paid.

4 New Paragraph; Interest after Suspension. Amend RSA 263:56-a by inserting after paragraph
I1 the following new paragraph:

{I-a. After suspension as provided in paragraph [I, interest on amounts not patd when due
shall be computed at the rate of one percent per month from the date of suspension to the date
payment is actually made. Interest shall be collected by the department or the court and deposited
into the default bench warrant fund established in RSA 263:56-d to pay for costs associated with

employing department of safety personnel and other related expenses necessary to the enforcement
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of this section. Department of safety personnel employed to administer NCIC background checks on
applicants for permanent driver’s licenses shall not be paid out of the highway fund or the general
fund. No interest shall be computed on fines assessed before January 1, 2001. The commissioner
and the court shall have the discretion, as justice may require, to waive the payment of interest
computed under this paragraph.

5 Notice of Interest on Unpaid Fines. Amend RSA 262:44, [ to read as follows:

I. Such defendant shall receive, in addition to [kis| the summons, a uniform fine schedule
entitled "Notice of Fine, Division of Motor Vehicles" [whiek); the fine schedule shall contain the
normal fines for violations of the provisions of title XXI on vehicles for which a plea may be entered
by mail and notification that unpaid ﬁnes"may be subject to interest pursuant to
RSA 263:56-a, II-a. The defendant shall be given a notice of fine indicating the amount of the fine
plus penalty assessment at the time the summons is issued; except if, for cause, the summoning
authority wishes the defendant to appear personally. Defendants summoned to appear personally
shall do so on the arraignment date specified in the summons, unless otherwise ordered by the court.
Defendants who are issued a summons and notice of fine and who wish to plead guilty or nolo
contendere shall enter their plea on the summons and return it with payment of the fine plus
penalty assessment to the director of motor vehicles within 30 days of the date of the summons, The
director of motor vehicles shall remit the penalty assessments collected to the police standards and
training council for deposit in the police standards and training council training fund and to the
state treasurer to be credited and continually appropriated to the victims' assistance fund in the
percentages and manner prescribed in RSA 188-F:31. Fines shall be paid over to the commissioner
of administrative services, or to such department or agency of the state as the law provides, within
14 days of their receipt.

6 Default Bench Warrant Fund. Amend RSA 597:38-b to read as follows:

597:38-b Collection of Forfeitures; Motor Vehicles.

[. Whenever a party recognized to appear for any offense involving driving makes default
and the recognizance is declared forfeited, the court shall send a notice of default to the division of
motor vehicles. The division shall send a notice to the person owing the recognizance, demanding
payment within 30 days and stating that failure to make payment within the 30-day period shall
result in suspension of such person's driver's license or driving privilege until such time as the
person provides proof to the departmeni of safety that he has paid the amount of the forfeited
recognizance to the court.

II. Payments of the forfeited recognizance under paragraph [ shall be sent to the department of
safety and deposited into a special fund, known as the default bench warrant fund, established in
RSA 263:56-d to pay the costs of state, county and local law enforcement officials who make arrests
pursuant to bench warrants issued for persons improperly at large for driving-related offenses [and},

to pay the cost of breath analyzer machines and to pay the costs of mailing notices under
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RSA 597:35-b.

7 New Section; Notice of Defaults. Amend RSA 597 by inserting after section 38-b the following
new section:

597:38-c Notice of Defaults. The commissioner shall send a notice in September of each year to
the last known address of all individuals with outstanding fines and payments. The notice shall
inform all individuals with outstanding fines and payments that the general court is serious about
court defaults and that from January 1, 2001 forward interest shall accrue on all overdue fines and
default payments until the default is cleared or the driving privilege is reinstated. Interest on
amounts not paid when due shall be computed at the rate of one percent per month from the date of
suspension o the date payment is actually made. Interest payments collected by the department or
the court shall be deposited in the default bench warrant fund established in RSA 265:56-d. The -
commissioner is authorized to draw funds from the default bench warrant fund on an annual basis to
pay the costs associated with mailing such notices.

8 Positions Authorized; Funding. There are established in the department of safety 2 labor
grade 8 positions and one labor grade 17 state trooper position for the administration of the NCIC
record check processing under RSA 263:5-a. The positions shall be funded from sums in the default
bench warrant fund in RSA 263:56-d.

9 Repeal. RSA 597:31, relative to declaration of forfeitures, is repealed.

10 Effective Date.

[. Sections 6 and 7 of this act shall take effect upon its passage.
II. The remainder of this act shall take effect January 1, 2001.
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2000-4440s
AMENDED ANALYSIS

This bill:

I. Requires any person applying for a permanent driver's license to be checked through the
National Crime Information Center (NCIC).

I1. Authorizes personnel positions to conduct NCIC checks and related duties.

III. Authorizes the collection of interest on outstanding unpaid fines, and dedicates interest
proceeds to the default bench warrant fund.

V. Requires that any person who provides false information when applying for a license forfeit
any fee paid.

VI. Requires notice to be sent to persons with outstanding defaults annually in September
beginning in 2000,

VII. Repeals RSA 597:31, relative to declaration of forfeitures.
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HOUSE COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION
PUBLIC HEARING ON SB 337-FN

BILL TITLE: (2nd New Title} requiring any new resident applying for a permanent
driver's license to be checked through the National Crime Information
Center (NCIC) for outstanding warrants or court defaults, as a
precondition to issuance, and authorizing interest penalties on unpaid

violations.
DATE: May 2, 2000
LOB ROOM:; 203 Time Public Hearing Called to Order:  10:00

Time Adjourned: 11:45

(please circle if present)
Committee Members: Reps. Packard, J. Flanders, G. Katsakiores, Bartlett, Milligan, Boriso,

Kobel, Langone, Letourneau, Cossette, Beaulieu, Bruno, Czech, Mosher, Turgeon, P. Cote, Haley,
Leonard, Arthur, LaPorte, Lerandeau and Mendenhall.

Bill Sponsors: Sen. Roberge, Rep. Bradley

TESTIMONY

*  Use asterisk if written testimony and/or amendments are submitted.

Sen. Sheila Roberge, Dist. 9, Prime Sponsor:
Sen. Roberge introduced the bill and explained how it would work. Sen. Roberge suggested

that several speakers to follow would go into the details of the bill. However she felt that
New Hampshire might become a dumping ground for criminals should this bill fail to pass.

Rep. Jeb Bradley, Carr. 8, Co-Sponsor:
Rep. Bradley felt as though if this bill was in place that the young Curley boy may not have

been murdered because there were outstanding warrants in the state of Massachusetts on
the perpetrator. Rep Bradley suggested that this bill could be a solution to the outstanding
fines and that the Dept of Safety would need to establish new rules should this legislation

pass.

Mr. Peter DeVere, Melvin Village: in support

Mr. DeVere opened by explaining that this bill would only effect new residents moving into
New Hampshire from out of state. Mr. DeVere talked at length about people moving into
New Hampshire and receiving NH drivers licenses after surrendering their current license
that they held from the state they moved from. Mr. DeVere feels that they should be
subjected to a NCIC criminal background check before they are issued a NH driver’s



license. He further stated that they would only need to be checked for an exact match, no
soundex. Mr. DeVere claimed that there would be no cost associated to this bill and asked
that the committee request an amended fiscal note. Mr. DeVere stated that he went to the
Dept. of Safety yesterday (5-1-00) and paid $10 for a criminal background check and that
the clerk checked his record in 18 seconds and that a NCIC check was automatic in 1
second and it is free. During questioning Mr. DeVere was asked if he believed that the
clerks at the Dept. of Safety were qualified without special training to do NCIC background
checks. He replied that “yes” they could and that they were able to do his without any
trouble.

Mr. John Stephen, Asst. Comm. DOS: in opposition * written testimony and supporting
information included.

Mr. Stephen began his testimony by making it clear that “no one is opposed to catching
wanted criminals” however there is a cost associated with this process. Mr. Stephen
explained that NCIC is based upon the soundex system and that you cannot change the
system. Mr. Stephen further explained that after a similar bill was filed in 1995 and was
sent to Interim Study, the Dept. of Safety did a pilot project on this subject matter to
determine the benefit it would provide for pubic safety.

The Dept checked 16,000 new license issued, possible NCIC hits 33, positive hits 6. After
101 hours of research and computer time with an estimated 45 more hours would be
needed only one individual was identified positively as a suspect in a robbery. Mr. Stephen
suggested that the most effective way to apprehend criminals is to simply provide more
State Police officers and went on to explain that more wanted suspects are apprehended
during routine traffic stops that through NCIC background checks of every individual
applying for a new NH drivers license. Mr. Stephen felt as though applying resources to
where there is a proven success rate, would better use of those resources. No other state is
currently doing this; most likely because of the previous mentioned issues.

Mr. Stephen provided the committee with a copy of the mandatory fields for record entry
using the NCIC system.

Mr. Stephen then explained to the committee what the law enforcement community is
doing about outstanding warrants. There is a Fugitive Task Force, combined of Federal,
State, County and Local law enforcement departments that resulted in the apprehension of
78 fugitives and clearing an additional 48 outstanding warrants held by the Hillsborough
County Sheriff. The complete report is included in the written testimony introduced by Mr.
Stephen.

Mr. Stephen further thought that the default money in the bill was in doubt, most likely
around $17,000 a year realistically.



During questioning Mr. Stephen was asked about the cost of adding 20 troopers. Cost
estimates were $1.3 Million to start, $1.4 Million next year, and $1.5 in 2002, $2 Million by
2005. The cost to implement SB 337 as written would be at least $200,000.00 per year.

Mr. Gary Gillman, Manchester: in support

Mr. Gillman testified that he was a member of the “Parents of Murdered Children” and
that he supported the bill and felt that all that could be said was already do so by previous
speakers.

Mr. Peter DeVere: added a few more comments

Sen. Roberge:
Added that she has all her employees checked by NCIC here in Concord.

Closed public hearing 11:45 am
These minutes are from my notes taken during the public hearing. For additional detail,

the complete hearing was also taped with my personal tapes and a transcription is
attached to the official record.

Respectfully submitted,

Rep. Robert J. Letourneau, clerk



HOUSE TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE

Transcript of Public Hearing on SB 337-FN
(2nd New Title) requiring any new resident applying for a permanent
driver's license to be checked through the National Crime Information
Center (NCIC) for outstanding warrants or court defaults, as a
precondition to issuance, and authorizing interest penalties on unpaid
violations

May 2, 2000
10:00 a.m. — Room 203 LOB

Sen. Sheila Roberge, Sponsor: (in progress) ...requires that people
coming into the state be checked through the National Crime Information
Center for their criminal record. Right now, they’re checked for their
driving record, but this would require them to also be checked for their
ciminal record. Right now, somebody coming into the state, they get a
temporary license, which is good for six months. During that temporary
time the Department of Safety would have that six months to check the
National Crime Information Center for the criminal record. If, in fact,
they’re found to have a criminal record, then they probably would not get a
license. We feel that it’s about time we started to do this. We feel that New
Hampshire may be becoming a dumping ground for criminals when they
know that no one is checking their criminal record, and we don’t want this to
happen. We want New Hampshire to be a safe place for all of us. With that,
[ will defer to those who will speak following me,

Rep. Milligan: Senator, do other states have a bill of this nature?
Sen. Roberge: 1don’t know.

Rep. Milligan: Senator, on the first page of the bill, you mention requiring
any new resident applying for a permanent license.

Sen. Roberge: Yeah, coming into the state.

Rep. Langone: On the amended analysis, it says, “requiring any person...”
Does that mean a teenager who is just applying for a license?
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Sen. Roberge: No. They did not change that when we amended the bill.
We amended the bill to only have people coming into the state to be
checked. So that is wrong.

Rep. Jeb Bradley, Co-sponsor: Thank you, Chairman Packard and
members of the Transportation Committee. I appear today as a co-sponsor
of this bill and strongly recommend that you pass this bill. You’ll hear
testimony later on about how this bill could have potentially kept Jeffrey
Curley — I believe I have his name correct — the little boy who was stuffed
into a trash bag, dismembered and stuffed. Pretty horrific. Had this bill
been in place, the perpetrators of this crime potentially could have been
apprehended prior to committing this horrific crime. As I understand this
bill — and I don’t pretend to understand the inter-machinations of the
Department of Safety and all the myriad of details — but had this bill been in
place, or if this bill is in place, wanted felons, criminals who are seeking to
come into the state and get a New Hampshire license during that six-month
period, could potentially be picked up and arrested for their wanted felon
status. As I understand it — and I’ve been pretty busy ~ but this bill has had
quite a storied history in the Senate. It was on the table for a while, the
Department of Safety was dead-set against it, and as 1 understand the
testimony from the Department of Safety and as I recall the Senate hearing,
it was too complicated, it would require waits in lines for New Hampshire
citizens and new expenditures of money and that the system, the NCIC
system was not perfect. If I've missed any of the objections, I’m sure Mr.
Stephen can fill the committee in on those objections. I think the Senate saw
through those objections and passed the bill with this amendment. As I
understand it, the amendment applies to new people, not everybody
renewing a license, but new people coming into the state. It’s a pilot
program perhaps. Look at it that way. It’s not quite as all-encompassing as
each and every New Hampshire citizen applying for a license. As I
understand it, Massachusetts is either about to do this type of check or is
currently doing it. Mr. DeVere will probably testify on that. I would just
say that if this issue is either too expensive or too complicated, ask the
Department of Safety how to fill in the details and how to do this and put it
back on them to actually go out and find these wanted felons and to use the
information age that all the rest of us are using in our daily lives and
‘businesses to accomplish this goal. I don’t believe it’s that hard. 1
remember the same arguments were made several years ago when Mr.
DeVere first brought it to the attention of the Legislature that there was
millions of dollars of uncollected fines that people — whether it was speeding
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tickets, DWI, whatever — were avoiding paying. I remember co-sponsoring
legislation with Senator Roberge, as I recall — I’ve been here so long I’'m
having a hard time recalling everything — that asked, in essence, the
Department of Safety to go out and track down this source of money and
unpaid fines, etcetera, etcetera, etcetera. It wasn’t the easiest thing in the
world perhaps for the Department of Safety to do. But you know after a lot
of good people put their minds to it, they came up with solutions to this issue
of back fines. I think this is a similar situation. If the NCIC isn’t perfect, let
the Department of Safety try to figure out a way to accomplish the goal, and
that’s the issue here. I think we’re all probably in agreement with that. If
we have the ability to use the information age to try to prevent some of these
horrific crimes from being perpetrated or to just simply track down wanted
felons, we ought to be able to use the technology that is available to us. I
know that this committee will give this bill its due diligence as it always |
does in the House, and I commend it to you and stand willing to work with
you.

Rep. Letourneau: Representative Bradley, do you know of any other states
that have this?

Rep. Bradley: Mr. DeVere just told me Massachusetts either is about to do
it or does do it. But that’s the extent of my knowledge.

Rep. Letourneau: About the case with the perpetrator of the crime you
spoke about came from Massachusetts.

Rep. Bradley: That’s correct — but also applied or had a valid New
Hampshire license.

Mr. Peter DeVere, Melvin Village, N.H.: My name is Peter DeVere. [
live in Melvin Village. Senate Bill 337 was amended in the Senate to only
do new people that moved to New Hampshire, and that’s somebody who
moves here and turns in an out-of-state license. This is the only thing it
applies to. In 1988, I went to Senator Delahunty and told him that 157
people were moving to New Hampshire every day. I checked the people for
one day moving here and six moved to here and got New Hampshire
licenses and were under suspension in other states for drunk driving, They
were given New Hampshire licenses, and when they went to get insurance,
insurance companies checked their motor vehicle record here and found out
they had a clean slate. So each of those 157 people got a 15 percent discount
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on their insurance. Senator Delahunty put a bill in that people get a
temporary license, people who move here from another state and turn in a
license, get a six-month, temporary license that Commissioner Flynn checks
to see if their license they are turning in is valid, and he gets their driving
record from every state and country and puts in on their New Hampshire
record, so when the insurance company checks, they see drunk drivings or
speedings and they pay their fair share. Senate Bill 337 is going to do the
same thing, but for criminals wanted. We say felons, but it could be for
misdemeanors. It could be for any outstanding capias. So we check to see
if somebody is moving here from Florida, if they’re under suspension in
Florida for speeding. But if they’re under suspension in Florida for murder,
rape or robbery or probation or parole, and they’re wanted, they move to
New Hampshire and we don’t check them. I went over to the Department of
Safety and paid $10 to get my criminal record. In 18 seconds they found
that I had no criminal record, and the computer checked NCIC
automatically. It took one second and it’s free. It took the clerk 30 seconds
to write the receipt out for me. In New Hampshire every day the police run
people and registrations through NCIC 16,000 times. This bill is going to
make an extra 150 checks a day. That’s all. There’s a federal law that says
no vehicle can come to a state and get a New Hampshire title if it’s wanted.
So any time somebody moves here from another state, we check to see if
that vehicle is wanted. We check NCIC, but we don’t check the person
moving here. I’m not talking convicted people. I’m talking people who are
wanted. We don’t check for wanted people, but we check to see if the
vehicle is wanted. So it’s a big problem. This bill will address it. The
Mass. Legislature — I’ve been down meeting with Mass. since 1994, and I’ve
met with Secretary O’Toole for over five hours. She’s the Secretary of
Public Safety, the registry, the corrections, everything. There is a bill co-
sponsored by Reed Hillman. He’s a representative. He was the head of
Mass. State Police, and he doesn’t want Mass. State Troopers out there
stopping people who’ve got a Mass. license who are wanted in Florida for
probation of parole violation. They don’t want to try to arrest somebody at 1
o’clock in the morning out on the highway. They want to arrest them right
at the registry. The Mass. Legislature is doing this. I have a booklet here.
There was an investigation after Jeffrey Curley died. I passed a lot of these
out in the Senate. T’ll be glad to show anybody this book. They did an
investigation, and they found out the Mass. Registry was giving licenses to
people who were wanted. It says that on October 1, 1997, Jeffrey Curley of
Cambridge was brutally murdered. One of the men convicted of the crime,
Charles Jaynes, was wanted in 75 outstanding warrants out of 18 courts. He
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had just moved to New Hampshire and got a New Hampshire license.
Senator Roberge had this bill in *94, *95, *96, *97, 98. And if the bill had
passed, he would have been arrested at the counter at the Department of
Safety. So Mass. is doing this now. We don’t even check the computer
when I go to get a license to see if I’m wanted in Merrimack Court for rape.
We don’t even check our own computer to see. We just give out our
licenses. That’s wrong and it needs to change. The Department of Safety
has been taking the position that there’s not that many people out there and
there’s no need for this bill. There was an article in the paper last year that
in 1998, 12,500 people went to buy guns under the Brady Bill. Twelve
thousand, two hundred and fifty were given guns and all the records were
destroyed. Two hundred and fifty were turned down. They all committed
felonies. The Clinton Administration didn’t go after any one of those people
for committing a felony. Sixty-four of those people were wanted fugitives.
They were wanted all around the country. So I asked Commissioner Flynn
for their names and what they were wanted for and what towns they were
living in. He said that those criminals had privacy rights, that it was none of
my business. So I took Commissioner Flynn to Merrimack Court. After
four hearings, Judge Maguire[sp?] ordered Commissioner Flynn to turn over
how many of those 64 wanted fugitives had New Hampshire licenses. He
wrote a letter saying that 58 are currently licensed drivers in New
Hampshire. Out of the 58, nine are under suspension. So there are 49
people who are wanted fugitives who committed a felony trying to buy a
gun, just in "98, having licenses. I mean, if I was a wanted felon and moved
to New Hampshire and got a license, I certainly wouldn’t be down trying to
buy a gun. It’s a big problem. Every day somebody moves here and is
wanted for some offense. One hundred and fifty people move here every
day. The other part of the bill is charging interest on court fines, charging 1
percent interest. It is going to charge 12 percent interest on outstanding
court fines as of 2001. This bill doesn’t need any personnel. It won’t have
any lines. The Assistant Commissioner said there would be lines at the
Department of Safety because when somebody turns in a Mass. license,
they’d have to be checked through NCIC. It takes under 18 seconds to
check, but we’re giving them up to 6 months to check. So somebody will
turn 1n a Mass. license, be given a New Hampshire temporary license with
their picture on it. The State Police can check. If it’s a hit, an exact name,
they can contact Florida and fax up the person’s photo and match it against
the photo on the license. They can check to see if they can extradite them.
They can do all this checking, and if it’s true, they can notify the police chief
in the town or the troop station or the sheriff’s department. So there won’t
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“be any lines. It’s just not wanted people for criminal offense. In 1995, a
Richard Jones moved here from Florida. He’s wanted for cocaine
possession. He had a regular Florida license. He applied and got a New
Hampshire tractor-trailer license with hazardous material. He’s out driving
tractor-trailers. Now, Florida won’t come and get him. But RSA 263:56-a
says when somebody’s in court default, they shall not have a license. He is
in court default in Florida for not showing up in court for cocaine. He
shouldn’t have a New Hampshire license. So that’s what this bill does. It
stops people from moving here and getting a license. Now some states
won’t extradite them back. So if somebody moves here from Florida and we
check and they say, “Well we’re not going to extradite him,” that means that
person is never going to have a New Hampshire license until he goes back to
that court in Florida and gets a letter that he has cleared the default. Nobody
should have the privilege to drive in New Hampshire until they’ve cleared
their defaults. I think that’s my testimony.

Rep. Katsakiores: When you do the NCIC records check, if a name on the
registration or the license is, let’s say, George Katsakiores, not George N.
Katsakiores, and 1 don’t put the “N”” on my license, and they go to check at
NCIC and they find another George Katsakiores, how do we handle that
situation? We don’t want to make a mistake and have the wrong person.

Mr. DeVere: Well, we do this 16,000 times a day in New Hampshire, and
we don’t have a problem. They go to other things — the height, the weight,
the hair color, the eye color. But this bill says it has to be an exact match.
That means my license says “Peter F. DeVere,” and I don’t plan on getting
in trouble. But if I did get in trouble here, and there was a warrant out for
my arrest for some terrible offense, I’m turning that license in in another
state, let’s say Mass. they’re checking now. They’re going to check for
Peter F. DeVere. I’m not changing my name. I can’t drop the “F” off my
license. It’s already on the license. So this bill says it has to be an exact
match.

Rep. Katsakiores: I want to call your attention to line 19 on the first page.
It says, “If there is an exact match of name and date of birth...” And that’s
all that’s required here from what I’m reading. You’re talking about, I
guess, exact match in some other form. But it doesn’t say so here.

Mr. DeVere: No. Exact match, name and date of birth. My criminal
record yesterday, that’s what they needed. My name and date of birth. They
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didn’t ask for my social security number. They asked for my name, date of
birth and license number. And that’s all on my license and that’s all on the
licenses that people turn in when they move from another state. In the past
years, the Department of Safety has come in and talk about a Soundex
response. It could have this name, it could be “Vere” rather than “DeVere,”
there could be confusion. So we’re not doing Soundex, we’re doing exact
things. If it’s any different, that person’s to be given a license and walk out
of the Department of Safety.

Rep. Katsakiores: Just one more question dealing with page 2. I see in the
first paragraph, on line 4, “Interest shall be collected by the department or
the court and deposited into the general fund.” 1 guess it’s a new paragraph.
Tell me why that money goes into the general fund when in the back on the .
Fiscal Note, you said there was not extra cost for anything or anybody, but
you look at the Methodology and it says, “stated increased highway fund
expenditures are attributable to salary and benefits, vehicles, uniforms,
vehicle expense and training materials for five new State Police Officers.” I
noticed that the expenditure, the increased expenditure to the highway fund,
is a considerable amount of money, over $500,000. Explain to us why the
money, because I know you had a lot to do with drafting this bill, why the
amount of money that comes in goes into the general fund, and yet the
money that goes out, I guess to the DOS, is out of the highway fund?

Mr. DeVere: Well, this fiscal impact was for the other bill. There is no
cost to this bill. The other bill was going to do every month 16,000 people
in New Hampshire come up for renewals. The bill said to give
Commissioner Flynn two to five troopers, and those troopers would have
been at the counters. So when a new resident comes up for a license, a
trooper would be at the counter checking them, and they wouldn’t get a
license until they were checked. The amended bill says we’re going to give
them a temporary license and check NCIC later. It talks about the interest
being put into the default bench warrant fund on the Methodology, and just
as you stated, it’s going into the general fund. So we were going to charge
interest on criminals and pay for these troopers to do the checking for
everybody, all the million people in New Hampshire and the people moving
here. Senator Fernald came up with the idea of just doing the new people.
You know, Jeffrey Curley was killed by somebody that moved here from
another state. He was the problem, and I thought that was an excellent idea,
and that’s what passed the Senate. This is not true on the back. They don’t
need any troopers, they don’t need any additional personnel, and...
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Rep. Katsakiores: You said that there’s another bill. Is there an
amendment to this bill? Is there something else that we’re looking at?

Mr. DeVere: No. Senate Bill 337 was for checking new residents and all
renewals. It was amended in the Senate just to do new people, not the
renewals.

Chairman Packard: This is the amended bill.

Question: Why does he have the old Fiscal Note and totally different
Methodology?

Mr. DeVere: This shouldn’t be here. It’s not true. It says, 1 percent
interest going into the default bench warrant fund and that’s not true.

Sen. Roberge: It wasn’t changed when it was amended. That’s the old
Fiscal Note. ' ‘

Rep. Langone: Mr. Chairman, could we have the bill that we’re going to be
dealing with?

Chairman Packard: This is the bill that you’re going to be doing.
Rep. Langone: But the amendment the Senator said shouldn’t be here.

Sen. Roberge: No. It’s the Fiscal Note that is not correct. It says, “Senate
Bill 337 as Amended by the Senate.” What you’re looking at is the way the
Senate amended it and what we’re talking about — except that the Fiscal
Note applies to the old bill before it was changed. As Peter says, we were
going to check everybody and now we’re only going to check new people
coming into this state.

Mr. DeVere: The Fiscal Note says anybody applying or renewing. We’re
not doing renewals. We were going to do 330,000 people a year. This bill is
only going to do 30,000.

Rep. Bradley: I would just say that if the committee wants to ask for an
amended Fiscal Note, you certainly have the authority to do that.
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Chairman Packard: This is the amended bill that you’re asking us to look
at. Ithink what you’re finding out is that the Fiscal Note wasn’t taken out of
the amendment when it was done. ‘

Rep. Langone: Shouldn’t we get the correct amended Fiscal Note?

Chairman Packard: We can try to do that, yes. Try and ask for a
corrected Fiscal Note. The language of the bill and the substance and policy
1s what you’re looking at now. '

Rep. LaPorte: On page 1, line 16, it says, “...by running the exact name
and date of birth given on the surrendered license..." What if I say I never
had a license anyway? Just come in and...

Mr. DeVere: You wouldn’t be checked.
Rep. LaPorte: If I was a criminal, wouldn’t that be a smarter thing to do?

Mr. DeVere: That would be the smarter thing to do, but you’d have to go
through road tests, you’d have to take the written test. Each year that we do
this, the Department of Safety raises a different concern, and every year it’s
killed for a different reason. So what we tried to do was just do the basic
majority of the people who move here. That was the people turning their
licenses in. I think the Department of Safety would be awfully suspicious of

a 40-year-old guy who said he never had a license. But this bill wouldn’t
mandate checking them.

Rep. Cossette: You mentioned earlier that you felt there would be no cost
to the state for 150 checks per day. But physically, if I go in for a license
and I get a temporary license, that means I have to make a second trip back
to the registry to get my final license. Correct?

Mr. DeVere: No it doesn’t. If you lost your wallet today, you can just send
$10 in to the Department of Safety and they’ll mail you a new license.

Rep. Cossette: It doesn’t say that in here though.
Mr. DeVere: That’s how it happens. They store your picture. Unless you

ask, unless you were Neal Kurk, you’d have to go in because you’d have to
have your picture taken again. He asked his picture not to be saved. But
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they save everybody’s picture. So if you lose your wallet, you send $10 in
and they mail it to you. People who are not hits, can have their permanent
licenses sent to them. If they can’t find one of these people after they know
they are wanted, they’re not going to mail them their permanent license, and
their license is going to expire in six months. So, there’s no exfra trips for
anybody. There’s no lines. There’s no extra cost. |

Rep. Letourneau: Not even mailing out licenses?

Mr. DeVere: We do that right now. When somebody moves here, they get
a six-month, temporary license. When their driving record comes from the
other state, and we get their record from the other state and we put it on the
record here, we mail them their permanent license before the six-month
license expires.

Rep. Letourneau: Mr, DeVere, you have a lot of knowledge in this. Tell
me, you can have a wanted felon. Does that mean he’s wanted for a felony
or he’s a past felon and just wanted for not paying a speeding fine? What

does that term mean? . '

Mr. DeVere: Well, it’s a wanted person, not necessarily a felon. Right
now, if somebody’s wanted for not paying a speeding or motor vehicle-
related thing, they cannot get a license. They are denied a license. But if
they’re wanted for a non-motor vehicle offense — anything from probation,
parole, drugs, anything — they can get a license. We check a computer for a
motor vehicle, called National Driver Register or Problem Driver Pointer
System in Washington, but we don’t check NCIC. So nobody can move
here if they’re in court default for a motor vehicle related thing, but they can
if it’s for non-motor vehicie — any superior court, any criminal complaint.
It’s only people that are wanted, not somebody that was convicted of
something and did their time and paid their debt to society. They can come
and get a license. We don’t check that history. Just to see if they’re wanted.

Rep. Milligan: As a follow-up to Representative Langone’s request, I
would think that this is an important factor — the impact, the methodology
and all that, and they’re saying this is not true. I think we should have the
proper data in front of us for a bill of this nature.

John Stephen, Assistant Commissioner, Department of Safety: First of
all, my name is John Stephen, for the record, Assistant Commissioner for the
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Department of Safety. What I’m handing out to you is what we prepared for
the Senate Finance hearing on the original version of the bill. So it’s been
changed. 1 want to make sure I don’t cause any misdirection for any of you.
This 1s still information here, though, that I want to relate to you about the
whole concept. To me, that’s important that this committee knows about the
concept and where the Department of Safety was coming from when we
objected to the original version. We are still opposed to this version of this
bill the way it’s drafted. Nobody is opposed to catching wanted persons, not
Commissioner Flynn, not anyone. The State Police that I work with on a
day-to-day basis...and, yes, they passed it, but Senate Finance, after hearing
the costs associated, voted 7 to nothing, /nexpedient to Legislate. That was
the original version. And that’s what created the amendment. Ok., well,
then they can just do out of state. I’m here to tell you today, you still have
costs associated with that. To say it costs nothing is laughable. I’m just
telling you that. I can’t sit here and say, I wish we could say it doesn’t cost
anything. We all want to catch these people. Everybody. But I just want to
talk to you about some of the things we’ve done and maybe give you an idea
_of the process so that you understand the whole issue here, looking at this
bill when you vote on it, because we do agree with the Senate and with the
position of catching wanted persons. That’s not a disagreement. It’s how do
we get there. That is the whole issue here. That is the entire issue.
Originally, if you look, March 21, 2000, on the original version, I sent this to
Senate Finance, and we did talk about a Soundex system. The NCIC is
operated, as Representative Katsakiores alluded to, on a Soundex base. To
say we’re only going to check date of birth and name, fine. But you can’t
change the system. The NCIC is based on Soundex. That’s what you're
going to get when you put in the name and DOB and everything else. Just
so you’re aware — and I brought some information on background — because
Mr. DeVere, in the Senate, indicated that I gave incorrect testimony on
social security numbers, that there’s always going to be social security
numbers in that NCIC data base. I’'m going to hand out to you from the
operating manual of the NCIC. It says, “The following fields are mandatory
to cause acceptance of a wanted person’s entry: Name. Must be included:
Sex, Race, Height, Weight...,” and it goes on, “...at least one of the
following numeric identifiers: Date of Birth, FBI ID Number,
Miscellaneous, Social Security Number.” So, social security number is not a
mandatory field. If it’s not in the data base, you’re not going to be able to
get a match. I think that’s why the bill is just kind of geared toward just
name and date of birth. Sometimes a social security number is there. And
maybe we’re able to get an exact match. But from the people that I’ve
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spoken to, exact matches are not easy, are not simple. That’s why the State
Police out on the road use this system dearly, but they start asking questions.
They use it as an investigative technique to go out and start seeing if the
individual is the same person with the height, weight, date of birth. So,
originally the version was to do it at the counter basically, and that’s what
we were trying to say. You’re not always going to have that exact match.
You’re going to have questions and you’re going to have to ask questions of
people. That’s why we looked at other states and we couldn’t find a state
that did it at the counter with all their license applicants. Now they want us
to run the NCIC checks on people coming in-state, and they say that’s no
cost. What I can share with you here is the process that a nonresident has to
go through to get to this point where you get a license. If you look at the
process, Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, it’s a pretty, not
complex, process but pretty involved process when a out-of-state resident
comes into this state and tries to get a license. We give them a temporary.
Then they have to hand over their driver’s license. They tell us their name,
date of birth. We then do checks with the Problem Driver Pointer System in
Washington. If they’re from a state that doesn’t contribute to the Problem
Driver, we then go to that individual state. We wait to get responses. Some
of them have to be mailed to us, because in this information age, we’re not
on-line with some of these states. So we wait. And when that process is
completed and we find out there are no problems with the driving record, we
then do mail a license. And that’s the process for an out-of-state individual.
So it’s spelled out right there. To say it’s not going to cost anything now to
do this extra check, I believe, again, is not correct, and I’ve got to tell you
why. The Senate, during the hearings, kept saying, “Well, they’ve got six
months.” Who’s going to do it? The people that we have working right now
doing this, in Licensing? They’re working around the clock doing the best
they can. So there’s no question we’re going to need more people. And Mr.
DeVere comes in and says, “Oh they take one second.” I sat there at the
counter and watched one do an NCIC check just putting the name in and the
date of birth took some time and you had to wait and the computer came up
and, yeah, it might have been less than a minute, maybe 30 seconds. Then
what happens when you get all these possible match issues? You have to go
from there. Who’s going to do that? And then you’ve got to go from there.
That’s what I brought forward to the Senate in terms of the original bill. The
original bill, we did a pilot study, I believe. And I did some history, research
on this, and I’'m not sure if people from this committee were present, but in
’95, the Assistant Commissioner at the time had them do a pilot, and they
took 16,000 licenses and they ran NCIC checks. I gave the information to
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the Senate as to what was discovered, and in those checks, as you can see,
there was a letter to Major Booth or from Major Booth. They did May 1994
driver’s licenses — 16,000 checks. Absolute hits from NCIC were six.
Possible hits — 33. So 33 had to be turned over for further investigation.
That took some time. Then they got down to some possible hits, I believe.
The absolute hits were 6. There were a couple that were taken out for some
reason that I'm not aware of. Then what you get here is a letter to Peter
DeVere, May 1, 1995, where there were actually four names he modeled that
pilot project for. And one of the agencies, from what I’ve got here, this
letter to Mr. DeVere, at least one of the agencies, and Mr. DeVere can
correct me if I’'m wrong, did not want to extradite. So we took 16,000, and -
the hours that this took to identify to get to these matches and to figure out
who these individuals were, the hours that it took, and this is what the
Department of Safety has been saying: Is it worth the money that we put
into that program, or should you give us the money that this bill’s going to
give us to hire officers who work the highways or you stop people and use
NCIC daily and maybe you’ll catch more than four? We feel, on the
highway, if you take the money you’re going to give us and hire the
troopers, put them on the highway, you’re going to catch more than four
wanted mdividuals. I will tell you there are more than four caught yearly out
there on the road. You know that. And then the statement was made,
“We’ll make it work.” Well, again, if this is what the legislative body wants
us to do, believe me, Commissioner Flynn is going to do it. He always
adheres to what the legislative body says. If you take this pilot project we
did. On the second page you have, and this is just a hypothesis, and I don’t
know if this is the way it would happen, but I’m just going from what I saw
in that pilot project. If you take the project: 2,300 new residents a month'
are given 6-month licenses. 2,300 a month. Again, not going to require a
cost? If we did NCIC checks on all of them, that’s 26,400 checks. Based on
the pilot project, how many absolute hits are you going to end up having?
Again, you put name and date of birth there. I’m not quite sure how this is
going to work. I don’t understand Mr. DeVere. Maybe he needs to explain
it to me a little clearer when he says, “We’re taking Soundex out so it only
has to be an exact match.” Well, again, you can get an exact name and date
of birth and it’s a different person. I’ve seen that personally. It was the case
of a Nashua individual who had to go to a hearing in our department until
they finally realized it wasn’t the same guy, I believe it was in Colorado, a
problem driver situation. So I’m not quite sure what Mr. DeVere is getting
at when he says, “Take out Soundex.” How can you take that out of a
system? I'm not sure how that’s going to work. So then you turn these
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cases over to SIU. Individual officers specialized will then have to go out
and find these individuals. Senator Russman, on the Senate floor when he
spoke against this bill, said, “Most of these individuals are transients.
You’re going to be able to find them?” We’re going to then go out and try
to locate them because we’re going to do what you people want us to do.
And, once located, is the state going to extradite if it’s another state? Don’t
know. Is it worth doing? Again, I leave it up to you people. But I think
Commissioner Flynn is saying, “If you’re going to give us $200,000 from
the General Fund, which this bill does, let us hire the troopers.” That’s how
I respond to Mr. Bradley, Representative Bradley. We’ll put these troopers
out there going after people if you want to designate that. But you know,
under our RSA, the State Police have so many functions.- They used to be
Just traffic or highway patrol, and every other year the Legislature would
then say, “We want you to do this,” and we got good at some of the things
we do. I take that as a compliment. We have a gun permit division that goes
out and makes calls and checks on the gun line. Mr. DeVere says, “A
hundred and fifty wanted.” That’s because the system worked. We stopped
these people from purchasing guns, the Division of State Police, turned that
information over to the locals. That’s working. But we only have so many
people. We asked for 20 new troopers this year to save lives on the highway
because the Governor’s task force group is going to come out with
recommendations that we don’t have enough troopers on the highway.
Every one trooper you put out on the highway, you’re going to save a
number of lives, just through the enforcement aspect alone. If you’re going
to give us $200,000, let’s put some troopers out on the roadway. That’s
what the Commissioner is saying. We’re not opposed to the idea of catching
wanted felons. So, look at this bill as we have it in front of you: “Interest
and Fines. Section 5, Page 2.” I’ve heard talk that — it actually starts at Line
2 — one percent on all outstanding fines per month is going to give us so
much money. I don’t know how much it’s going to give us. I leave that up
to the people at the Department of Safety that work in the business office
that see how much money is collected. Senator Roberge, again, and I have
respect for the Senate and what they’re attempting to do, but Senator
Roberge states that that’s going to bring in, I think she said, and I’ll try to
get the right figure, it was around $500,000 a year that will take in. Think
about this. Maybe there is $7 million or so in outstanding fine money out
there. I leave that to Mr. DeVere. He really knows these figures inside and
out. But if there is $7 million or so outstanding fine money, don’t have the
false impression that we’re going to get 1 percent on all that money.
They’re not paying their money. They’re not paying the fine money. And -
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then we’re going to charge the 1 percent, and our people in Business that
collect the fines that look at this have estimated that for the Senate. I think it
was $17,000 year is what that makes. So what Senator Roberge did, and I
applaud her for doing this, she looked at this, thought about our concern, and
gave us $200,000 from the General Fund which is in this bill. And you can
say it’s not here, but I read this bill to say, and maybe it’s been amended, but
if you look at page 3, follow with me, “Whenever a party recognized to
appear for any offense...” It used to say, “involving driving.” That’s
stricken.  “Involving driving” is stricken.  That takes $200,000
approximately a year that goes to the General Fund from the courts, money
forfeited, puts it into our fund at Safety to run the program. That’s what the
Senator had, I believe, intended. So, is there a fiscal impact? Yes, there is.
We estimated originally about $500,000 with troopers. From what my
people are telling me or the workers are saying, we still need a clerk to run
it. We need someone to do the extra checks. We’re going to need a trooper
to probably go out and get these people. So that $200,000 a year is probably
going to be enough for us to run the program if this passes. But now, let’s

look at that section. We’ve got to amend that section because that section is - -

based on $100 stipend going out to officers that catch people that have
outstanding driving-related warrants. That has to be changed then, .so that
the Commissioner can also draw on that fund to pay for this program. The
bench warrant fund itself, just so you know, the bench warrant fund had a
couple hundred thousand dollars in it. About 50-something thousand
average a year goes into that fund. We’ve built it up to the point where law
enforcement doesn’t ask us too often for reimbursement. I think the only
department that did was Enfield. So a few years ago we went to House
Finance. We said, “We’re running out of intoxilyzer machines.” We have
machines that run the breath program all over the state at police departments.
Those machines cost $6,000 apiece. When they go up to being 7 years of
- age, defense attorneys start arguing that, you know, the warrantee period.
We've got to replace them. The Breath Advisory Committee -
Representative Musler sits on that committee, a senator sits on that
committee, I'm the chairman of that committee — voted to approve two years
ago a five-year plan for the purchase of 20 machines a year to go out and
replete the stock. Twenty a year. That’s over $100,000 a year that’s going
to be drawn from that fund. We may get to a point where we may have to
draw upon some federal funds at some point. But we didn’t want to touch
that fund. But now we’re adding a couple hundred thousand to it, so I think
we’d be all set. Again, I would hope that if you’re going to pass this bill,
don’t strip the money. And when it goes to House Finance and they look at
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it and they say, “You’re taking $200,000 out of the General Fund...,” we’re
going to need that money to run this program. So don’t let anyone think it’s
not going to cost money. I’'m amenable to meeting and talking with any rep
about how they think this can work, have them come over, talk to our people
that actually do this. Representative Bradley talks about “Make it work.”
We have an SIU unit that when they actually find a wanted person, if a local
calls us to assist, we’ll go out and help them. We’ll do whatever we can
within our resources. The other day I was reading a newspaper article about
50 wanted felons. We have more than 50 rounded up. The sheriffs are
supposed to be doing this daily out there in the state. We’ve got a bit more
than 50 rounded up on warrants. In the packet I gave you, I put in the back
to show you we are actually working on this. In the past, in *95, if you look
at the packet, there’s a section in here. In 1995 we worked out a program
with the U.S. Marshal. It was a combined effort. The United States
Marshal, U.S. Attorney’s Office, State of New Hampshire State Police, local
police, sheriffs together went out after wanted people. The money came
from the federal government, added to the resources, ‘and everyone working
together went out and they apprehended a number of people. I think that’s
good police work, and that’s got to continue. We’ve got to continue to do
that. But we’re guided by our other obligations to serve the public on the
roadway, in our major crime unit, in our state lab, in our SIU unit now that
has been overwhelmed recently with all these gambling investigations in
terms of, you know, the video poker illegal. Again, we can do it, but I think
from the Commissioner’s standpoint, I know if he was here today, he’d
probably say to you, “If you’re going to give us that money, don’t put the
string attached, that $100 stipend. Give us the money, then, and we’ll do
whatever we can by hiring troopers.” We asked the Senate for 20 new
troopers. A lot of the senators were very willing to help us. They looked at
the budget situation and said we can’t do it this year. Again, and
Representative Letourneau, I know you serve on the committee that’s
looking at the traffic fatalities last year, the 140-plus. I don’t want to see
that again this year. I’ll never forget Senator King when he said at one of
the committee hearings, “If I’'m driving home to Colebrook and just see one
extra trooper on that road, that makes a difference.” And that’s what makes
a difference in saving lives. So does this idea as well, in terms of trying to
apprehend wanted individuals. But it’s the way it is set out in this bill that
we just don’t think is the best use of our resources. That is simply it. It’s
not a disagreement of trying to catch wanted felons. We’d be happy to work
with this committee, with the House and the Senate, as we always do, in
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trying to achieve the purpose of this bill. I'd be happy to answer any
questions. .

Rep. Milligan: Commissioner, one of the points that you bring up and is
interesting, did you ever give Senate Finance or anybody a figure as to what
the cost of these 20 additional troopers would be, figuring in all the factors
involved — salaly, social security, health and so forth?

Mr. Stephen: Representative, it was about $1.4 million, just off the top of
my head.

Question: $1.4 million for 20 additional troopers?

Mr. Stephen: Yes. I think that’s what it was. I’m just, again, going from
my memory. It was about $1.4 million from the highway fund. That bill
was introduced, by the way, from the Troopers Association and the original
version had something to do with overtime. Thank you. $1.3 million to
start it out. $1.4 million the next year, fiscal 2001. $1.5 in 2002. In 2003, it
goes up to $2 million. That’s, I think, because every two or three years, I’m
not sure, the vehicle wear and tear and stuff is in there. In any event, the
original version was drafted, Representative, to require two police officers to
staff each vehicle at night so you’d have two troopers in the vehicle. The
Commissioner came and testified at that hearing and said, “We need more
troopers on the road.” And we tried to convince Senate Transportation that
we need 20 new troopers, and the Commissioner obviously would like more

than that. We would want, but 20 we thought we could take from the
highway fund.

Rep. Milligan: You bring up another point. You say the Commissioner
mentioned the fact of two troopers per vehicle. Twenty troopers certalnly

won’t supplement the amount of troopers you have now to put two in every
vehicle, would it?

Stephen: No. These were vehicles staffed in the evening,
Representatlve that were working the night shift, I believe. So it would be
in the night shift and it would only be in the areas that they have, I think the
orlgmal version was like from 12:00 or 2:00 in the morning till 8:00 in the
morning or so. So that would accomplish that task. Because on the

midnight shift, we don’t have as many troopers out there working the actual -
roadway.
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Rep. Milligan: So therefore, they would be supplemented on those
particular shifts. :

Mr. Stephen: Yes. But I think the Commissioner was quoted in the Dover
Democrat paper. There was a front-page article that he thought 100 troopers
would keep us consistent with other states that are in similar number of
traffic stops and amount of activity that we do. Again, the Commissioner
has always, you know we sit here and we’re talking about let’s do things
other than traffic duty. Traffic duty is so important. 1 know the
Commissioner daily he is asking the Colonel, weekly at least, and I’ll go in
and hear him, “I need more troopers on the roadway.” ‘1 don’t want to bring
them in to a desk or to another position. I need them out there. The people
are crying for enforcement on the road.” He’ll tell you that if he comes over
here.

Rep. Milligan: Follow up on this. How many troopers do we have now?
Mr. Stephen: A little over 200, I believe.

Question: So it would be 220 if they got these troopers. I agree with you. I
wouldn’t want to be out there alone as a trooper in the middle of the night,
even though I know they have done it for many, many years. Thank you.

Rep. LaPorte: You said there are 2,300 people licensed each month?

Mr. Stephen: Those are the figures that I got from Information Services
when the Senate was amending the bill. Those are just new residents or new
application.

Rep. Laporte: So roughly around.....?

Mr. Stephen: About 26,400 a year. Again, that’s all average and that’s just
estimate. So to say, well they have six months to do it — 26,000. T don’t
~ know how you can sit here and say we don’t need more people to run it.

Rep. Katsakiores: I'll revert to page 3, the reference you made to the
change in language from “involving driving” and “any offense.” Tell me
your take on this because I don’t understand exactly why they want “any
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offense,” but on the other hand I guess it’s all-inclusive when you talk “an
offense.” . '

Mr. Stephen: Again, Representative, I would first say that maybe you
should speak to the sponsors of the bill to find out what their intent was
coriginally. Ithought it was to give us more funds to run the program. When
the bill was amended, that staved it because I thought at the time they knew
that it is still going to cost money. Maybe I’m incorrect, and maybe that was
just an oversight and they wanted to take that out.  Currently,
Representative, the money, it says, “Whenever a party recognized to appear
for any for any offense involving driving...” That’s current law. Fails to
appear. That money goes to the Department of Safety i the bench warrant
fund. It pays for intoxilyzers and it does pay for officers that go out and
apprehend people on driving-related type things. But that’s not happening.
I’'m not saying the officers aren’t going out there, they’re just not sending in.
They have to send a voucher, they have to fill out a form. We have rules on -
this. We’re not seeing that. So to change that now and say all offenses.
Originally, I didn’t know how much money that was, so I called Don
Goodnow, Administrative Office of the Courts, who’s in charge of the
courts. All I asked Don was how much money is this that the courts take
every year for non-driving offenses? He said to me, “Last year, we turned -
over $213,000 to the General Fund. That’s what we based our estimate on.
I said, “Don, 1s it fair to say that there’s about $200,000 a year?” He said,
“Yes. That’s probably a good estimate.” So I know that we would be able
to accomplish, obviously, I think we’d have the money to accomplish the
fiscal impact. The fiscal impact here has to be revised, you’ve all seen that,
and I think when you look at the fiscal impact from our office, you’ll see it
should be close to that point. Because even though you say don’t need the
troopers, you still need someone to go out and actually do the work and
figure out where they are and whether or not they’re the same individual,
and you need a clerk to regulate the program, put the program into place.
And then there are some computer changes. Another thing to think about,
too, on costs. That 1 percent surcharge. It says here in the bill, the notice of
fine schedule. These are the summonses that officers and troopers and
towns and locals give every day. [page 2, line 22] “Such defendant shall
receive, in addition to the summons, a uniform fine schedule entitled “Notice
of Fine, Division of Motor Vehicles™; the fine schedule...for which a plea
may be entered by mail and notification that unpaid fines may be subject to
interest...” What that tells me as an administrator — I’ve got to call back.
now all these traffic tickets, the thousands that are out there. I'm not sure
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how much it is, and every other year or so we change our tickets, so, yeah,
we’re going to be able to change it and add this and it shouldn’t be a
problem. But I remember when the penalty assessment was changed, like
last year, from 20 percent to 17. We talked to the Speaker. We had to call
back all these tickets. The effective date was an issue. It cost us a lot of
money just to issue, to make up all these new tickets. And what did we end
up having? The Department of Safety warehouse had like, again I'm
speculating, it was a few thousand dollars worth of traffic tickets that we
basically had to tear up. The bill here says we have to notify them on that
plea by mail basically. I’'m just looking at that saying that’s another small
cost. And then the 1 percent charge. We have to change our computer
systems in financial responsibility to track that, every month, 1 percent on
this particular case. That is a data processing issue they tell me is going to
cost money to change that system. Again, not trying to make an excuse, just
trying to say, yes, there is a fiscal impact.

Rep. Katsakiores: I just wanted to ask what’s happening up to now with
regard to law enforcement with regard to mistaken identity. Have you ever
seen a case where there has been a case of mistaken identity and could you
give us an idea what it would cost to adjudicate that if a case requires that?

Mr. Stephen: Ok. Representative, all I can tell you is the last experience
that 1 recall was the Nashua incident. It made, I think, the front page of the
Nashua Telegraph. It involved an individual — it was either Colorado or
Minnesota — just came in for a driver’s license, out-of-state, I believe. We
had picked up something on the Problem Driver Pointer System based on
same name, date of birth. - He was denied a license. That individual was
then told, “You have a right to a hearing because our rules give everyone
denied the right to a hearing.” So these individuals would have a hearing.
He bad a hearing. The cost to that individual was described in that
newspaper article. I don’t know what it was, but the article was almost two
pages long about the process and how someone’s mistaken identity can
really cause a lot with the process... that to me is a key difference here.
The NCIC, as I indicated to you, the social security not a mandatory field.
Major Fred Booth yesterday, who is our Executive Major — he’s our guru at
State Police Division that deals with computer technology, he’s the NCIC
individual - I asked him about the social security issue because 1 thought it
might come up. He said to me in an e-mail, “John, a social security number
is not a primary key for inquiry into NCIC. Usually the name and DOB is
used. Second, in order for NCIC to make a hit on social security, it must be
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part of the NCIC entry. Just because a person is wanted doesn’t necessarily
mean that it will hit on the social security number.” The other thing he said,
“I am unaware of any edit that is placed on the social security so it would be
possible to enter an invalid social security and not get a hit and have no
notification of an invalid social security.” These are just some of the issues.
You can also possibly get a false hit on a social security number if another
subject has used it in the past as an alias. These are just some issues he
raised with me yesterday. Again, not to complicate this process, but if you
want to give us the funds, if this legislative body wants to give us the funds,
I think Commissioner Flynn, his intent is, if you can get us some additional
troopers that can also be out on that highway and that can run checks when
they stop motor vehicles, you’re going to see that you’re going to catch more
wanted individuals in the long run. I believe that’s the Commissioner’s
feeling. So that again is where we’re coming from. :

Rep. Letourneau: John, looking at this material that you gave us going
back to 1995 on the pilot program, all the wanted felons are probably not
going to go to a state agency and give them correct information for a driver’s
license, more than likely. I’'m sure there are people out there that qualify for
Darwin awards that would. But I’'m locking at I guess page 1. This was
written up by Colonel Lynn Presby. There was 146 hours of time put into
this program to find one individual, and then the state did not want to
extradite that person because it was a burglary suspect and not a convicted
person. It was a suspect in a burglary. Knowing what I just said to you,
doesn’t it make more sense to apply the resources that were put into this into
regular law enforcement to find wanted felons? How would we go about

finding a person like this Jaynes fellow, the perpetrator in the Curley
murder?

Mr. Stephen: In my opinion, from my standpoint, I put it in here, the -
packet of information. Fugitive Task Force — a federal, state, county and
local law enforcement initiative. This occurred with some federal funds
back in, I believe, *95 or so, and it was a team effort. And again, it involved
troopers and officers. It involved local agencies, multi-agency cooperation.
And I believe they do this from time to time. The sheriffs are out there
doing a good job trying to apprehend people that they have capiases on daily
from the courts. They’ve got to be part of it. We could devote some of our
officers if we had additional funding. I guess this was a fully funded
program. That’s the type of thing that we would want. In this particular
program, they had, I believe the total number of arrests and detentions were
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99. One other thing just so you’re aware, I believe one of the individuals
that worked on this program, Dave Cargles(?), a sergeant from our State
Police Division right now currently. He does a lot of the gambling
investigations. I asked him because I want to know. Is Senator Roberge’s
way the best way? I want to ask our people who do this day to day. I want
to ask them. And they all said, no, it’s not the best way. But if we get some
additional resources in SIU Unit, we could possibly go out and try to find
people, which they do daily in a lot of respects.

Rep. Langone: What is STU?

Mr. Stephen: The Special Investigations Unit. The question is, the
resources. Right now, they’re doing all kinds of investigations. We assist
locals, we assist the state, the county sheriffs. We do the brunt of all the
gambling investigations, video poker. We have a unit that does homicide
investigation. We do basically every homicide investigation that the unit
does for the State of New Hampshire outside of, like, Manchester or Nashua.
They’re working around the clock. We pay overtime. So much comes out
of our budget a year in overtime alone to pay people for 2:00 in the morning
to head up to Littleton, 3:00 in the morning to head over to Rochester.
Those people that headed to Rochester, I was there myself, I did it. I went-
to these scenes. I worked with the State Police. I worked with that unit.
Those troopers are typing away at reports for two straight weeks. And then
you’re trying to say to them, “Well, officer, can you help me? Trooper, can
go and do this particular function today?” “Do you want me to stop the
murder case, or do you want me to do that function?” And that’s what we’re
constantly stuck with over at Safety, is where can we allocate our resources
most effectively. And that SIU Unit has the major crime.

Rep. Letournean: To follow up, John, on that same vein. This task force
was some sort of a federal grant, I assume, and it was a special event that
happened and it probably happens once in a while. What do we do as a state
to prevent felons from out-of-state from committing the crimes? I mean,
what process do we have for finding these felons? Do we have reports from
other states of possible wanted felons from their states?

Mr. Stephen: The process right now is, what Mr. DeVere raised, is from
catching them on the roadway and other areas through this computer. Every
state gets information. Again, not exact matches. Let’s say a trooper stops
someone on the road and does the NCIC check. He’s got the person right in



(23)

front of him. Blue eyes? Yeah, he’s got blue eyes. Did you ever live in
Texas, sir? Yeah, a few years ago. What county? You start asking
investigative questions. I’ll tell you what. You’re going to come back to the
station with me. We’re going to ask you some more questions. So they start
investigating. That is a tool that they use. It’s a tool. Maybe later on in the
evening I’ve got to let this guy go because he’s not the same one. But, you
know, they feel they need to keep continuing to look, and we’re going to dig
until we find out, whether it’s THE person or not. That data base was used
throughout the United States, the federal government. We also have the
State of New Hampshire Criminal Record Checks, our own data base. And
Representative Bradley says, “Well, make it work.” 1 can’t tell you the
unbelievable amount of work. I’ve got to give so much credit to the
Information Systems in our division for putting together the “spot system.”
The State of New Hampshire came to bat for the locals years ago and put
together a spot system, which is the State Police online terminal system.
Every single local police officer in this state, when they want to find out
what someone’s status is in the state, it’s more of an accurate hit than here,
what do they do? They tap into the Department of Safety system and they
get the check right back. That’s what we put together for them. We give
them the computers. We do all that work. That’s how we catch people. We
also, and I’d like to add one other thing we also do, we have a system set up
now where we’ve done this, and especially after some of the homicides we
saw, we now put on the system that they get the quick response, on our State
Police system, we added things that some states don’t have — restraining
orders. The State of New Hampshire again came to bat and said that was a
good idea. We made it work. We got some additional funding, federal
funding, and put together a restraining order system so now all restraining
orders are on that system. When a police officer stops someone, he knows
whether that person has a domestic violence order or not outstanding. We
also then got together with the Department of Corrections, Probation, and
said we want to have new parole information. So now daily they are sending
us information and we’re working great together, and an officer on the road
has parole status. That’s been in effect for a few years. So you’ve got these
things working. And again, it’s not that we don’t want to catch them, we’re
going to catch them if you put more officers out there. We’re going to
eventually catch them. It’s just, what’s the best way? What’s the best way?
If we’'re going to get the 200-some-odd thousand to hire maybe four
troopers, there doesn’t need to be a bill written that has all these duties. But
the money ought to be allocated, and we will do, I believe an effective job.
Every time we’re asked to do a task by this legislature, we do a good job.
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Rep. Letourneau: Just one more on this same vein. This particular fellow,
Jaynes, that perpetrated the crime to the Curley boy, the purpose of this bill,
as | understand from the responses, that this would have prevented that from
occurring. Tell me how that could have worked.

Mr. Stephen: Again, I don’t know all the circumstances of that case. If he
was from out of state and came here to get a license, he would have had the
same process gone through as this process I outlined for you. And he may
eventually have received a license. I think Mr. DeVere could probably
express that to you. He knows that case inside out, I guess. He’s researched
it. I haven’t. Could it have saved that boy’s life? I don’t know. I don’t
know. That’s, I think, what Mr. DeVere is committed on, that it would have
saved that life. But I think the Jayneses of the world, in my opinion, are
more apt to be caught on the highways, from my firsthand impression, than
over here this way. That’s just my general impression. But if this legislative
body wants us to catch them using these resources, again, if you fund it and
we have those resources available, again, I know Commissioner Flynn. He’s
going to make it work.

Rep. Milligan: A very major item I think in today’s society and it’s relative
to the point that you brought up with restraining orders, suppose a judge
assigns at, say, 10:00 in the morning a restraining order. How soon does that
get out to where the trooper is or it’s put on the spot system so therefore it’s .
available for knowledge to the different departments within the state?

Mr. Stephen: From my speaking to the unit that does this activity, it is
instantaneous, in my opinton from speaking to them. I’ve watched them do
the inputs. As soon as the court notifies us, that’s the key. As soon as the -
court notifies us, we would always put it in for the temporary, emergency
ones. Those are the more important. Get them in right away. We worked
out a system now with the courts, and this is something that I pushed for two
years, to get the courts to start inputting the entry themselves. Because the
court is right next to that judge. They know what that order says. They
know what the certain points are. Today in New Hampshire, the court
system, the Administrative Office of the Courts, have taken over the input
on the actual daily, non-temporary, non-emergency orders. They are
inputting the order as soon as it comes down from the bench, which I think
18 just, again, a remarkable thing for us.
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Rep. Milligan: I think it’s a major item where some lady wants a
restraining order out and should get it out as soon as possible, Judge Kelly
asked me to sit in on a court, which I sat in on the busiest one in the state,
district court, which is Mermrimack, which is the busiest in the state, the town
of Merrimack. It was utterly amazing the cases which come out. It was
totally shocking, and I just think that these ladies that ask for a restraining
order should be protected to the utmost because of the, and you mentioned
Nashua before and a case we had there where a lady was beaten to death

because of the fact that the restraining order was overlooked or whatever S

you’d like to call it.

Mr. Stephen: Again, we’ll do whatever we can. Sometimes those things
don’t get inputted in the data base right away because there are some
questions, and we have to ask the court. But today, I believe we’re at a state
where we’re in a much better position than we were before.

Rep. Leonard: John, on the money that was allocated from the federal
government that Senator Gregg put in a couple of weeks ago, how is that
going to help New Hampshire get more law enforcement?

Mr. Stephen: I don’t think it applies to more law enforcement,
Representative Leonard. I’m not sure of the money you’re talking about. If
you’re talking about some of the stuff he stated the other day, I thought it
was geared towards what he has done for our lab, DNA testing, and how
much more money he’s making available in the future for our lab and some
of the other... We have lap-tops in our cruisers. A lot of that’s the money
that has come from the federal government. Is there money available for
police officers? We’re looking at that right now, Representative Leonard.
We’re doing whatever we can to see if we can get additional money, but,
you know, the Commissioner’s feeling on this is this, and this is his
conservative approach, too — there’s always strings attached. And as'soon as

we tap into the federal government for some hiring of police officers, it’s a -

two-year. They do it for two years and then you’ve got to fund them after
two. Or you’ve got to fund a half of it. And then the state has to pay the
medical or the state has to pay the benefits. And we’re being asked now to
cut back 3 percent? These are the things we have to look at. :

Rep. Letourneau: I just wanted to finish the follow-up on the Curley thing
again. When this Jaynes feliow came to New Hampshire, he had to turn his
license in to the Department of Safety in order to get a New Hampshire
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license. That license obviously is sent back to Massachusetts? Is that the
process?

Mr. Stephen: Yes.

Rep. Letourneau: And he had outstanding warrants down there from what

we understand here. Why is it that that wasn’t notified to New Hampshire at
that time?

Mr. Stephen: Again, I haven’t researched that issue. Mr. DeVere might be
able to answer that question. What I think, I’m just speculating now, it was
probably that he didn’t have any driving-related offenses on the Problem

Driver System 1n the State of Mass., but Mr. DeVere can answer that. [
don’t know the answer.

Rep. Letourneau: [ don’t mean to put you on the spot, I just thought

maybe you could answer the question of why we didn’t know about the
warrants. - ‘ ;

Chairman Packard: I guess I’m trying to follow everything here. If this
person was so bad in Massachusetts, why did not the Mass. authorities go
after him? I guess that’s kind of a speculative question, but...

Mr. Stephen: I don’t know. But if it was in New Hampshire where the
offenses occurred... 1 was a prosecutor, as you know, down in the
Hillsborough County Attorney’s Office. 1 worked closely with the sheriff’s
department there. They’ve got people every day picking up capiases that
came down from a court when someone fails to appear or someone jumps
bail. Every sheriff’s department in the state, they have a capias. They’ve
got sheriff’s deputies. They go out and try to find them. They do the best
they can. In our state, you know, we rely on their efforts, and I think they’re
doing a good job. And if they were here, they’d probably say they’re doing
the best they can. But can they improve? Possibly. Can we all improve?

Possibly. But the question here is how do we improve and we need
resources. And that’s really what it is.

Chairman Packard: If this system was in place, say, theoretically we were
to pass this, and this guy, was his name Mason? Jaynes? If he had been
turned over to this SIU Unit, or would a separate trooper been sent out?
What would have happened at that point?
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Mr. Stephen: I can’t answer that. I would have to run his name and date of
birth and see if it was an NCIC hit. Maybe Mr, DeVere has done that. And
if there was an NCIC possible match, Soundex, then we’d have to look at
other factors. And then we’d have to go out and track him down, figure out
where he was. And then we’d have to see if he was the person that met that
match. So without going through that exercise, Representative, I don’t know
what came on that NCIC. ..

Rep. Packard: My question is, where would that go from the point that the
initial hit was...

Mr. Stephen: See, if this were to work, if this bill were to be drafted, I
guess the way this 1s written, we would have to then have the clerks that run
the checks first go through the training. The training is a few days or a week
at least to learn the system. Then they would probably then turn it over to
SIU or some trooper to go out and look. That’s why we think we’d need an
additional trooper because you’ve got to have that person to do the actual leg
work. The NCIC though, again, keep in mind, it’s only as good as the
information that’s inputted. So I don’t know in that case if the out-of-state
Jurisdiction put the warrant in the system. I assume they did, but maybe...

Chairman Packard: I understand. 1 just wanted to know where the
process went.

Gary Gilman, Manchester: I don’t want to take up a lot of your time, but I
just want to say I’m a member of the New Hampshire chapter of “Parents of
Murdered Children,” and I have been since 1993 with the death of my son,
Paul. “Parents of Murdered Children™ is a seif-help organization for the
emotional support of family and friends who have lost a loved one through
homicide. Since I’ve been a member, since 1993, I've seen its membership
grow, and that’s why I’'m here in support of this bill. I think it would be an
important tool for law enforcement to keep murderers and rapists and other
criminals behind bars where they belong. If you pass this bill, you will be
responsible for saving countless numbers-of lives and prevent criminals from

creating survivors such as I. T just wanted to state that, and I wanted to
thank you for your time.

Mr. DeVere: I'd like to talk about PR bail. I didn’t bring that up in my
testimony. In 1990, I went to Representative Bob Daly, and I told him that
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people in my county who were picked up for drunk driving, if I was picked
up and somebody else picked up for drunk driving, if I had $500 in cash, my
bail is $500 in cash. If somebody else doesn’t have any money, their bail is
PR bail. In the history of New Hampshire, when somebody doesn’t show
up, 1f I don’t show up in court for drunk driving, the judge keeps my $500.
In the history of New Hampshire, all the people who have been defaulted on
PR bail, never had to pay the state one penny, which was millions of dollars.
I had a friend, a county attorney, and he was a judge, Judge Paine[sp?], and
John was good friends with him. I went to him and I asked him, “Why don’t
you bring this man in front of court and get the $500 he owes the state?” It
was up to the county attorney to take somebody in front of the superior court
and have a hearing, a civil hearing, on paying the state back money. So,
Representative Bob Daly put a bill in that when you default on PR bail,
when a judge defaults you, you owe the money to the state. And that was
going to be put in the DWI bench warrant fund to fund police going out and
arresting people. When it was written, it was only put in motor vehicle-
related defaults. And that’s brought in over a half million dollars in the past
ten years. Only the chief of police in Enfield has collected twice on it, $99, -
and it’s only because I went to him. No other police have put in for this-half
million dollars that’s been available to the police. And that fund currently
has $300,000 in it. It’s actually unconstitutional to do that to people if it’s -
motor vehicle related, if you don’t do it to the criminals. You have to do it
to everybody. And what this bill says is if you default on PR bail for motor
vehicle or non-motor vehicle and the judge defaults you, you owe the state
the money and it’s put in this bench warrant fund now that funds
breathalyzers. There’s no mention of $200,000 going to the Department of
Safety, no mention of a new unit of State Police. The conversation that John
had with the head of the AOC, I had the same conversation, and John
misinterpreted what he said. He asked what amount of money for non-motor-
vehicle offenses. That’s Fish and Game violations. Nobody’s ever had to
pay PR bail until this bill went into effect in 1990. So we’re just making it
for criminals, along with motor vehicle offenses, to go into this, it’s called
the “default fund” now, rather than “DWI bench warrant fund.” But there’s
‘no funding for troopers. I gave John a copy of the bill that Senator Trombly
put in, and it was for 20 new troopers, you know, two in a cruiser. Senator
Trombly’s bill was killed and Senator Trombly is 100 percent for this bill.
Not for the troopers now. He’s for this bill. He got on the Senate floor and
satd if that guy, Charles Jaynes had to wait four more minutes in line for a
driver’s license and was arrested, that he’d be willing to wait an extra four
minutes to get his license renewed. The Senate voted 23 to 1 to pass this
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bill. So, I just wanted to make it clear on the PR bail. That’s money to go
into a fund and John can use it to buy breathalyzer machines, he can pay .
police to go out and arrest people on bench warrants, but it’s no unit.of State
Police, no additional personnel. The question was asked why they didn’t
arrest Charles Jaynes. And on page 7 of this report that the Legislature
found that the Registry was at fault for giving people who were wanted
licenses. This is a senator telling the committee: “The key player in the
efforts to snag warrants and scoflaws was the Registry of Motor Vehicles
was criticized in the January report, this is the report, for issuing new
licenses to some people wanted in felonies. The legislature is very upset
now. Why would you give the privilege of a license when they’re wanted?
And here’s the report. A child’s murderer was wanted on 75 warrants. On
April 1993, Charles Jaynes wrote a letter threatening to rape a high school
teacher and her children. He was convicted of making a threat, sentenced to
a year of probation, ordered to seek psychiatric help. Only three months into
his probation, he stopped appearing for meetings with his counselor and
probation officer. He started accumulating default in other arrest warrants
for such crimes as violating probation, robbing ATMs, fraud, forgery. In
1994 to October of *97 when Charles Jaynes was arrested and charged with
the murder of 10-year-old Jeffrey Curley of Cambridge, he had accumulated
75 warrants. During this time, he lived in plain view of the police in
Brockton with his father and then in Cambridge with his mother, apparently -
without any fear of being arrested on those 75 warrants. John wants 20 new
troopers, and it’s just like years ago when we had smoke detectors, whoever
1s in charge of this building has to have a smoke detector. He said, “Well, .
let’s not put smoke detectors, let’s get firefighters driving around looking for -
fires.” And that’s what it is. They don’t want to use the technology that’s
available, that can catch them right at the counter instantly. They want to let
them go out and drive around and commit other crimes in New Hampshire
and hope they get stopped. I drive 50,000 miles a year. I never get stopped
because 1 don’t want to get a ticket. Those people who are wanted, they’re
going to drive just like I do. They don’t want to get stopped. This 1s the
Boston Herald, February 24% of this year. A six-year-old boy was dragged
to his death. A guy hijacked the car, pushed the mother out of the car,
hijacked the car. The guy was just released from jail that morning, and
come to find out, the guy was wanted in other jurisdictions and the sheriff
didn’t check NCIC. The sheriff said, “It’s not my job to check NCIC.”
Well, I've talked with the sheriffs in New Hampshire and they don’t let
anybody out of jail without checking NCIC. And they all tell me it takes
under 15 seconds to do the checking and it’s free, and they’d be negligent if
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they ever let somebody out of jail without checking. If there’s some

criminal that’s in jail, some police department finds out, solves the crime,

puts out a warrant for somebody, it would be a crime to let somebody out of
jail. And this is what happened to this six-year-old boy. So this is a good

bill. It’s not going to cost anything, even if we gave them one labor grade 8,

clerk, to do the checking, and there are women that do this checking at

Motor Vehicles. They could take that money out of this bench warrant fund,

where there will be plenty of additional money, because we’re going to
charge criminals on PR bail. So if we gave them one labor grade clerk to do

the checking, I think that would be a good idea. But if they checked me in

18 seconds yesterday, you know, if they just took a minute every day, every

person, we could do the checking. Maybe they need one labor grade 8 thing,

but no troopers. This bill doesn’t say troopers to go out and pick them up.’
This says we don’t give them a permanent license. Now, if Commissioner

Flynn wants to report to the town of Tuftonboro that some guy who is

wanted for rape in Massachusetts just got a temporary license and you might

want to go pick him up, he can do that. But this bill doesn’t say it. This

says, don’t send him a permanent license. That’s what we’re trying to do

here.

Rep. Katsakiores: If we followed your rationale here, you say they don’t
have to send somebody out to extradite them, and then you say they don’t
have to do that, and yet our purpose is mainly to reduce the criminals out
there that are driving, isn’t that the thrust of your argument? If that’s the
case, then it’s going to cost to get these people off the streets and get their
licenses from them?

Mr. DeVere: They didn’t ask for additional personnel then. Their job is to
arrest criminals. If we can better identify who they are, that doesn’t mean
they get extra troopers. John says it*s not much of a problem and then they
say they need all these troopers to go arrest these wanted people. 1 don’t see
how they can have it both ways. 1 really don’t.

Rep. Letourneau: Mr. DeVere, you mentioned that they could hire a clerk
to do these NCIC checks, and I’m looking at these NCIC checks that are in
this brochure Mr. Stephen provided the committee. 1 consider myself a
fairly intelligent guy. I can’t make heads nor tails out of this. I mean, you’d
have to be trained and experienced in looking at NCIC checks in order to, I
mean, you have to be qualified. I think that a person that’s qualified is a
police officer who’s trained in NCIC technology. There’s a lot of numbers
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here and there’s a lot of shorthand, which I don’t understand the shorthand...
So you expect a level 8 clerk to do this?

Mr. DeVere: Well, a level 6 does it now. A female did it for me yesterday.
If you come from Massachusetts and you want to carry a gun in New
Hampshire, you go over to the Department of Safety to the second room on
the left and you apply and they check you NCIC. If you want to be a
security guard, they check you NCIC. If you want to be a private
investigator, a female clerk, labor grade 6, does all that checking. I’d be.
glad to take you over today and pay the $10 to check your criminal record
and do an NCIC check. It’ll take under 30 seconds, and a female clerk will
do it. You mentioned that John did his NCIC check. I have John’s NCIC
check, and the man that was a hit on John was named Reed, John Stephen.
He has the same date of birth as John, but his social security number is 566,
and John is Stephen, last name — not Reed. Their first names are the same,
middle initials are completely different, and John’s social security number is
001. This would not be a hit. John testified in front of the Senate that he
was wanted in all these things, all these aliases. We do not do the aliases on
this. We only check the exact name on the hit against the license being
surrendered. So this is not a hit on John Stephen, and the man coming in to
get a license would walk out with a license and he would not be wanted. So,
females do that now.

Rep. Letourneau: How many people go over to the Department of Safety
to get an out-of-state gun permit or a private investigator license a day?

Mr. DeVere: I have no idea, but there is always somebody in that room. I
bet you there’s 50 or 100 people that go there every day. - They have to pay
$10, and certainly the Department would know those figures, but there’s
always somebody in that office. When I was there for that minute yesterday,
three people came in. And they arrest them there. A guy who is wanted in
Texas for rape, he can go in there and apply for a security guard license.
He’s already got his driver’s license, his registration. He thinks he can beat
the system, but he doesn’t know they check NCIC. They’ve arrested wanted
fugitives in that office applying for a gun permit, private investigator’s
license, and for a security guard. So it is a problem. They identify them and
they arrest them right there. So it’s being done.

Chairman Packard: Further questions? Thank you.
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Senator Roberge: I just want to add that I own a large apartment building
in Manchester, and because of the nature of the people that live in our
buiiding, anybody who is hired by me I have them checked over at Safety at
NCIC for a criminal background because I do not want to be responsible for
hiring somebody who may have a history of theft and might steal from my
tenants. I would certainly be liable for that. So everybody who gets hired
by me goes through NCIC.

Chairman Packard: With no further testimony, we will close the hearing
on Senate Bill 337, -



Testimony



”,,,,/\ DRAFT 5-8-00

SB 37T Transportation
May 2, 2000, 10:00 am
TESTIMONY

Sen. Sheila Roberge, Dist. 9, Prime Sponsor:

Sen. Roberge introduced the bill and explained how it would work. Sen. Roberge suggested that several
speakers to follow would go into the details of the bill. However she felt that New Hampshire might become
a dumping ground for criminals should this bill fail to pass.

Rep. Jeb Bradley, Carr. 8, Co-Sponsor:

Rep. Bradley felt as though if this bill was in place that the young Curley boy may not have been murdered
because there were outstanding warrants in the state of Massachusetts on the perpetrator. Rep Bradley
suggested that this bill could be a solution to the outstanding fines and that the Dept of Safety would need to
establish new rules should this legislation pass.

Mr. Peter DeVere, Melvin Village: in support

Mr. DeVere opened by explaining that this bill would only effect new residents moving into New Hampshire
from out of state. Mr. DeVere talked at length about people moving into New Hampshire and receiving NH
drivers licenses after surrendering their current license that they held from the state they moved from. Mr.
DeVere feels that they should be subjected to a NCIC criminal background check before they are issued a
NH driver’s license. He further stated that they would only need to be checked for an exact match, no
soundex. Mr. DeVere claimed that there would be no cost associated to this bill and asked that the committce
request an amended fiscal note. Mr. DeVere stated that he went to the Dept. of Safety yesterday (5-1-00) and
paid $10 for a criminal background check and that the clerk checked his record in 18 seconds and that a
NCIC check was automatic in | second and it is free.

During questioning Mr. DeVere was asked if he believed that the clerks at the Dept. of Safety were qualified
without special training to do NCIC background checks. He replied that “yes™ they could and that they were
able to do his without any trouble.

Mr. John Stephen, Asst. Comm. DOS: in opposition * written testimony and supporting information
included.

Mr. Stephen began his testimony by making it clear that “no one is opposed to catching wanted criminals”
however there is a cost associated with this process. Mr. Stephen explained that NCIC is based upon the
soundex systemn and that you cannot change the system. Mr. Stephen further explained that after a similar bill
was filed in 1995 and was sent to Interim Study, the Dept. of Safety did a pilot project on this subject matter
to determine the benefit it would provide for pubic safety.

The Dept checked 16,000 new license issued, possible NCIC hits 33, positive hits 6. After 101 hours of
research and computer time with an estimated 45 more hours would be needed only one individual was
identified positively as a suspect in a robbery. Mr. Stephen suggested that the most effective way to
apprehend criminals is to simply provide more State Police officers and went on to explain that more wanted
suspects are apprehended during routine traffic stops that through NCIC background checks of every
individual applying for a new NH drivers license. Mr. Stephen felt as though applying resourses to where
there is a proven success rate, would better use of those resources. No other state is currently doing this; most
likely because of the previous mentioned issues.



Mr. Stephen provided the committee with a copy of the mandatory fields for record entry using the NCIC
system.

Mr. Stephen then explained to the committee what the law enforcement community is doing about
outstanding warrants. There is a Fugitive Task Force, combined of Federal, State, County and Local law
enforcement departments that resulted in the apprehension of 78 fugitives and clearing an additional 48
outstanding warrants held by the Hillsborough County Sheriff. The complete report is included in the written
testimony introduced by Mr. Stephen.

Mr. Stephen further thought that the default money in the bill was in doubt, most likely around $17,000 a
year realistically.

During questioning Mr. Stephen was asked about the cost to implement this program. Cost estimates were
$1.3 Million to start, $1.4 Million next year, and $1.5 in 2002, $2 Million by 2005.

Mr. Gary Gillman, Manchester: in support
Mr. Gillman testified that he was a member of the “Parents of Murdered Children” and that he supported the
bill and felt that all that could be said was already do so by previous speakers.

Mr. Peter DeVere: added a few more comments

Sen. Roberge:
Added that she has all her employees checked by NCIC here in Concord.

Closed public hearing 11:45 am

These minutes are from my notes taken during the public hearing. For addition detail, the complete hearing
was also taped and these tapes are included in the file for accuracy.

Respectfully submitted,

Rep. Robert J. Letourneau, clerk
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Out-of-State Resident Obtaining N.H. Driver's License
The Process

Any nonresident wishing to obtain a NH driver license MUST:

1.

6.

Established a bona-fide residency in NH
(RSA 263:35 and RSA 261:45 grants a nonresident 60 days from the date they establish
residency - to transfer driver licenses and registrations.)

MUST show valid proof of residency —such as a bill from a major utility, or a letter from the city
or town clerk

MUST surrender any and all out-of-state driver licenses at the time of application

MUST pass eye examitest { also the written and road if not currently licensed in another
jurisdiction)

MUST pay fee

MUST have photo taken

Once 1-6 is satisfied, the driver is given a 6-month temporary license,

6.

Within that 6-month period, driver licensing MUST run checks on the individual in all 50 states.
As all states are not computerized, letters to those not computerized are written and mailed.
Results from those letters can take weeks to ascertain whether or not there are any
outstanding suspensions or revocations.

Driver licensing MUST then run a check with the problem driver pointer system (PDPS), which
is a Washington based data base.

Once all the approvals are in, driver licensing MUST then priht a new driver license and then
mail it to the new resident's address.

10. The out-of-state licenses MUST be mailed back to the originating state.

11. An additional check MUST be done on any commercial driver licensee through the CDLIS

(Commercial Driver License information System).



Key factsre: SB 337

1. Approximately 2300 new residents are given 6-month temporary licenses each month

2. A National Criminal Information Check on all new residents will result in
approximately 26,400 checks a year.

3. Based on the Department’s 1995 Pilot Project, where the names of 16,000 licensees
were entered into the system and 1600 “possible NCIC hits” identified a person with
an outstanding warrant in 4 cases, it is estimated that the project will result in the
following:

* approximately 10% of the checks, or 2,640 will come back with “possible hits”
and will need further review

* After review by experienced division of state police personnel, approximately 52
names would be turned over to the division of state police intelligence unit for
further investigation. The SIU would cross-reference other sources and make
phone calls to outside jurisdictions. ‘

* SIU personnel will then begin the process of investigating the 52 names to
determine whether the person applying for the license is the actual person named
in the NCIC file. After an intensive investigation, approximately 6 individuals
would be found to have actual outstanding felony warrants.

* SIU personnel would then attempt to locate these individuals.
Once located and arrested, the State for which the warrant is outstanding would have to

be notified and be willing to extradite. From the results of the 1995 pilot project, it is
expected that some states will refuse to extradite
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SECTION 2-ENTRY

EXAMPLE OF AN ENTRY

EW-C.MD1012600.DOE, JOHN J.M.W.TX.101231..510.175.BRO.BRO. .DRK. SC R HND.
121011C0141159TTCI13.AS-375145249.375145249.34862561.MD.84.0907.120186.TEST.
ARMED AND DANGEROUS--TEST R.ECORD.ABC123.I\D.B3.PC._2Y2TH5L100009.75.PONT.VEN.
2D.BLU

Acknowledgment:

MD1012600
NAM/DOE, JOHN J NIC/W146203706

MANDATORY FIELDS FOR RECORD ENTRY

The following fields are mandatory to cause acceptance of a wanted person entry into NCIC
storage: MKE, ORI, NAM (The base record NAM must be included in all entry messages;
and it must contain the individuai’s true name), SEX, RAC, HGT, WGT, HAL OFF, DOW,
OCA, and at least one of the following numeric identifiers: date of birth including month,
day, and year; stolen/fraudulent name and stolen/fraudulent date of birth, (a stolen/fraudulent
name is required if a stolen/fraudulent date of birth is entered as the only searchable numeric
identifier); FBI Identification Number; miscellaneous identifying number other than
originating agency police or identification number; Social Security number; operator’s license
number with operator’s license state and operator’s license year of expiration; license plate
number with license plate state, license plate year, and license plate type; or vehicle
identification number with vehicle year, vehicle make, and vehicle style.

The mandatory fields for entry of a record permit entry when the only known identifier for
an individual is a stolen/fraudulent identifier. Since stolen/fraudulent identifiers are
processed as a supplemental record, and since at least one unique identifier is required to
enter a base record, the base record entry format allows an entering agency to transmit both
the base record and one of each type of stolen/fraudulent identifier in one transaction. This
provides for the inclusion of a numerical identifier for record entry purposes.

The base record entry format includes one of each of the stolen/fraudulent identifier fields.
These fields immediately follow Vehicle Color (VCO) Field and are entered in the following
order: stolen/fraudulent name; stolen/fraudulent date of birth; stolen/fraudulent Social
Security number; stolen/fraudulent miscellaneous identifying number; and stolen/fraudulent
operator’s license number, state, and year of expiration. For example:

H US DoT : FAZ NCLC operarn g MANRL
. 199¢

WANTED PERSON FILE
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Criminal checks on drivers:
Worth it?

By Liz Anderson
Eagle-Tribune Writer

CONCORD -- No one denies the state might nab
a few wanted criminals if it begins checking up on
people applying for New Hampshire driver's
licenses.

But some question whether the money would be
well-spent.

Right now the state checks whether a person has
outstanding traffic tickets or other driving
mishaps on his record. But officials do not run the
person's name through a national database to look
for criminal arrest warrants.

The bill under consideration in the House would
require the state to do the criminal background
check after a person has obtained a 6-month
temporary license but before his permnanent
license is issued by the state.

It has already passed the Senate, where it was
changed from a proposal that originally called for
all drivers to be checked when they obtained or
renewed their licenses.

The bill's sponsor, state Sen. Sheila Roberge,
R-Manchester, said the state could become a
"dumping ground" for criminals from other places
if the change is not enacted.

"We feel it’s about time we do this," she said.

A co-sponsor, Rep. Jeb E. Bradley, R-Wolfeboro,
cited the notorious murder of 6-year-old Jeffrey
Curley in Massachusetts in 1997. He said one of
the killers had obtained a New Hampshire license
shortly before the crime -- despite the fact that the
man had many outstanding arrest warrants in

hetp:/fwww eagletribune.com/news/stories/20000503/FP_009 hum
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Massachusetts.

If New Hampshire had checked up on him, Rep.
Bradley said, it could potentially have saved the
boy's life.

Peter DeVere, an activist who pursues changes to
the state's motor vehicle laws, said Massachusetts
lawmakers were considering a measure similar to
the New Hampshire bill.

Mr. DeVere said it was strange the state would
check to see if someone had a speeding ticket or
whether the car they planned to register was
stolen, but not whether someone was wanted for
murder. He said New Hampshire authorities
already do 16,000 criminal background checks a
day and the change would add 150 more at little
Or No Ccost.

Assistant Safety Commissioner John Stephen
challenged that contention, saying the state would
need a clerk to look up the extra records and at
least one trooper to make sure those who
appeared questionable were really wanted
criminals and to track them down.

"To say it costs nothing is laughable," he said.

Mr. Stephen said the state ran a pilot program in
May 1994 in which it checked every person
applying for or renewing a driver's license. The
screening turned up six people who were wanted
and another 33 people who might be, of which
only four had outstanding warrants. Two of those
were in state; and the states that wanted the other
two people refused to bring them back to face
charges, he said.

He said when he checked his own name in the
database he came up with people with similar
names wanted by police around the country --
proving it would take time to weed through the
possible "hits" on a name.

Mr. Stephen estimated the bill in its current form
could cost $200,000 a year, and said the money
spent on the work was better spent putting
troopers out on the highways where "maybe you'll
catch more than four."

http://www eagletribune.com/news/stories/20000503/FP_009.htm
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Members of the House Transportation Committee
who attended the hearing gave the bill what
appeared to be a skeptical reception.

Rep. Robert I. Letourneau, R-Derry, for example,
questioned whether criminals would simply get
around the requirement.

"If I'm a wanted felon I'm probably not going to
go to a state agency and give them correct
information,” he said.

The lawmaker said after the hearing that he was
no stranger to confusion in police record checks.
He recalled a 45-minute wait he endured once
after a traffic stop while a Massachusetts state
trooper ensured he was a different man than the
Robert Letourneau wanted for a murder.

He said the bill was too "big brother" for his
tastes, adding, "You're going to put a lot of people
through an unnecessary process."

Committee chairman Sherman A. Packard,
R-Londonderry, said he believed the bill had a lot
of problems, and the committee may not have
enough time left to work through them. Under the
House schedule, the committee will have to take a
vote when it meets again Tuesday on whether to
recommend the bill be passed, killed or studied.

Liz Anderson covers politics for The
Eagle-Tribune. She can be reached at (978)
946-2179, by mail at Box 100, Lawrence, MA
01842, or by e-mail at

landerson @eagletribune.com.
Next Story; More cars clog 1-93 &
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DEPARTMENT OF SAFETY
" TESTIMONY and SUPPORTING INFORMATION
REGARDING SENATE BILL 337

MARCH 21, 2000

PREPARED BY:

ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER
JOHN A STEPHEN
- DEPARTMENT OF SAFETY




RICHARD M. FLYNN
COMMISSIONER OF SAFETY

TO:
FROM:

RE:
DATE:

State of Nefw Hampshire

- DEPARTMENT OF SAFETY
JAMES H. HAYES BLDG. 10 HAZEN DR.
CONCORD, N.H. 03305
603/271-2559

Senate Finance Committee

John A. Stephen, Esquire
Assistant Commissioner

SB 337
March 21, 2000

JOHN A, STEPHEN
ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER

To assist you in reviewing the merits of Senate Bil 337, | would like to provide you with the
following information: :

THE NCIC SYSTEM

NCIC operates on a so-called “soundex system,” whereby letters of the alphabet
receive certain numerical values. Vowels are not counted. The typical NCIC inquiry
based on a name and date of birth wilt generate a response which lists persons on
the system who have similar names and dates of birth. For instance, if a John
Jones with a date of birth identical to John Jones were listed as a wanted felon on
NCIC, an inquiry run on Jones’ name would come back initially as a match, ora

Ihitil. |

At that point, the officer conducting the inquiry needs to utilize the various physical
identifiers on NCIC (such as height, eye color and race) and, frequently, verbal
interrogation of the subject (which might determine factual information such as the
subject’s prior residency in the state which issued the warrant) in order to ascertain
whether the subject at hand is actually the wanted person. Even if there is an
absolute hit, the officer still must contact the agency that issued the warrant to
ensure that the warrant is outstanding, and that the agency will extradite.

Depending on the relative severity of the charge, some agencies may not be willing
to travel to New Hampshire in order to pick up the arrestee.

TOD ACCESS: RELAY NH 1-800-735-2964



THE 1995 NCIC PILOT PROJECT =

In 1995, in response to SB 167, the Department conducted a pilot project to test the
feasibility of a similar proposed system. DOS chose for NCIC review a single
month's worth of license applications and renewals amounting to a total of
approximately 16,000 names. A computer comparison between the DMV files and
the NCIC system yielded about 1600 possible hits, which were reviewed by civilian
personne! in the Division of State Police. All but 33 of the cases were ruled out as a

~ result of that review.

The 33 names were tumed over to the Division of State Police Intelligence Unit {or
SIU) for further investigation. The SIU cross-referenced other sources and made
telephone calls.to outside jurisdictions.

That labor intensive investigation revealed that 7 (seven) of the 33 hits probably
were correct. Upon further checking with the out-of-state law enforcement
agencies, it was revealed that 3 (three) of the 7 (seven) should no longer have been

listed on NCIC. Thus, of the 16,000 names run, there turned out to be 4 (four)

correct NCIC hits.

Two troopers then went to the last know address of each of those 4 (four) persons.
None of the 4 (four) individuals could be located.

PROJECTED NCIC COSTS

The Department of Safety projects the fiscal impact of proposed Senate Bill 337 to
be approximately $513,554 for the first six months of 2001, until the beginning of
fiscal year 2002. Thereafter, the costs are projected to be $349,592 for fiscal year
2002 and $363,216 for fiscal year 2003. The costs associated with Senate Bill 337
include: (1) Sataries and benefits for 5 troopers at labor grade 17 plus benefits at
31% and step increases each year; (2) Salaries and benefits of a clerk to assist the
troopers with administrative process in locating individuals with outstanding
warrants; (3) Salaries and benefits of a Hearings Officer to hear cases where
drivers argue wrongful deprivation of a driver license; (4) Police vehicies, uniforms,
cleaning, and medical exam; (5) Cruiser expenses; (6) Changes to forms; (7)
Computer programming; (8) Initial training and materials; () Ongoing training.



Please note that further amounts would need to be expended in cases where the
subject is apprehended. These would arise out of the arrest, the resulting
arraignment, handling of extradition, and any subsequent court hearings.

THE SURCHARGE

Finally, the surcharge contemplated in SB 337 already has been voted inexpedient
to legislate by the House in HB 543. Although SB 337 requires the establishment of
a unit of troopers, the bill establishes no definitive, non-contingent funding source. It
does not seem likely that defaulters who already have failed to respond to a license
suspension will be induced to clear the default by being required to pay an even
greater amount. For those who are in default because they are truly unable to pay,
this bill will make it even harder; for those who simply refuse to pay, this bill will not
provide any meaningful incentive. The bottom line is this: even the greatest
proponents of SB 337 undoubtedly would agree that the amount of money which will
be available from the surcharge will be minimal compared to the costs associated
with detection and apprehension. |f the funding is insufficient, we will be precluded
from obtaining other funding and we will be forced with the prospect of taking
Troopers off the road to operate this project. Thus, whatever the merits of a plan to
use NCIC and licensing files to apprehend felons, or to use some mechanism for the
elimination of outstanding defaults, we cannot support SB 337.

In addition, the surcharge plan has some hidden potential costs. We estimate, for
instance, that there will be $10 - $20,000 expended in computer work, and an
indeterminable amount of time which will need to be spent in reviewing the requests
for waiver which undoubtedly will be filed with us. Moreover, the 1% surcharge will
have a substantial effect on the existing workload of the clerks in the Financial
Responsibility section of DMV, thus, creating significant delays to an already
overflowed workload. This additional task may result in the need for additional help
in the Financial Responsibility area

I hope that this fully lays out our position. Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have
any questions or if we can be of any assistance.

-



State of Nefw Hampshire
Bepartment of Safety

JAMES H. HAYES SAFETY BUILDING, CONCORD, N.H. 03305

RICHARD M. FLYNN - ROBERT £. DUNN JR.
COMMISSIONER OF SAFETY ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER ~

May 1, 1995

Mr. Peter DeVere
PO Box 392
Melvin Village, NH 03850

RE: NCIC Pilot Project

Dear Peter:

The following four names are the persons whom the Division of
State Police consider to be the reliable hits from the NCIC pilot
project:

1. Richard Jones, DOB 02/06/45
312 Cedar Street, Manchester, NH
Wanted: Cocaine Possession
Agency: Hillsborough County (Fla.) Sheriff's Office
(Agency will extradite only from Ala., Ga., La., Miss.
and S.C.) .

2. James Fascione, DOB 05/21/54
15 Ellsmere Avenue, Salem, NH
Wanted: Theft By Unauthorized Taking
Agency: Rockingham County Sheriff's Office

3. Jose Ramos, DOB 05/03/62
329 Merrimack Street, Manchester, NH
Wanted: Cocaine Possession
Agency: Rockingham County Sheriff's Office

RILY 4 CYMS mACE SAC oA



4. Royal Cummings, DOB 09/07/61
16 Highland Avenue, Salem, NH
Wanted: Burglary, Assault, False Imprisonment
Agency: Sonoma County (Cal.) Sheriff's Office

Vefy truly yours,

RED/1m

CC: Bruce Friedman, Esquire
Stephen Judge, Senior Ass't Atty. Gen.
Richard M. Flynn, Commissioner



STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE
Inter-Department Communications
" Date March 31, 1995 |
. At(Office} Support Services Bureau
. - $595-036

FROM  Major Frederick H. Booth(Z/
SUBJECT  NCIC checks on Drivers Licenses

TO Robert Dunn
- -Assistant Commissioner

.

The foliowing répresents a break down as a result of the driver licenses inquiries
for both originals and renewals that were ran against NCIC to detect possible wanted
persons. -

May 1984 Drivers licenses 16,000
. Absolute hits from NCIC 6
Possible hits from NCIC a3

Of the 33 possible hits, it is possible that there are other absolute hits, however,
in order to determine this, it would require more investigative work and contact with the
individual to deterrine identity.

As a result of this exercise, approximately 30 hours was expended determining
these results excluding computer time which was approximately an additiona! 16 hours
because the program was run interactive with other hot file inquiries. If this were put
into & daily or weekly production run, the hours indicated would be greatly reduced as |
have indicated to your before. On a daily bases, it would not take any longer to run the
drivers licenses against NCIC than the current titie application file tape that is ran
against NCIC for possible stolen vehicles.

For your review, | have included copies of the 6 absolute hits.
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To:

From:

Subject:

~ STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE

Inter-Department Communication

Robert Dunn Date:  April 11, 1995
Assistant Commissioner :

Colonel Lynn M. Presby | Office: State Police
Director : Headquarters

Po!gmial Wanted Persons

s

For your information, the approximate work hours utilized for the review and action
on the May 1994 Driver License applications file in searching for Wanted Felons is

~ as follows:
* 1. | Computer Time | 16 hours
2. | Initial Review - | : 30 hours
3. | Secondary Review _ 10 hours
4. | Probable *HIT" (30) 30 hours
5. | Absolute "HIT (7) | 10 hours
| 6. | Out-of-state research ' 5 hours
7. | Estimated arrest time per person : 25 hours
8. 20 hours
e 146 hours'

From this, one individual has been identified which the originating state has

.indicatedawﬂﬁngnesstocx&aditethatbeingaBmglarysuspectfromthe State of

California.

If I can provide additional details, please let me know.

Coionel Lynn M. Presby

Director
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WANTED PERSON

'OR026023C NAM/REED,JOHN STEVEN SEX/M RAC/W DOB/19620921
‘510 WGT/135 EYE/HAZ HAI/BRO FBI/741591X6 SMT/TAT R SHLD
|/0A-157350 SOC/566136366

/ LARCENY

/19871026 OCA/DA350578

/EXTR WA, ID,MT,UT,WEST SD,NW WY BY SHUTTLE-FTA ARRAIGN THEFT I-
IS MULTNOMAH CO soO JAIL WARRANTS PORTLAND 503 248-3210
/19631021

/REED,JOHEN JAMES

/DAWSON JOHN JAMES

/DAWSON, JON JAY

{JAPPE ,JOHN JAMES

-/PLOUNSE,JOHN JAMES -

/REED, JAMES JAMES

/STEPHENS ,MICHAEL JAMES

/DAY , JOHN

/KEIFER,KEVIN PATRICK

/W995684754 DTE/19970416 0000 EDT

ED CONFIRM WARRANT AND EXTRADITION WITH ORI
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/WANTED PERSON
/NJO070000 NAM/SMITH,JOHN C SEX/M RAC/B DOB/19800815

/510 WGT/165 EYE/BRO HAI/BLK FBI/607466EB6
/P01110PMO7PICO12PMO6 MNU/OA-274008C
'/RECEIVE STOLEN PROP

/19990503 OCA/509699S
./WANTED REC STLN PROP BWN-99-01-0192-I ALSO 5098998 EXTR NY CT PA DE MD ONLY

:/DET MONGIELLO LKA/59 DELMAR PL IRVINGTON NJ
IS ESSEX CO SHERIFFS OFF NEWARK 973 621-4111

./W162282828 DTE/199%0602 0000 EDT '

ED CONFIRM WARRANT AND EXTRADITION WITH ORI

NC25 NBR 3692 AT O7FEBOO 12:37:42
! WORK1 NBR 13 AT O7FEBOO0 12:37:43 MSG 20833/07FEB00
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. /WANTED PERSON - :
-/PA0020000 NAM/SMITH,JESSE BLAKE SEX/M RAC/W POB/OH DOB/19751015
1/510 WGT/130 EYE/BLU HAI/BRO FBI/597024CB2

1:/278827805 ‘
1/25335982 OLS/PA OLY/1999

|-/PROB VIOLATION - SEE MIS

1/19990430 OCA/9606885
3/VI0 PRO/PAR ORIG OFF/UNLAW USE COMPUTER/THEFT DECEPTION/BAD CHECKS EXT
3/NATIONWIDE .

.’ IS ALLEGHENY CO S0 PITTSBURGH 412 350-4714

1c/W155076837 DTE/19990503 0000 EDT
MED CONFIRM WARRANT AND EXTRADITION WITH ORI

NC2S NBR 3678 AT 07FEBOO 12:35:52 '
‘T WORK1 NBR 9 AT O7FEBOO 12:35:53 MSG 20765/07FEBOO



STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE
Inter-Department Communication

Date March 25, 1995

At (Office) SIU o~
.FROM Trp. David Cargill Jr. : ” Lt. F. Breen
SUBJECT Fugitive Task Force
TO Colonel Lynn Presby G)'h“ ?ﬁ

Dear Colonel Presby,

This letter is to give you an update on the New Hampshire Fugitive Task Force
“Operation Safe Streets.” This Task Force started on March 6, 1995 and consists of State,
Local, County and Federal law enforcement officers. The objective of this task force is to
assist the Hillsborough County Sheriffs Department with the apprehension of wanted fugitives
from the State of New Hampshire. The Hillsborough County Sheriffs Office, at the start of
this operation had a list of 880 Felony Warrants. The Task Force took from this list what it
believed to be the most violent fugitives. We started with 330 fugitive warrants.

As of March 27, 1995, the halfway point in this Task Force, the following statistics
have been compiled. Total cases cleared: 21. These cases involved the finding of the fugitive
~and are beyond extradition limits set by the County Attorney or deceased. Total arrests: 52.
These cases involved the apprehension of the fugmve by arrest or detainer. The offenscs are
broken down as follows:

ARRESTED / DETAINED CLEARED

Murder

Burglary

Kidnaping

Escape

Weapons Offense
Robbery

Fugitive from Justice

2nd Degree Assault
Receiving Stolen Property
Theft by Extortion

u-—-uuuinnuar-
[y



ARRESTED / DETAINED CLEARED

'Aggravated Felonious
Sexual Assault .
Hindering Apprebension
Sale Narcotic Drug
Sale Control Drug
Possession Narcotic Drug
Possession Control Drug
Probation Violation
Theft by Unauthorized
Taking
Issuing Bad Checks
Willful Concealment
Forged Prescriptions
Fraudulent Use Credit
Cards _ 1
Fm : |
Bail Jumping -~ - : 1

[V N - FURESS Iy ¥
10 s Ju

it put et D

* There are two cases that total 21 counts onggravatet Felonious Sexual Assault..

 Respectfully mbmined.
/A
Trp. David L. Cargill Jr. #577
Special Invesigation Unit




ENTRY

2.I

2.2

SECTION 2—-ENTRY

EXAMPLE OF AN ENTRY

EW-C.MD1012600.DOE, JOHN J.M.W.TX.101231..510.175.BRO.BRO. .DRK. 8C R HND.
121011C0O141159TTCI13.AS-375145249.375145249.34862561.MD.84.0907.1201686.TEST.
ARMED AND DANGEROUS--TEST RECORD.ABC123.MD.83.PC.2Y27HSL100009.75.PONT.VEN.

' 2D.BLU

- 'Acknowledgment:

. MD101260G0

NAM/DOE, JOHN J NIC/W146203706

MANDATORY FIELDS FOR RECORD ENTRY

. The following fields are mandatory to cause acceptance of a wanted person entry into NCIC

storage: MKE, ORI, NAM (The base record NAM must be included in all entry messages,
and it must contain the individual’s true name), SEX, RAC, HGT, WGT, HAI, OFF, DOW,
OCA, and at least one of the following numeric identifiers: date of birth including month,
day, and year; stolen/fraudulent name and stolen/fraudulent date of birth, (a stolen/fraudulent
name is required if a stolen/fraudulent date of birth is entered as the only searchable numeric
identifier); FBI Identification Number; miscellaneous identifying number other than
originating agency police or identification number; Social Security number; operator’s license
number with operator’s license state and operator’s license year of expiration; license plate
number with license plate state, license plate year, and license plate type; or vehicle
identification number with vehicle year, vehicle make, and vehicle style.

The mandatory fields for entry of a record permit entry when the only known identifier for
an individual is a stolen/fraudulent identifier. Since stolen/fraudulent identifiers are
processed as a supplemental record, and since at least one unique identifier is required to
enter a base record, the base record entry format allows an entering agency to transmit both
the base record and one of each type of stolen/fraudulent identifier in one transaction. This
provides for the inclusion of a numerical identifier for record entry purposes.

The base record entry format includes one of each of the stolen/fraudulent identifier fields.
These fields immediately follow Vehicle Color (VCO) Field and are entered in the following
order: stolen/fraudulent name; stolen/fraudulent date of birth; stolen/fraudulent Social
Security number; stolen/fraudulent miscellaneous identifying number; and stolen/fraudulent
operator’s license number, state, and year of expiration. For example:

Hm US Do7 . Fﬁi ierie 0/9€m77n//! MBI

ey, 1e9¢

APRIL 1998 _ 17 - WANTED PERSON FILE



HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT
MANCHESTER POLICE DEPARTMENT
NASHUA POLICE DEPARTMENT
- NEW HAMPSHIRE STATE POLICE
MERRIMACK POLICE DEPARTMENT
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING & URBAN DEVELOPMENT
and the -
UNITED STATES MARSHALS SERVICE
| FUGITIVE TASK FORCE

MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING

This memorandum of understanding is entered into by the above mentioned law

enforcement agencies and the United States Marshals Service.

PUilPOSE

The purpose of the Memorandum of Understanding (MOU)) is to outline the
combined mission of the United Statés Marshals Service and the Hillsborough
County Sheriff's Dept., Manchester Police Dept., Nashua Police Dept., New
Hampshire State Police, Merrimack Police Departrment, U.S. Depf. of Housihg
& Urban Development here after known as “Operation Streets” that will

~ concentrate on individuals wanrttizd on federal and/or city and local warrants with
a history of violence,h The intent of this operation will be to locate and arrest of
fugiﬁi'es, wanted by boﬂ1 federal or local jurisdictions, thereby increasing public

safety. This MOU will formalize the pqlicy, guidance and planning between the

{



participating agencies involving fugitive investigations, apprehensions, and

related matters.

| MISSION |

The primary mission of this Fugitive Task Force will beﬂ to seek out and attempt
to take into custody those persons wanted on felony warrants classified as being
violent crimes. The targetted crimes will concentrate on fugitives wanted on
weapons offenses, violent cnmes against the person including sexual assault and
rape, murder, drug offenses, and career criminals with extensive felony histories.
The warrants selected will be those that due to budget or manpower constfaints
currently are not being inv'estigated by either the federal, city or municipal
agencie;. The United States Marshals Service and each law enforcement agency
will identify thﬁsc outstanding warrants §n which the Fugitive Task Force will
focus. The intent of this joint eﬂ’oft will be to locate and arrést those federal

and state fugitives, thereby increasing puBlic safety.

 AUTHORITY
‘Unitcd States Marshals Service investigators gain authority through R.S.M.O.
590.150 Peace Officer Authority. City and Municipal authority to work federal

cases is gained through Federal Coﬂe 28 CFE, Subpart T, Section 0.112, U.S.



Marshals Service Manual Section 9.8-1. This Federal Code allows state and
- muniCipal investigators to be swom in as Deputy, U. S. Marshals for duties

directly related to the Fugitive Task Force.

COMPOSITION

The task force will consist of a combined body of members of participating law
enforcement agencies who have executed. this MOU. Each particpating agency
| agrees to provide at lea;t one (1) officer during opcfationa_l ac’:tivitics' ?nvolving
arrests. |
DIRECTION

'I'he‘police, progfam involvement, and direction of the task force shall be the
joint responsibility of all participating agencies.

The local officers will, for administrative purposeé, report directly to their
commanding officer. The supervising United Stafes Marshals Service employee
will report dix?bctly to the United Staf&s Mamhals Service Supervisor, District of

New Hampshire.

SUPERVISION

Supervision of the personnel assigned to the Fugitive Task Force will be the

mutual responsibility of the participating agencies. Responsibility for the



conduct of the assigned personnel will remain with the respective agency’s

policies and procedures.

Operational problems will be mutually addressed and resolved by ﬁxe assigned
5upervisors. If problems arise which cannot be resolved to their mutual
satisfaction, they should be presented progressively to th; next highest authority
in both agencies for resolution. It is agreed that resolution of the operational
problems at the lowest possible lévcl is in the best interest of the operation.
The Fugitive Task Force headquarters is located in the Hillsborough County
Sheriff Department offices in Manchester.

REPORTS AND RECORDS

All warrants, investigative reports, and arrest reports will be maintained by the
agency responsible for the investigation. Copies of adopted cases will be kept

with the USMS .coordinator, in the event of a collateral lead.

EQUIPMENT |

© Each agency will be equipped with its own radio frequency and any other means

- used to transmit information. Radio will be the main source of communication.

All motor vehicles will be operated from the purpose of furthering the mission

of 'the‘ Memorandum of Understanding. Each agency is responsible for the

fueling, maintenance, liability of the motor vehicle that their respective

{
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~ investigators operate.

-

PROCEDURES

United States Marshals Service personnel assigned to the Fugitive Task Force
will be assigned full time for the duration of the Task Force. The mission is to
investigate and execute outstanding federal ﬁnd local ;\vvarrants. All cases will be
jointly investigated. Each new unit will consist ideally of city, county, state
police, and United States Mhah- Service and other federal agency
representatives. It is agreed that unilat_cral action on the part of either

agency/participant is not in the beét interest of the Fugitive Task Force.

United States Marshals Service personnel assigned to the Fugitive Task Force

will maintain supervision over federal cases, and maintain control of the case

files. simﬂuly full-time Fugitive Task Force members will maintain control

and- supervision over their respective cases. It is within the understanding of

this document that the federal and statefcounty/local warrants wili overlap

‘through the investigation, with this cooperation amongst agencies aiding all

investigations.. Each agency will be liable for actions and dissemination of

information distributed by their investigator.



An arrest will be prosecuted in the federal or state court that has venue. A
~ determination will be made on a case-by-case basis when there is an arrest of a
fugitive who has a warrant in the federal court system and the city/state court

system, as to sequence of prosecution.

The criteria for the decision will be based on which leve!l the prosecution would
“be of the greatest benefit to the overall operation and carrying out the purpose

of the MOU. Investigators will assist in prosecutions.

FINANCIAL RESPONSIBILITIES
All costs accrued by the Fugitive Task Force will be bome by the individual

agencies.

FIREARMS POLICY
- Each participating agency will adhere to its own firearms policy as set forth in
. their policy and guidelines and ensure that each participant is current in their

qualifications.



PRESS EMBARGO
" 1t is agreed that no mention will be made to the press about the Fugitive Task

Force, or United States Marshals Service involvement until a joint press
statement can be prepared. That press statement will be coordinated through the

United States Marshals, District of New Hampshire.

RELEASE OF LIABILITY
. The United States Marshals Service is relieved of all liability regarding the

actions of other agency participants and each agency will be liable, to the extent

recognized under law, for the actions of its employees.

This Memorandum of Understanding, is agreed to this 4?/ day of

_faég“?_ 1995.

@Q@

_ NEW }bMSHmE DIVISION OF
. DISTRICT OF NH. - THE STATE POLICE |




< <PRESS RELEASE> >

FUGITIVE TASK FORCE

A
Federal, State, County, & Local
Law Enforcement Initiative

PARTICIPATING AGENCIES:

UNITED STATES MARSHALS SERVICE

U.S. DEPT. OF HUD-INSPECTOR GENERAL FOR INVESTIGATIONS
NEW HAMPSHIRE STATE POLICE .

HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY SHERIFFS

HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY ATTORNEY'S OFFICE

MANCHESTER POLICE DEPT.

NASHUA POLICE DEPT.

MERRIMACK POLICE DEPT.

GOFFSTOWN POLICE DEPT.

OPERATIONAL OVERVIEW:

Federal, State, County & local law enforcement officials announced today the
successful culmination of a short term (6 week) Fugitive Task Force in
Hillsborough County, which resulted in the apprehension of 78 fugitives from
justice, and was also responsible for clearing an additional 48 warrants held by
the Hillsborough County Sheriff.

The Fugitive Task Force was established in response to United States Attomey

' General Janet Reno’s commitment to combatting violent crime. The United
States Marshals Service, as part of the U.S. Attomey’s Violent Crime Task
Force has, under the direction of United States Marshal Raymond Gagnon,
organized this multi-agency Fugitive Task Force that concentrated efforts
primarily in Hillsborough County, however some cases overlapped into

- neighboring northern Massachusetts communities and involved the participation
of the Massachusetts State Police Fugitive Task Force. This multi agency effort
successfully resulted in the apprehension of 78 felons wanted in Hillsborough



County-

The primary mission of this multi-agency Fugitive Task Force was to St?ek out
and take into custody persons wanted on felony warrants classified as violent
crimes, thereby increasing the general public’s safety.

The operation concentrated on fugitives wanted on weapons offenses, violent
crimes against persons including sexual assault and rape, murder, drug offenses
and career criminals with extensive felony histories. It was our intent to target a
particular region, of the state, for a specific period of time, involving multi-
agency participation by local, state, county, and federal law enforcement.

MULTI-AGENCY COOPERATION:

The Fugitive Task Force represents a first in New Hampshire, in regards to the
number of arrests and inter-agency participation, where federal marshals, state
_police, county sheriffs, and local law enforcement agencies jointly cooperated in
sharing resources and expertise in working together towards the apprehension of
fugitives. Law Enforcement Agencies participating in addition to the United
States Marshals were; the New Hampshire State Police, Hillsborough County
Sheriffs, Manchester Police Department, Nashua Police Department, Merrimack
Police Department and the Goffstown Police Department, plus agents from the
U.S. Department of Housing & Urban Development operating in concert with

* their Safe Homes Program. | '

¢  OPERATIONAL MECHANICS:

©  Task Force participants were sworn in as Special Deputy United
States Marshals, which empowered them to operate throughout the
nation. '

O  Hillsborough County Sheriff's Criminal Division was responsible for
the compilation, coordination and maintenance of all warrants, as
well as fumished office space for the duration of the project.

©  HUD Involvement was twofold: 1.) assistance in securing assistance
from N.H. Housing Finance to assist local and state law
enforcement, and 2.) assignment of two inspectors to assist the
actual operation.

-
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o Coordination thh the N.H. State Police Intelligence Unit in
addition to parhcxpanng as an active team member, assistance in

accessing data and other intelligence.

©  Assignment by each participating department (USMS, HUD, NHSP,
HCS, MPD, NPD, MPD, GPD). of line officers, with equipment, for
the duration of the pmject

o Cooperation and assistance from Massachusetts State Police

Fugitive Task Force in the apprehension of individuals residing in
the Commonwealth of Massachusetts.

IMPACT:

¢  Demonstrated the effecuveness of multi-agency collaboration in
combatting crime,

® Made the streets of New Hampshire more safe as the result of 78 arrests
plus the clearing of an additional 48 cases,

®  Enhanced capacity to utilize all available tools in the combatting Crime,

®  Fugitive Training to all law enforcement professionals participating in the

Fugitive Task Force.



—
R A T T

GFITR TA e T R el

Pt o e o AL -~

U.S. Marshal Fugitive Task Force

' DATA OVERVIEW:

e TOTAL # ARRESTS or DETAINED: 99

e BREAKDOWN BY:

©  CRIME:

Murder: 1

Attempted Murder: 1 (3 counts)
Burglary: 18

Kidnapping: 1

Escape: 3

Weapons Offense: 2

- Robbery: 3

Fugitive from Justice: 3

1st Degree Assault: 3

2nd Degree Assault: 5

Theft by Extortion: 1

Aggravated Felonious

Sexual Assault: 7 (2 cases = 21 counts)
Drug Sales: 16

Other Drug Offenses: 9

Violation of Probation: 6

‘Forgery: 1

Bail Jumping: 2

~ All Other Felonies: 17

Total number of arrested individuals were 78, however
the number of warrants executed was 99.

- - Sex: 64,' Male:: 14 Female

- Total Number of Cases Cleared: 48 (Indnnduals have been
located but not yet arrested.)

Males: 41

~ Females: 7
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HIGHLIGHTED CASES
“ONE OF THE MOST WANTED PERSONS IN NH.*

PLACENCIA, WILSON:

Arrested in Lawrence Massachusetts, by the Task Force on 4/11/95. Subject
was wanted in N.H. for 2 counts of attempted murder, and by the
Commonwealth of Massachusetts for attempted murder, Assault & Battery with
a Dangerous Weapon, Robbery and Spousal Abuse.

“OLDEST CASE CLOSED”
HEALY, JOHN:

Wanted by the N.H. Department of Corrections for escape in 1979. Located
serving time in Bridgewater State Prison, Massachusetts. He is serving time

-under his true name of JAMES HEALY, but was using a different DOB.

Fingerprint comparison done by state ﬁngerprmt technician confirmed identity.
Detainer lodged.

“SEX CRIMES.”

LODSDON, JAMES:

Located by Task Force members serving time in Massachusetts for Aggravated
Felonious Sexual Assault, had 12 counts for the same offense pending in
Hillsborough County. Detainer lodged.

“ONE OF THE MOST DANGEROUS INDIVIDUALS ARRESTED."

SUPRENANT, ROBERT:
Subject is- wanted by Hillsborough County for Kidnapping and Aggravated
Felonious Sexual Assault and was the subject of a nationwide manhunt. The

_ Task Force learned that the subject was working as a bartender in St.

Petersburg, Florida. He was arrested at work by members of the St. Peicrsbm'g
Police and the Tampa office of the U.S. Marshals Service.
“ODDITIES.” |

The Task Force cleared six warrants by finding that the wanted individuals were
in fact deceased. 2 died of AIDS; 1 died of drowning; 1 died of an illicit drug
overdose; 1 died of alcohol poisoning (BAC .50); and 1 individual was



confirmed dead by the comers office, however cause of death could not be
disclosed without. written consent of the next of kin.

"OLDEST BURGLARY CASE CLOSED”

RICH, RONALD:
" ‘Charged in 1981 with burglary in Francestown, N.H., Mr. Rich was found living

in Clinton Massachusetts using a different Date of Blrth (DOB). All law
enforcement officers who handled the 1981 burglary investigation, after 14 years
are still with their same depamnents (Frar_icestown & N.H. State Police)

“YOUR NOT SAFE FROM ARREST EVEN IN THE HOSPITAL.”
CASTONGUAY DAVID; MORRIS, JOHN; FARLAND RAYMOND:

David_Castonguay wanted for possession of a firearm by a convicted felon
checked himself into Catholic Medical Center (CMC). John Morris, wanted for
extortion nationwide, was located in the Veteran Administration Hospital in St.
Petersburg Florida. Raymond Farland wanted by Illinois authorities for failure
to appear on charges of Aggravated Assault and Unlawful Use of a Weapon was
found working at the Manchester Veterans Administration Hospital.

"DON'T THINK LEAVING THE COUNTRY WILL HELP.”

Three individuals who will remain unnamed have been located by the Task
Force living overseas. Two have been identified living in Europe, while one is
in South America. These cases have been referred to the Department of Justice,
Intemational Assistance Desk and Interpol for further action.

“BAD OF THE BAD."

. VINCENT, DOUGLAS:

Located and arrested in Magalia Cahforma, Vincent was thrown out of the Hells
Angels because of extreme conduct. He was arrested on a charge of 2nd degree
assault.

3



3/15/95....17018
3/28/95....18948 it

1995 SESSION 0425L
95-0199
03/08
SENATE BILL 167-PN )
AN ACT  requiring any persén applying for or renewing a driver's licenge

to be checked through the National Crime Informaticn Center fozr
wvanted falons and the National Law Enforcement
Talecommunications Systems, as a prscondition to issuance, and
imposing a surcharge on £fines and default payments which are
overdue to the division of motor vehicles. '

SPONSORS: Sen. Roberge, Dist 9; Sen, Lovejoy, Dist 6; Rep. J. Bradley,
: " Carr 8; Rep. R. Poster, Carr 10

COMMITTEE: Transportation

L

AMENDED ANALYSIS
This bill:

(1) Roduirol any perscn applying for or renswing a driver's license to
be checked through the National Crime Information Center or the Naticnal
Law Muqmnt Tealecommunications Systems, as a precondition to issuance.

(2) Authorizes ths director of state polics, department of safety, to
establish a new unit of the state police and assign 2 to 5 police officers
to serve criminal processes, warrants, eourt defaults, and arrest perscns
wanted for misdemeanors. '

(3) Requires that .any person who pi:uvidnl false information when
applying for a license forfait any fee paid.

'BXPLARATION: Matter added to current lav appears in bold italics.
- Matter removed fram current law appears in [brackets].
Matter which is either (a) all new or (b) repealed and
reanacted appears in regular type.



2 Record Chack Required of License Issuance. Amend RSA 263:5-a, I to
read ag follows: |
263:5-a Application by New Resident. .
I. Vhen a perscm who has established residency as provided in
RSRA 263:35 applies for a driﬁr'l license the director shall not igsue a
driver's license to the applicant until [he] the director has:
(a) Determined the validity of all licenses being surrendered;
(and) ' |
' (b) - Secursd a certified copy of the motor vehicle record or
records on file in the jurisdiction or jurisdicticons of the licenses being
surrendered(.] ;
' (c) Checked the applicant's record through the MNational Crime
Information Centar . (BCIC) and the Mational Iaw ERaforcement
Teleconmmications Systems (N-LETS). If the applicant is listed with the

'.I:I'Ccr.l--m as a wanted felon, the qpl:la:ién shall be danied.

3 Rew Paragraph; Honrefundable Fee. Amend RSA 263:5-a by inserting
after paragraph VI the following nev paragraph:
VII. Any person who provides false information as provided in

. paragraph VI shall forfeit any fee paid.

4 Record Check Required for License Renewal. Amend RSA 263:10 to read
as follows: | |
263:10 Licsnse Bxpiratica.
I. ALl licenses shall expire on the fourth amniversary of the-

"license holder's dats- of birth following the date of issuance. The

departmant shall notify each holder of a license by mail addressed to the
holder's last known address, 30 days prior to ths expiration date therecf
otapliccnndtiuvhm [he] the holdar shall appear for ths issuancs
of a new licenss.

II. PBefore a license may be reissued, the director shall check the
applicant's record through the Eational Crime Informstion Center (NCIC) and
the Eational Iaw Enforcement Telecormumications Systems (N-LETS). If che
applicant is listed as a wauted felan, the applicmtion shall be denied.
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7 New Subparagraph; Funds Designmated. Amend RSA 6:12, I by inserting
after subparagraph (kkk) the following new subparagraph:

(111) Moneys received from the surcharge on overdus fines and
default payments pursuant to RSAR 263:56-f, which shall be credited to the
fund established under RSR 263:56-d. ' .

8 Report. The commissioner shall send a notice in June 1995 with a
follow up notice in September 1995 to the last known address of all
indivim- with outstanding fines and payments. The notice shall inform
all individuals with outstanding fines and payments that the general court
is serious about court defaults and that as of January 1, 1996 2 surcharge
shall be collected cn all cverdue fines and default payments.

9 JApplicability. The surcharges assessed under RSA 263:56-£f, as
inserted by section 6 of this act, shall be collected on all overdus fines
and dafault paymants outstanding beginning January 1, 1996, regardless of
vhen such fines and dafault paymsnts were initially imposed.

10 Effective Date. |

I. Section 8 Ml take effeact upcn its passage.
II. The remainder of this act shall take effect January 1, 1996.

[



TESTIMONY FROM BOB DUNN - SB-167 BEFORE HOUSE TRANSPORTATION
' ‘ April 13, 1995 :

I’m Robert Dunn, Assistant Commissioner of the '
Department of Safety and we are in opposition to this bill.
Now, we are in agreement with the purposes of the bill. We,
you know, it’s a good idea to check people through NCIC and .
try to apprehend wanted felons and it’s a good idea to try to
collect the money that is owed to the state by those
thousands of people out there that are in default to the
court.

But the big problem we have with this bill is that this
bill doesn’t give the funding to carry out the purposes of .
the bill. Basically if it’s a good enough idea to require us
do it, then we should get the funding to do it, and I’m going
to talk in some further detail about that.

Really, it’s, I want to start off by talking about the
NCIC system because the NCIC, I think that’s critical to an
understanding of this whole bill because it’s not simply just
punching a button. The NCIC system runs on a so called
Soundex basis so that when you enter somebody’s name into
NCIC you enter a name and a date of birth your going to come
back with a match on similar names and date of births.

Each alphabet letter except vowels gets a numerical
value, so if for instance John Doe is run through the system
then probably you‘re going to get a hit back on a Jan Doe or
a Jane Doe that has the same date of birth. And when that
happens, then the officer who is conducting the ingquiry and
usually they are obviously officers out on the road, they
need to take a look at the other physical identifiers that
are in the NCIC systen. :

Things like height, weight, eye color, race, gender, and
then they can usually rule out some of the various
individuals involved. But, under certain circumstances even
that doesn’t serve to rule the person out so they’ll have to
engage that individual in some kind of verbal discussion.

. .
If the warrant is from Missouri, they might want try to
ask the person whether they ever lived in Missouri. So that’s
the way that the NCIC checks are usually done. If it looks
like that is a good hit or a good match, then the individual
has to, the trooper or the officer has to contact the out of
state jurisdiction to determine whether or not that warrant
" is still outstanding, and also to determine whether or not
the out of state jurisdiction is willing to come and
- axtradite the wanted person.
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You know, if they’re from Florida and they’re wanted say
for theft in Florida, Florida might not be willing to come
all the way to NH and extradite. Now if the person does get
arrested, then you need to go through the process of
extradition. You need to take officers to bring the person to
Court to get a fugitive warrant to handle the extradition and
maybe to testify at any court cases.

So what we did here after the hearing in the Senate was
we started this pilot project and tried to see just what
would the results be, if we took a month’s worth of license
applications and renewals on the DMV system and ran that
through the NCIC system, and as Peter indicated this is
something that the FBI at first was telling us they couldn’t
do and now they put in writing that this is possible, we are
able to do it so from that perspective, there is no problem
with the Federal Government. It is a legal possibility but

the guestion is again. one of funding.

We ran 16,000 names through the system and out of that
we had 1600 possible matches that came back and after those
were reviewed by state police dispatchers we were able to
narrow that down to thirty three possible hits. Most of those
again came up because they were hits that arose out of the
similarity of the name. Those 33 were turned over to the
State Police Intelligence Unit or the SIU and, in what is
probably the most labor intensive part of the NCIC process
they cross referenced other files, they used telephone calls,
other agencies computerized checklists, and they were able to
eliminate all except six people which looked like they were
absolute hits.

They took those six and then contacted the out of state
jurisdiction and it turned out that two of the people out of
those checks were erroneously on NCIC. They had been retained
on NCIC by the out of state jurisdiction mistakenly. And
those out of state agencies are in the process of taking
those people off. So that left us with four. Out of those
four, one of those people was wanted in another state, and
that state was not willing to travel this far to extradite.
Of these four people I think two of them were wanted for
theft crimes, and two of them were wanted for drug

possession charges.

So that left three that were hits and that were people
.that the out of state, actually two of them were, turned out
to be Rockingham County people and one of them was from the
West Coast. The State Police sent out two troopers to try to
track down these folks and they were not able to locate them
at their last known addresses. They talked to some people,
they don’t believe they are going to be able to make any
arrests arising out of this investigation.
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. So that was the result of the test of one month’s worth
of work in this particular area. The idea about the use of
the terminal, and that’s obviously one way to do it, we are
assuming that if we were to be instructed to carry out this
program we would be doing it on a sort of off line basis, the
same way that we do the National Driver Register checks now
for defaulters. When somebody comes in they get a temporary
license and then during the pendency of the temporary license
we conduct the check, we check the records and if they are in
default we suspend that license or don’t issue them a
permanent license. Because if you don’t do it like then that
means every person who’s coming in for a new license has to
come in to Concord. If they live in Colebrook, they live in
Nashua, they live in Portsmouth, they’re going to have to
come in to Concord personally to get the license.

The state police estimated that in order to carry this
program out to carry NCIC portion of this out, that they
would need four troopers and two support staff, and their
~ estimate of the cost of that is $365,000. Now that is for the

NCIC portion of it, cbviously, and as Peter indicated that
would take up the vast bulk of the time. The bench warrants
that have been issued on violations, would be something that
this unit would not be able to make a significant dent in,
just by virtue of the numbers. ,

Now, looking at it on the other side of the picture here
‘we get back to the funding side. HB-543 was the surcharge
bill that’s contained in this piece of legislation and it is,
that bill was already killed in House Finance. Basically what,
that portion of this bill does is require that people pay a
one percent per month surcharge on defaults that are overdue
by more than one year. We opposed HB-543 when it came before
House Finance, and one thing that we pointed out that I think
is persuasive is that, all of these people from whom the
surcharge is supposed to be collected are people whose
‘licenses, and in most cases there registrations also have

" been suspended. So these people are folks who have not
‘responded to a license suspension. They not only ignored
their summons and didn’t appear in court, or didn’t do what
they were obligated to do, but then when they got a license
suspension, they didn’t respond to that either, and
presumably have been out there driving without a license.

And that’s why it seems at least questionable whether or
not by saying to these same folks that you‘re going to have
to pay even more money, that we’re going to get them to come
‘in from the cold and make good on their obligation. The other
part of the funding of this bill would come from the various
bail sources. But the one thing that I think is the most ‘
critical fact of all in this policy decision that you all
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have to make is that there is no specific definitive amount
of monev that anyone can point to that would be used to fund
this project. We’re being ordered by the legislature to set
up this unit and do these checks but there is no definitive
amount of money that someone can point to and say one year
from now when you set up this unit, you are going to have
this money in your hand. And that is our biggest problem with

We don’t necessarily disagree with the purposes here but
it just is not adequately funded. Just a note in closing,
there has been a lot of effort over the course of prior
years, and Peter DeVere certainly deserves a lot of credit
in this regard, in terms of trying to bring in those
defaulters to try to get that money returned to the state.
There are a couple of court default projects which have been
ongoing, they are still ongoing, they to date have brought in
about one and a half million dollars, a little less than a
million and a half dollars. They are ongoing and hopefully
they are going to continue to bring more in. That is
something that everybody needs to keep working on. But you
know as Peter said, this particular unit would probably not
end up being able to spend a lot of time working on the
defaulters who owe all this money to the state because they’d
be spending their time, appropriately enough, trying to track
down the folks that were the really the most dangerous
criminals that were out there. And I would be happy to answer
any questions you might have. ' _

Rep. : Mr. Dunn, in the bill it states the new unit
would have no more than $ police officers. Is there a reason
why they must be uniformed officers or can NCIC be accessed
by staff personnel?

Bob Dunn: I think the reason that they need to be
uniformed is because a lot of the investigative, there is a
really big investigative component in NCIC, that requires
dealing with other agencies in using police work to track
these folks down, so they really do need to be uniformed
officers in that unit. They could be assisted by civilians at
certain points along the way, but you need to have uniformed

officers to carry this out.

Rep. : I'm Qoing to ask you a question that I asked
earlier regarding the cost of NCIC/NLETS. Is there a cost
associated with this either through subscription or per

inquiry?

Bob bunn: I ..... from Charlie Sova who is our director
of Administration. He tells me that for either NLETS or NCIC
we have a subscription. I’m not sure what the amount is, I
don’t think the amount changes, I think it’s just a flat
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rate, so I don’t think it depends on, I don’t think the
amount that we pay depends on the usage we have.

Rep. : In telling us how NLETS functions, I have the
question, I have the notion that it seemed to function best
when the wanted felon was obliging enough to use a real name
as opposed to an alias. If an alias is used say felon Mr.
Jones applies in his application as Mr. Kowolski, is it

substantially more difficult to track him down? ‘

Bob Dunn: On NCIC, yeah, because it is based on the
name. If you run Jones, your not going to get a possible hit
back on Kowolski. :

. Rep : I have an additional question that you may ....
responsibility but on the fiscal note on the back it says
there is an increasing of the license fee, and I do not see
this in the text. Is that ....ccc..?. : . .

Bodb Dunn: That was in a prior version of the bill. The
bill as it was originally drafted with would have funded this
with 2 one dollar per license application fee increase. So
this has substituted that license fee, substituted the
funding mechanisms that are embodied in the bill that’s in
front of you now, for the license fee increase.

Rep. : On the third page of the bill, I see that driving
offenses has been deleted and in it’s place any offense is
included. Am I to assume by this liberal reading that means

any type of vioclation, misdemeanor whether it be related to a

vehicle’s particular use or not?
Bob Dunn: That’s right.

Rep. : With the testimony which was given here this
morning that identified there is a problem, has the agency in
this division looked at towns to resolve this problem without
creating this division? I mean if there is a problem out
there, and statistics are right, and there is felons that are
out there, then what is the agency doing to make it differ-

- ent, if this bill is not being supported, then is there any

other way to resolve this problem, that is to become more
effective than what we are doing?

Bob Dunn: Well, I mean, that gets back, I guess, to the
issues that Corporal Doucette talked about. The most effect-
ive way, I guess, that exists right now, to apprehend folks,
is to encounter them on the road, to run checks where you can
and to utilize normal law enforcement techniques to capture .
them. The idea that’s embodied in this bill is certainly one
way of addressing that problem. The pilot project showed that
there vere at least 4 people that were out there who hold NH

" Page 5



licenses that were wanted on NCIC. You know, I guess, it

" becomes a policy question about whether or not the resources
are better put into trying to find them through this method,
or to having troopers out on the road that would be stopping
people and trying to check them out. But, this is one way of
doing it, again, if that’s the way that the legislature
chooses to ask us to do it, all we’re saying is we need to
make sure that we have the money to be able f£o pay for fhat,

Rep. : So at what point then cost is"a factor? I mean,
unless you reach a certain point and you start ...... crine,
the cost, at the end, that is a factor in making a certain
decision. If you’re looking at figures of 16,000 people then
it comes down to 16,000 people matched to 1600 down to "X"
amount, and then down to three people and your looking at
also the cost factor for extradition.

Bob Dunn: Yes, there certainly there’s costs. There’s a
cost attached to everything, there’d be a cost attached to
all of this. And I guess we just have to make the decision
about whether you think that the costs here is something
that’s going to bear sufficient fruits.

Rep. : How long did yoﬁ run this..ceeeeeas?

Bob Dunn: Over the course of about a month. It was one
month’s worth of names.

Rep.: And that was ..........?
Bob Dunn: Yes, it was all done by that.

Rep.: It was four............ and the original run was
“how many people?

Bob Dunn: 16,000 names

_ Rep. : It is stated here that originally nothing was
being done because the FBI wouldn’t give you, or wouldn’t
give anybody in the state permission to enter this NCIC and
then at some point in time that was given, and then at some
-point in time many months after this, you started this test
program. Is that true? In other words, from the time that you
- knew you had permission to enter the system to get this
information, a period of months elapsed before you started
the test program to see how it would work out. Was that a
- true statement?

¢  Bob Dunn: Yes, we did the pilot project in response to
this legislation. . _
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Rep.: Was there any particular, did it take that long to
implement what you wanted to do? Why would it be that time
lag?

Bob Dunn: We did it in order to provide information to
the legislature, to decide what to, to be able to look at the
facts to make a decision about whether it made sense.

Rep-'HOCK; Mr. Dunn, is there a central repository where
"all defaults are known, for instance names, addresses,
everybody in NH who is in default today? Is that available?

Bob Dunn: Defaults, criminal, civil, the whole nine
yards? _

Rep. Mock: They have not answered their speeding
tickets, yellow lines, burglary, robbery, they did not show
up in Court.

Bob Dunn: If you are in default in any NH court, then
at least ac a matter of state law, the court is able to send
to the Dept. of Safety, the notification of the default and
then we are able to suspend the license. So, to that degree
there is a central repository. If all the names have been
sent in from the Court, then that’s a central repository.

It’s in the possession of the Dept. of Safety.

Rep. Mock: All those names that you are receiving are
going into a computer and being flagged or something, so that
when that when that person comes up for renewal or applies
for a license, they don’t get it?

Bob Dunn: That’s right.

: Rep. Mock: That’s their only punishmant? No issuance, is
that correct? ' .

Bob Dunn: Well, the court is authorized if the person
defaults, to issue a bench warrant and then the person is
subject to arrest on the bench warrant.

Rep. Mock: But they’re not being arrested. Your job is
_to deny the 1icense, period.

" Bob Dunn: That’s right.

: Rep. Mock: Now, can I get into the funding issue? The
way I read section 67? of the bill, is 20% of all money
collected from the surcharge shall be retained by the Dept.
of Safety to defray costs. So, I guess what that means is you
collect a hundred bucks in interest from one percent on the
fine you can keep that. That seems like not very much to me.
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But, if that read twenty percent of all monies collected
shall be retained by your agency, or maybe even better,
forget creating new state positions and say to all the police
in the state, here Town of Bartlett, here is the list of
people who live in your town, from you. New Hampton, here is
a list of people in your town, town of Hampton here’s a bunch
in your town. You go get.that money and you can keep twenty
percent of it. _

Bob Dunn: You know, that’s one thing that ...

Rep. Mock: Give us some incentive to go get it. I know
how the police officers are treated. They go out, they work
hard, they make an arrest, they do everything, and the court
says, 8o and so, not here, find him in default, fifty dollar
fine that’s the end of it. That’s pretty discouraging. But,
if you could collect twenty percent of the hundred dollar
fine, there might be some incentive to go knock on sonme
doors. For these local police.

~ Bob Dunn: Undoubtedly, but you still have the same
problem if you don’t know if you go to look for the person
that you’re actually going to find thenm.

Rep. Mock: But you won’t know if you don't go.
- Bob Dunn: It‘s a chicken and egg thing, certainly.
Rep. Mock: That’s it, thank you.

Rep. : That brings another gquestion for Commissioner
Dunn. Twenty percent of the funds would be allowable for your
expenses. As I figure it and this is just a real quick sum,
$365,000 gives four troopers and two staff. FPiguring about
ten percent additional or twenty percent additional because
of overhead and various and sundry expenses comes to about a
half a million dollars a year for operation. Twenty percent
means you’re going to have to collect two and a half million
dollars in additional fines in order to break even. Is there
that much money in the collection of fines? Not necessarily
the collection of the total fines but in that portion which
is the surcharge? Two and a half million dollars based on
that one percent per month.

Bob Dunn: I frankly don’t know.

Rep. : I don’t think the numbers work out. Some other
means of funding has to be found.
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Rep. Katsakiores: OK, I’ve just got a couple of things I
want to tie together to make sure everyone understands what’s
been said here today. One is that I take it that all the
information you’ve given and I guess essentially your
complete testimony, is also, would also be the testimony of
the Commissioner if he were to be here?

Bob Dunn: Yes.

Rep. Katsakiores: And second question is, is it your
understanding in Mr. DeVere’s testimony, all the references
he made to the Commissioner essentially were really directed
at the Department rather than any individual and is it your
understanding that that’s sufficient to say that he has no

personal?

Bob Dunn: The reason I didn’t speak to the personal
statements that Peter made about the Commissioner is that I
think, and Peter will correct me if I’m wrong, that he
stepped back a little bit from those. I don’t need to defend
the Commissioner in front of the legislature, his record
speaks for itself, and the Dept. of Safety is now, and has

- carried out the laws doing what the legislature has asked us
to do. As Peter pointed out, as far as the NCIC checks go, -
there’s not a single state doing it, and there is no law
which requires us to do that sort of check right now, nor is
there any kind of appropriation to allow us to do that kind
of check, so the Commissioner is carrying out the law, the
Department is carrying out the law.

‘Rep. Katsakiores: Thank'you very much. I don’t see any
other questions. You’ll be available I guess when we get
ready to work on this bill the assistance of George Roberts.

Bob Dunn: Sure, sure. |

Rep. Katsakiores: Thank you.

Transcribed by Linda DeVere from tape on personal tape .
- recorder of Peter DeVere on April 17, 1995. _
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i . requiring boating safety education. INEXPEDIENT TO LEGISLATE. )
Rep. Pe roweli for Resources, Recreation and Development: This bill originally envisioned boater safety cdpcahon
for 16 years olds. During the summer, a subcommittee investigated the issue of safety on New Hampshire's waters via three
public hearings. Three problem areas were identified: (a) the boating public lacks knowiedge of the boating rules. (b) lack
ol enforcement on the lakes, i.c. not enough law enforcement officers available, and (c) pcople operating boats under the
influence of aicohol. It was determined that HB 605-FN would not address the heart of the problem by limiting boater safety
educition 10 only 16 year olds. Therefore, it is recommended this bill be voted Inexpedient To Legislate. Three different
picces of legislation will be filed this session which will address properly these three issucs which are of such concemn to the
boating public. Vole 16-0. | '

SCIENCE, TECHNOLOGY AND ENERGY -

HB 297, allowing commercial or industrial businesses located in New Hampshirc to obtain special competitive electric
rates in certain circumstances. INEXPEDIENT TO LEGISLATE.
Rep. Lawrence J. Guay for Science, Technology and Energy: This bill would have allowed a commercial or industrial busi-
ness located in New Hampshire to obtain approval from the public utilities commission for special competitive electric rates.
The subject matter of this bill is being examined by the Retail Wheeling and Restructuring Study Committee, as part of its
examination of the entire electric utility industry. Vote 12-0.

HB 380. 10 legalize the substitution of metric equivalents for any English system value expressed in state motor vehicle

_ laws. INEXPEDIENT TO LEGISLATE. : :

Rep. Godfrey G. Howard for Science, Technology and Energy: This bill, to legalize the substitution of metric equivalents for
our present English system in state motor vehicle laws, was introduced at the request of the Department of Transportation
to forestall possible loss of Federal highway funds, despite widespread lack of enthusiasm for the use of metric in highway
signs. It is now believed, however, that it may be many years, if ever, before metric highway signage is Federally mandated. -
Hence the bill’s original purpose no longer applies. Vote 12-0.

HB 625, relative to small power producers, qualifying cogenerators, and payment for the purchase of the output of certain
facilities. REFER FOR INTERIM STUDY. ‘
Rep. Bemard D. Lamach for Science. Technology and Energy: Although an amendment was presented and was voted favor-
ably by the committee, Refer to Interim Study was supported by the committee to allow this subject matter to come forward
coincidentally with the effort on Retail Wheeling and Utility Restructuring. Vote 9-2.

TRANSPORTATION :

HB 447, establishing a committee to review certain aspects of the OHRV laws. INEXPEDIENT TO LEGISLATE.
Rep. Henry P. Mock for Transportation: The committee determined that funds presently allocated to the OHRV Safety Edu-
cation Program are being appropriately expended on OHRYV safety issues within the law enforcement division of the Fish
and Game Department. The commitiee further determined that the safety program is appropriately assigned to fish and game
and that no further study is necessary since both the Fish and Game Department and the Department of Resources and

velopmem are adequately meeting their statutory obligations to the OHRV program. Vote 17-0.
B 482-

N, requiring the division of motor vehicles to provide a limited purpose drivers license to persons who have
heir ppisitieges. INEXPEDIENT TO LEGISLATE. '

Rep. Henry P. Mock for Transponation: The committee voted unanimously that this was not the time to weaken the state's
anti-DWLinitiative by altowing per<ons whose drivers' license has been revoked to operate a vehicle upon our public high- -
dison whatsoever. Vote 17-0.

W, Aequiring certificates of title and title fees for OHRV«., INEXPEDIENT TO LEGISLATE.

Rep. Sheérmin A. Packard for Transportation: This bill was found undesirable by the Department of Safety due to the in-
creased demgnds it would put on the DOS. It was also found that at this time the problem did not exist in the depth as
origing oupht. Vote §7-0. .

EN-L. requiring centificates of title for vesseis. INEXPEDIENT TO LEGISLATE.

Rep. Keit W2 Malcolm for Transpon.tion: Due (o financial and personne! constraints this would not be the time to start this
program despite some of the merit this bill contains. Vote 17-0. ‘
AT Jrequiring any persor: applying for or renewing a driver’s license to be checked through the National Crime
hit “enter jor wanted felors and the National Law Enforcement Telecommunications Systems, as a precondition
10 ixsaltee=dnd imposing a surcharze on fines and default payments which are overdue 10 the division of motor vehicles,
INEXPEDIENT TO LEGISLATE. _

Rep. Fred A, Kruse for Transportatics: This bill has been thoroughly discussed during the interim period by a subcommittee
of the Trnsportation Committee ar was recommended to the full committee as Inexpedient To Legisiate in both the origi-
nal version and in a revised versior put forward by the sponsor. Vote 17-0.
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(b} Five members of the senate, appointed by the senate president.

{I. All members shall be appointed within 30 days after the effective date of this act. The first-named house mcrpber
shall call the first meeting of the commitiee. Five members shall constitute a quorum. The members may elect a committee
chairperson. Members shall receive mileage at the legislative rate. ' o

I1. The committee shall submit a report on its findings and recommendations. inciuding proposals for legislation, to
the senate president, the speaker of the house, the senate clerk, the house clerk, the governor, and the state library on or
before November 1, 1995, _
3 Effective Dale. This act shall take effect upon its passage.

AMENDED ANALYSIS
This bill:
1. Temporarily prohibits the erection or permitting of cenain new off-premise adventising device.
II. Establishes an off-premise advenising device and vegetation maintenance commitiee,

SB 107-FN, allowing licensed beverage manufacturers 1o selt beverages to the general public in limited quantities for off
premise consumption. OUGHT TO PASS ,

Rep. Stephen G. Avery for Regulated Revenues: This bill will allow licensed beverage manufacturers 10 sell no more than
72 fluid ounces (6 pack) of beer to the general public for off premise consumption. Manufacturers will pay appropriate fees
as required by RSA 178:30. Vote 15-0.

Re Finance, )

7 requiring the international accessibility symbol 0 be added 10 the special number plates issued to certain
‘GHT TO PASS '

? A. Krochmal for Transportation: This bill amends the current statute regarding veterans® license plates by
ifying that the international accessibility symbol (i.c., wheeichair) be added to the plates of those veterans whose physi-
cal disabilitics make them eligible for disability plates. As these veterans® plates tend to have low digit numbers, the com-
mittee believes tat there will be sufficient space remaining to accommodate this symbol. Vote 15-0,

Rep. Ken W. Malcolm for Transportation: It was felt by a committee vote of 17-0 that this bill had 100 many complex
questions and further study was needed. With the state now operating with a projected deficit of $100,000,000, this was not
the time to add personnel to effectuate the laudabie goals of this bill. It was also felt that by working with the court system,
Attomey General's Office, local police and sheriffs, along with the Department of Safety, that the committee may be able o

present a workable Jaw to collect defaulted fines and to locate and to prevent wanted felons from acquiring New Hampshire
driver’s licenses. Vote 17-0,

pands the scope of operation of the BFA by making their programs more effective and accessible to New Hampshire busi-
nesses. The primary result of the expanded program will be jobs, by encouraging existing companies 1o remain in New
Hampshire and atiracting others 10 relocate here. Vote 17-0. ‘

Adopted and ordered 1o third reading.

SB 148-FN-A, establishing the New Hampshire real estate investment trust act and making an appropriation therefor.
RE-REFER TO COMMITTEE ‘

Rep. Eric N. Lindblade for Commerce, Small Business, Consumer Affairs and Economic Develupment: This bill estab-
lishes a New Hampshire Real Estate investment trust act. It allows small investors to invest in real estate much like a mutyal
ifund. The committee did not have sufficient time 10 study this bill and concemns were raised by the Dept. of Revenue Ad-
|ministration regarding several tax issues. Vote 18-0. i

Adopted.

SB 152-FN, relative 10 fees for filing documents with the insurance depaniment. RE-REFER TO COMMITTEE

| Rep. Beverly A: Gage for Commerce, Small Business, Consumer Affairs and Economic Development: The committee
s @ great number of questions they feel need to be answered before this bill passes. Although these fees have not been

¥ |ncreased for t(wenty years, we feel another year will not be detrimental to the Insurance Department. Vote 1].7.

| Adopted. .

SB 10-FN-A, establishing a committee to study the chancellor's office of the university system and related matters and
| |vaking an appropriation therefor. INEXPEDIENT TO LEGISLATE




- RICHARD M. FLYNN
COMMISSIONER OF SAFETY’

- State of Nefo Hampshire

DEPARTMENT OF SAFETY
JAMES H. HAYES BLDG. 10 HAZEN DR.
" CONCORD, N.H. 03305
603/271-2559

JOHN A. STEPHEN
ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER

March 1, 2000

The Honorable Neal M Kurk, Chairman
Fiscal Committee of The General Court

State House

Concord, New Hampshire 03301

Dear Chairman Kurk,

ONAL DEFAULT REPORT

_ Pursuant to RSA 262:44 VIII, I hereby submit The Department of Safety’s
.Annual Report of defaulted fines. The period covered per statute is 1993-1999,

" RMF/sab

Respectfully submitted,

Richard I\-d%
Commissioner of Safety

TOD ACCESS: RELAY NH 1-800-735-2864



1999

Department of Safety

3/1/00

# of Violations
Total fine amount
# of defaulls

% of Defaulls

Defauited fine amount '

1998

# of Viotations
"Total fine amount

# of defaulls

% of Defaults
Defaulted fine amount

1997

# of Violations

Total fine amount

# of defaulls

% of Defaults
Defaulted fine amount

1996

# of Violatlons

Total fine amount

# of defaulls

% of Defaults
Defaulted fine amount

Defaults
Plea by As of 2/05/99
Mail Courts Total

NH Address Out of State NH Address Out of State NH Address Out of State
74,860 31,653 20,371 8319 104,231 39,072
$5,313,513 $2,756,454 $5,035,848 $1,368,015 $10,349,181  $4,124,469
3,013 2,104 2,484 1,278 5477 3,380

40% 6.6% 8.4% 15.3% 5.3% -8.5%
$204.158 $105,218 $101,454 ~ $80,408 $305,612 $255.626
80,182 32,853 30,232 11,781 119,394 44,414
$5,669,697 $2,756,454 $7.071,820 $1.920,020 $12,741,317 $4.676,474
3,013 2,104 984 954 3,097 1,058

3.8% 6.4% 2.5% 8.1%. 3.3% 6.9%
$204,158 $185,218 $109,246 $95.371 $403,404 $200,589
72,510 28,488 42114 13,666 114,624 42,134
$5,167,602 $2,413,083 . $6,634.402 $1,955296 $11,802,084  $4,388,359
1,184 1,455 1,579 4,277 2,763 2,732

1.8% 5.1% 3.7% 9.3% 2.4% 8.5%
$82,890 . $135,768 $224,772 $167,172 $307,662 $302,938
54,824 21,213 58,488 22,322 113,310 43,535
$3,982,232 . $1,881,171 $7,228,707 $2,577.924 $11,210,939  $4,459,095
854 1,174 1,687 1811 2,341 2,785

1.2% 5.5% 2.9% 7.2% 2.1% 8.4%
$49,537 $114,800 $422,900 $204,807 $472,527 $319,407

3/1/00 9:58 AM

Def9802a.xIs Defaults



1995

# of Violations

Tolal fine amount

## of defaults

% of Defaults
Defaulted fine amount

1994

# of Violatlons

Total fine amount

# of defaults

% of Defaults
Defaulted fine amount

1993

# of Violations

Total fine amount

# of defaults

% of Defaults
Defaulted flne amount

TOTAL 7 YEARS

# of Violations

Total fine amount

# of defaults
Defaulted fine amount

58,049
$4,262,021

797

1.4%
$58,172

24,869
$1,782,494
631

2.5%

$46,530 -

3,144
$210,377

287

9.1%
$20,715

366,174
26,167,649
9,292
645,451

Department of Safety

Defaults
As of 2/05/99
21,424 58,248
$1,855,369 $8,777,140
1,154 1,474
5.4% 2.5%
$109,870 $123,842
9,621 39,974
$743,412 $5,008,153
879 1,508
10.2% 3.8%
$81,311 $121,085
1,904 23,787
$159,530 $3,528,044
728 1,468
38.1% 8.2%
$87,554 $138,811
144,029 267,425
12,405,023 37,765,670
8,887 9,696
831,783 1,194,089
3/1/00 9:58 AM

23,090
$2,532,848

1,553

6.7%
$124,5067

14,877
$1,778,083
1,895
12.7%

$183,092 -

8,593
$1.285,442
2,485
28.7%
$292,857

94,035
12,133,066
8,568
836,317

117,197
$11,029,161

2,271

1.9%
$181,814

64,843
$8,790,847
- 2,139
-3.3%
$188,521

26,831
$3,747,421

1,753

68.5%
$159,526

633,599
63,923,319
18,088
1,839,540

3/1/00

44,511,
$4,388,217

2,704

6.1%
$234,237

23,498
$2,522,375
2,774
11.8%
$265,303

10,497
$1,444,972
3,191

30.4%
$360,211

238,064
24,538,989
17,433
1,668,100

. Def9802a.xls Defaults




VIRDFTAl

» OF TOTAL FINE # OF

VIOLATION  AMOUNT  DEFAULT
wns YEAR l;;;j?)ll
QTRI 36,700 ¢ 3,782,356 1,678
QTR2 41,763 ¢ 4,273,840 2,416
QTRS 42,207 ¢ 4,239,319 2,880
QTR 23,146 ¢ 2,219,372 1,461
TOTAL 143,816 .(if::fj:fff:)a'“ss
1T (EEEE:;EEEE) I1
atR1 38,559 ¢ 4,078,751 1,352
QTR2 42,589 ¢ 4,557,785 1,718
QTRS 44,457 ¢ 4,764,816 2,190
QTRS 38,096 ¢ 4,015,996 1,661
TOTAL 163,671 ¢ 17,617,526 6,916
n; M:n
QrRil 36,991 ¢ 3,725,490 1,108
QTR2 40,648 ¢ 4,189,328 1,447
QTRS 43,787 ¢ 4,431,028 1,668
QTRG 35,295 ¢ 3,823,131 1,227

? 16,169,974 5,448

TOTAL 156,719

nEw
qQrR1
QTR2
QTR3
QtR4

41,730
48,010
36,041

TOTAL 156,803

.EAR F:EEEi)lli
34,002 3,359,402

v -

1,057
4,062,219 1,416
4,809,967 1,487
3,635,134

¢t 15,666,802

- = » =

1,148
5,006

¢
L
L
’
)

‘
’
]
’
¢

¥ NH LEGAL ADDRESSES n ouTt
TOTAL DFLT = & OF TOTAL FINE § OF YOTAL DFLT » # OF
FINE AMT nVIOLATION AMOUNT . DEFAULT FINE ANMT »VIOLATION
L »
on - n
<£E;_,J -_— [
] []

] [ ]
103,004n 27,125 & 2,738,331 1,078 @ 58,0832 - 9,575
L "
158,833x 30,606 & 3,112,008 1,506 ¢ 87,709 11,077
n »
185,984n 29,089 ¢ 2,902,606 1,884 ¢ 96,147 13,148

. " n
90,986% 17,107 ¢ 1,598,725 934 ¢ 51,478 6,039

A *
7 BS8,7071103,977 ¢10,351,670 5,182 &  293,412x 139,839

A ¥

" a *

n n

n |
170,168z 28,500 ¢ 3,037,108 796 116,777 10,059

n "
©181,2%0% 31,663 ¢ 5,413,568 981 ¢ 100,008 10,896

| ] . o

220,144n 30,775 ¢ 3,308,073 1,132 ¢ 121,230 13,884

] : [
116,866n 20,418 ¢ 2,987,641 s8¢ €3,240% 9,680

| ] *
688,120v119,352 912,746,308 3,907 & 401,252x 64,319

*® : »

n =%

n n

n , ®
159,612 27,006 & 2,717,400 560 ¢ 89,113x 9,985

»n - n
140,878 30,059 ¢ 3,097,961 725 ¢ 74,891 10,589

» [ ]
145,642» 30,669 ¢ 3,073,264 768 ¢ 62,87in 13,118

n »
161,050 26,922 ¢ 2,919,018 688 # 79,201% 8,371

. ] n .

607,102x114,656 411,807,643 2,741 ¢ 306,076% 42,063

[ ] [ |

» L

E | 3
108,067x 24,770 ¢ 2,396,000 509 ¢ 53,177x 9,231

. ) »
164,166n 30,165 ¢ 2,903,802 589 76,9838 11,868

| ] n
89,0150 31,361 § 3,224,230 612 ¢ 203,699 13,849

n ]
125,900n 26,985 ¢ 2,685,471 610 ¢ 87,470 9,076

n n
787,948%113,282 #11,209,808 2,320 ¢ 471,309« 483,521

n [ ]

- w» » & =

DEPARTMENT
VIOLATION ANALYSIS REPORT WITH DEFAULT
BASED ON VIOLATION DATE AS OF 03/14/2000

0F

SAFETY

L]

OF STATE LEGAL ADDRESSES
TOTAL DFLT

- ® = =

DATE: 03/16/00

PAGE

TOTAL FINE # OF

AMOUNT  DEFAULT

994,023 £00
1,161,832 910
1,336,713 1,216

£20,647 527
4,118,215 3,253
1,041,623 556
1,144,222 732
1,486,741 1,058
1,028,355 663
4,670,941 3,009
1,008,090 546
1,091,367 722
1,387,761} 900

904,113 539
4,361,331 2,707

943,482 548
1,158,417 827
1,385,737 855

949,643 536
4,457,299 2,766

255

FINT AMT

44,921
71,124
89,3817
39,513
245,375

53,391
81,245
98,914
53,326

206,076

70,499
65,987
82,77t
91,849
301,106

54,0890
87,203
106,116
68,430
316,639



QIR1 29,500

¢ 2,891,630
QTR2 43,592 ¢ 4,109,171
QTRS 43,404 ¢ 4,176,895
QTR4 34,837 & 3,428,178
TOTAL 151,333 ¢ 14,605,571
ns YEAR 1994 xun
QTR 7,582 ¢ 1,088,842
QTR2 10,673 ¢ 1,463,842
QTRS 11,844 ¢ 1,547,958
QTR 12,113 ¢ 1,608,802
TOTAL 42,212 ¢ 85,709,144
_®mm YEAR 1993 amw
QiR 7,532 ¢ 1,042,486
QIR2 9,068 ¢ 1,278,527
QTRS 10,250 ¢ 1,586,597
QTRS 8,588 ¢ 1,258,869
TOTAL 35,205 & 4,958,179
nxr YEAR 1992 =ue
QTR 4,686 & 611,667
GTR2 5,863 ¢ 820,421
QTRS 7,281 § 966,600
QtRe 7,162 ¢ 926,357
TOTAL 24,692 ¢ 3,325,245
en YEAR 1991 wxx
QTR1 4,339 ¢ 580,996
QTR2 5,051 ¢ 690,856
QRS 5,308 ¢ 731,456

1,091
1,413
1,397
1,031
4,932

947
1,207
1,528
1,133
4,!95

et
1,289

1,574
1,119
4,928

802

950
1,167
" 842
3. 171

as1
1,003
1,110

- -» - - -» -» - - -» -

- w» » - =

: ]
83,481+
=

79,105:-21.451
xna.nqs:
llllasa:
112.43n:

51,732
30,509
26,027

"
411,928x109,725
L]

"

»

2
80,945

"
129;152»

"
132,5834n

8,4%8
»
88,709 '9,23%
"

431,342» 31,101
"
"
"

5,558
7,814

110.442: 5,232
l!d.!ﬂz:
169,014:
ll!.’ﬁﬁ:

| ]
517,902»

8,832
7,081
§,387
28,212
]

L 3

2,914
3,573
4,817
5,317

16,621

®
12,727
104.100:
ll!.?ﬂ’:
’0.132:
!80.56!5

2,189
5,181
5,211

92,766
"
101,408x
]

¢ 2,074,498

'y 2,928,914

$ 2,918,188
¢ 2,870,787
onn.aag.sso

¢ B11,762
* 1,074,924
" 1,125,878
¢ 1,225,293
¢ 4,235,884

745,510
227,958
949,678
942,847
3,569,588

4 392,71%
¢ B1B,947
$ 647,017
¢
L]

675,768 °

2,231,488

¢ 376,703
¢ 446,016
? 475,438

_—

540
636
583
1Y)

2,248

475
507
608
546
2,134

299
476
509
469

1,748

324
398
407
331
1,457

382
4717
478

31,112

"
42,4746
»

- 87,988

"
&7,251x
n
178,785
"

) "
33,371
n
47,997»
*
96,197
L §
40,440x
]
168,008
. n

]
2%,430n
»
41,063
| §
45,569
|
G6,142x
|
159,004x
L]

E ]

]

]
21,178»
 d
56,985
E |

" 34,4804
»
31,440
]
IZ“p“lZI
[

L

| ]

n
28,191
]
38,017n

[}
36,139
[ ]

8,043
11,860
12,898

8,810
41,408

2,024
2,859
3,348
2,880
11,111

3,189

2,171
9,993

1,772
1,990
2,464
1,845
8,071

1,500
1.870
2,032

-» -“w - - -

L
’
L
’
$

817,134 -
1,180,257

1,261,412

857,418
4,116,221

276,780
388,918
424,003
383,509
1,473,290

297,17¢
347,874
436,922
510,922
1,392,594

218,9%08
304,474
319,783
250,592
1,093,757

204,213
244,540
256,018

551
177
814
542
2,684

472
780
920
587

2,759

&an
783

1,085

658
5,180

478
565
760

511

2,314

499
526
635

“ > 9 o =

- ® w W =» -

- 48,073

66,369
3,502
45,199

233,143

47,574
81,155
86.33§
48,269
263,3%7

85,012
82,639
123,445
&7.802
358,098

51,552
67,115
19,105
58,484

256,256

55,290
54,749
65,266
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24,712n 1,768 ¢ 227,163 498 52,838

QTR4 65,693 ¢ 847,353 a3y ¢ TT,6100 2,925 ¢ 420,190 Sdi
L

TOTAL 19,388 ¢ ‘2.65_0.361 5,803 ¢ 355,262 12,156 # 1,718,427 1,648 ¢ 121.1": 7,250 & 931,934 2,158 ¢ 223,143
n | ' . v

ssn YEAR 1990 rw " _ 2

QrRl 4,492 ¢ 578,087 798 ¢ 14.90!: 2,937 + 378,988 408 ¢ !2.0‘2:. 1,888 ¢ 197,089 392 ¢ 42,860

QTRZ 85,384 ¢ 751,203 1,028 # 9’.09!: 5,453 & 487,818 496 ¢ 40.442: 1,911 ¢ 243,688 532 @ 68,687

QTR§ 8,548 757,687 1,872 @ 100.719: 3,458 ¢ | 461,090 | 466 # 37.!61: 2,090 . 276,567 606 ¥ £3,152

QTR4 4.262‘ e 593,568 s16 ¢ 17.021: '!.79! L 394,800 410 3&.560: 1,463 196,888 - 406 ¢ 42,453
. TOTAL 19,886 ¢ 2.839.?69 3,711 ¢ 351.14!: 12,647 ¢ 1,724,253 1,778 ¢ 144,619:. 7,01% ¢ 915,010 1,936 ¢ 207,122

]
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' New Hampshire Code
7:38=b Collection of Forfeitures; Motor Vehicles.

I. Whenever a party recognized to appear for any offense
rolving driving makes default and the recognizance is

slared forfeited, the court shall send a notice of default to
s division of motor vehicles. The division shall send a

tice to the person owing the recognizance, demanding payment
zhin 30 days and stating that failure to make payment within
2 30-day period shall result in suspension of such person's

| § iver's license or driving privilege until such time as the
.} rson provides proof to the department of safety that he has
| id the amount of the forfeited recognizance to the court.

II. Payments of the forfeited recognizance under paragraph I
all be sent to the department of safety and deposited into a
ecial fund, known as the default bench warrant fund,
tablished in RSA 263:56-d to pay the costs of state, county
d local law enforcement officials who make arrests pursuant
bench warrants issued for persons improperly at large for

{; iving~related offenses and to pay the cost of breath analyzer
4 chines.

urce. 1991, 366:1, eff. Jan. 1, 19%2. 1998, 288:10,

f. Jan. 1, 199%

T

Date Printed: March B8, 2000 1:00:59 PM



CHARLES E. SOVA

COMMISSIONER OF SAFETY Sgégg é?r ';n'gi\’_l‘_’ gé gzggﬁﬁ DIRECTOR OF ADMINISTRATION

DWI BENCH WARRANT FUND DISBURSEMENT

BENCH WARRANT DOCKET #

APPLICANT:

Name of Law Enforcement Agency:

Address of Law Enforcement Agency: —
Streat address Towleﬂy State Zip Code

- Name of Law Enforcement Official who served bench warrant:

Date bench warrant actually served:

Date(s) of attempted service:

' OFFENDER:
Offender's Name: D.O.B.:

Offender's Address:

~ Street address Town/City State Zip Code

- Signature of head of law enforcement agency or his designee

" SAF-C 3703.01 Time of Disbursement. An applicant shall submit a forn only after a banéh warrant has baen
actually served and the offender arrested pursuant to RSA 263:56-d.

¥ SAF-C 3703.02 Maxlrntim Disbursement Amount. An applicant shall be reimbursed $20 per hour, excluding
mileage, up to a maximum of $100 per bench warrant served.

SAF-C 3703.03 Disbursement by the Division.

(a) Once the division has received a complated form, It shall disburse a refund to the applicant.
(b) The refund shall be in the fonm of a check issued diractly 1o the appiicant,

Applicant shall retain one copy, submit a copy to iaw enforcement official who served the bench warrant and
hand deliver or mail the original to: Department of Safely, Business Office, 10 Hazen Drive, Concord, NH 03305.

l
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216 ! ; M. ELYNN
2146 State of New Hampsmre | RICHARD M. FLYNA
dentification Numbers Department of Safety VIRGINIA C. B
Division of Motor Vehicles Director ot Mator Vehicles
v3i500000069 :
10 Hazen Drive, Concord, N.H. 03305 :
HILLSBORDUGH DISTRICT COURT ‘ Date: 03/09/2000

P.0O. BOX 763

NOTICE OF ACTION BY THE DIRECTO

HILLSBORO, NH 03244 File Numbar: 49-96
603-6464-5811
HILLSBORO NH 03264~ h Date of Birth:
AS A RESULT OF: " DWI - DEFAULT

HILLSBOROUGH DISTRICT

e
WARNING - THIS NOTICE DOES NOT REPLACE ANY PRIOR NOTICE ALREADY IN EFFECT.

FOR THE REASONS SHOWN ABOVE YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED OF THE FOLLOWING ACTION IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE
STATUTORY PROVISIONS OF THE MOTOR VEHICLE LAWS, EFFECTIVE ON THE DATE SHOWN TO THE RIGHT OF THE ARROW ABOVE.

YOUR LICENSE/OPERATING PRIVILEGE 1S SUSPENDED INDEFINITELY.

YOU MAY BE CONSIDERED FOR RESTORATION IF
YOU COMPLETE THE FOLLOWING REQUIREMENT(S):
DEFAULT TO BE CLEARED

: BE SURE TO READ THE BACK OF THIS FUORM

NEW HAMPSHIRE DEFAULT INSTRUCTIONS:

11 you have defauited a summons, tailed 10 pay a fine of detautied an administrative fes you must

A} Clear the problem with the court or the department ksted in the Lpper isft hand comes of this torm (sae instructions on back),

8} It the name of a court sppears. sbove in the upper st hand comer than you have detaulied that court and the COURT ISSUED RECEIPT must be received

. by the Division of Mator Vehicies PRIOR to the stisctive suspension date. WARMNING: This receipt is the ONLY proof this agency can accap!, or, -

~ C) If the name of this agency appaars above in the upper isft hand comer then you fuve delauiied this depsstment and tha matier must be sattied hors PRIOR .
o the suspension sfiective date, ‘ ‘

. D) Onos the suspension has gone into efiect, you wil be assessed & reinstalament 196 {$8e beiow) by the Division of Motor Vehicles. The defautt has 1 be claarad and the

; renstaterment fee paid BEFORE your kcensa/oparating priviieges can be resired. MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE TO “STATE OF NH - MV™ FOR PAYMENT OF ALL

AEINSTATEMENT FEES.

OUT-OF-STATE COURT DEFAULT INSTRUCTIONS:

. it you have taiied 10 pay a fine or detzitiad a court summans to the out-ol-sizie court isted above:
A} You must clear the problem with the out-of-state court and obiain a reinstaloment from the out-ol-stae Department of Motor Vehicles.

* B} The COURT ISSUED RECEIPT with propsr “identification Numbers” {locaiad in the upper isfi-hand cormer above) and the notification of reinsiatament trom the out-ol-state

Department of Motor Viehicies must be prassmad to the Division of Moior Vehicies PRIOR to the etiettve suspension dale and mus! be accompenied by a Clearance Fee (40
balow). Faiture 10 submit the Clearance Fee with the Court Receipt means the Datauit’Unpaid fine CANNOT be clearsd and restoration or cancellation of this suspension orger
CANNOT be considared. .

C) it the suspension goes into aftect you must caase driving, and noi drive again sl you have writhen confirmation that your lioense has been reinstated by the New Hampshire
Division of Motor Vehicies.

" D} 15 days after the susponsion has gone into efiect, a Reinstatament Fee (see below) will aiso bo ssssssed. This Reinstaiement Fee is in ADDITION to the Ciearance Fea and any

other ises and fines assassad by the court. Thass tees and the COURT ISSUED RECEIPT have 1o be on Sl at the Division of Motor Venicies belore your iceriss and/or operating
privileges can be restorad. Make checks paysbie 1 “Siaie of NH — MV™ for peyment of all reinstaiament and/or Clearancs lees.

CAUTION CAUTION CAUTION

)

Once this order becomes offectve, you MUST IMMEDIATELY SURRENDER YOUR NEW HAMPSHIRE LICENSE to the DIRECTOR.
You are NOT TO DRIVE until you have WRITTEN CONFIRMATION that your ficense andior operating privileges have been reinstated,
Restoration can not be accompiished i you are under SUSPENSION OR REVOCATION tor other reasons. any -omespondence
or remittance should inciude your FULL NAME and DATE OF BIRTH. ' g

IF NO FINE AMOUNT APPEARS ABOVE, YOU MUST OON'I’ACT THE COURT IN PERSON. C
Vania C. Bescher, é/ectm
(A" pag

= rf Motor Vehirlgs

FEES: Reinstatement -3




217 State of New Hampshire RICHARD M. FLYNN
2146 Commissioner of Satety
entieanon emben Department of Safety VIRGINIA €. BEECHER
Division of Motor Vehicles _ Director of Motor Vehicies

10 Razen Drive, Concord, N.H. 03305

Date: 03/09/2000

P.0. BOX 763
HILLSBORO, NH 03244
603-664-5811

HILLSBORO NH 03266~

AS A RESULT OF: DWI - DEFAULT
HILLSBOROUGH DISTRICT

o DGR ARIC BRI 3 .::;‘H Sl '
WARNING - THIS NOTICE DOES NOT REPLACE ANY PRIOR NOTICE ALREADY IN EFFECT.

FOR THE REASONS SHOWN ABOVE YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED OF THE FOLLOWING ACTION IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE
STATUTORY PROVISIONS OF THE MOTOR VEHICLE LAWS, EFFECTIVE ON THE DATE SHOWN TO THE RIGHT OF THE ARROW ABOVE.

YOUR REGISTRATION IS SUSPENDED INDEFINITELY.
YOU MAY BE CONSIDERED FOR RESTORATION IF .
YOU COMPLETE THE FOLLOWING REQUIREMENT(S):
DEFAULT TO BE CLEARED ’

IF THIS SUSPENSiDN GOES INTO EFFECT A ¢25.00 REGISTRATION FEE
IS REQUIRED IN ADDITION TO THE FEES LISTED BELOW
BE SURE TO READ THE BACK OF THIS FORM

NEW HAMPSHIRE DEFAULT INSTRUCTIONS:

If you have detaulted & summons, talled to pay a fine or detautiad an adminisirative 68 you must
A)Mmmmhmmmmhhﬂhhmedemt-Mmbu:k). :
E)ﬂunmdnunmuhwnhhwhﬂ“mmmmmmmmummEmmum
wnMhnotmvmmbnmwm.wm&mmhumummwmm or,
c)mmn-n-oimmmmnummwummmmmmmmmmmummm
10 the suspension afiective date. .
D) Once the suspansion has gone into stiect, you wil be assessed a reinstaiement fee (see baiow) by the Division of Motor Vehicles. The defautt has to ba claared and the
reinstxisment fee paid BEFORE your licensaiopirating privileges can be restorsd. MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE TO "STATE OF NH - MV™ FOR PAYMENT OF ALL
REINSTATEMENT FEES. - .

OUT-OF-STATE COURT DEFAULT INSTRUCTIONS:

nmmtﬂummlﬁmurdaWunmmnnmmwm: )
A)Vwmmmmmqummmammmwmmmvm.
a)mwummnsmmmwum-mhmmummm;mnmmmmmm
Depsrtmant of Motor Vehicles mus! be prasemed i the Division af Meior Vehicies PRIOR to the stistve suspension date and must be accompenied by a Clearance Fee (sse
eiow). Faikure 1 submit the Cisarance Fee with the Court Receipt means the Dotauli/Unpaid fine CANNOT be cleansd and restoration or canceiiation of this suspension orcer
‘CANNOT be consiiensd.
c)uun?umrummmm“mnmmwmmmmmmmmmmmwmmm
D}tsmmmwmmmmmﬁmmsu(mmummummmmummmummmw
other fees and fines assessed by the court. These ises and the COURT ISSUED RECEIPT have 10 be on file a1 the Division of Motor Vehicies batore your ficensa arxi/or operating
" priviegos can be resiored, Make checks payabla io "Siae of NH ~ MV" for paymam of ali reinstaiement and/or Siearance iees.

CAUTION CAUTION CAUTION

Once this order bucomes sffective, you MUST IMMEDIATELY SURRENDER YOUR NEW HAMPSHIRE UICENSE to the DIRECTOR.
You sre NOT TO DRIVE until you have WRITTEN CONFIRMATION that your licesse and/or operating privileges have been reinstated.
Restoration can not be accompiished if you are under SUSPENSION OR RBEVOCATION for othér reasons. Any correspondence

o remittance should include your FULL NAME and DATE OF BIRTH.
'IF NO FINE AMOUNT APPEARS ABOVE, YOU MUST CONTACT THE COURT IN PERSON, C
FEES: Reinstatement - & ' Mﬁﬁ- .

Vifegmes ™ Demnbpnr Ajfentar
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‘ - COMPLAINT
\ [ DOMESTIC VIOLENCE RELATED 4&

ip ;

ot #_ 001 R-10.G

— Htate of New Bampshire )
A

AT g . O SOSEESNPT, Jrr

b}

O vioLaTiON % :utss: MISDEMEANOR  [7] FeLONY

YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED TO APPEAR BEFORE SAID COURT
AT ___-:-._ O'CLOCK IN THE AM/PM ON “2i. .. 19
UNDER PENALTY OF LAW TO ANSWER TO A COMPLAINT
CHARGING YOU WITH THE FOLLOWING OFFENSE:

TOTHE . \im-iii e vaven 00155 iCOURT, COUNTY OF . 550, oL o

NAME..  ......... . D TS T U
Last Name

N

Race Haight Weight Color Hair Calor Eyes
[J comm. vEH. Ocomm. pr. LIC. O HAZ. MAT.
N T O - SIS S e o ST ..:; ........
ONTHE..:%:...DAY OF . R8s, |, 19,5 . .at. ol PM.
on/at in said county and state, did commit the offense of .5 <. 1. ... 0.

-8 - .. L aemem o aae m

Sex

and the laws of New Hampshire for which the defendant should be held to

mwer‘inthat thedefm‘d.aetdid i -.:':’l.-.u. PSR v i A 8

% - -
- Lot aeisiem oy s - I -
L e T Y ¥ ) DR S v
- el iy er e e e, mame D e
- - ._.‘ _.-‘ - - - -, e
M H -
F R - . -_ - - — ..__._'_. - -
- - - a e hban . -2 <
PO - - .
— W teede T 2 et g b e m - - P - .
- - o -~ -
- - - 3 i mew sk - - -

against the peace and dignity of the State. A _
T U,

v eme e d
Compiainany . Ve

Personally appeared the above named complainant and made oath that the
above complaint by him/ her subscribed is, in his/her belicf, truc.

ADC-103-045 REV. 395 memw em apmmmy Anes

—— e o i STE ww”y



TRIAL SCHEDU
Continued from........... (- TP Bl...ceuenes by e
Continued from........... [+ J R F-) by..........
TRIAL HELD :
Bail: [J PRS....[J Cashs.... [J SureryS.... [ Committed
(' Defendant advised of constitutional rights. [ Waived counsel.
O Appearanceof ............a.nn. e e for defendant
T Assignmentof ...... e e . for defendant
NolProssed by ....... oo st irenieasans date..........

PLEA: [J Guilty [J Not Guilty [J Nolo Contendere 0 No Plea
[ Change Plea To: [ Nolo [J Guilty
O Not Guilty [J Negotiated Plea date...............
FINDING: [ Guitty [O Not Guilty [J Dismissed :
SENTENCE: :
O FineofS...... amt. suspended S .. .. .PAS ... .. O PA Susp.
[3J Commitment.-1o0 House of Correction for . . . .. days .. ... months
[0 Suspended . ... .. davs ... .. months
{0 Commiiment suspended upon pavment of S . ... .. fine
O Commitment suspended (see conditions below)

{0 Commitment 1o mandatory 10 consecutive 24-hour periods: 3 at the
House of Correction; 7 a1 the multiple DWI offender intervention

detention center.
O Commitmentto......... consecutive 24-hour periods (mandatory

not less than 30) at the House of Correction. Defendant shall
compler at own expense a 28-day treatment program before license

privileges mayv be restored.

[ Conditional Discharge after. . . .months [J Unconditional Discharge

D Ordered [J Recommended Defendant's license (rights) 1o operate
motor vehicle be [J suspended [J revoked for a period of
c.o...davs. .l months . . . .. years.

(] Defendamt placed on Probation fOr . ........eoneueeeennnnn..

O] Case continued for sentence [J Complaint placed on lile [J with

O without finding.
[0 Defendant failed 1o appear. [J Bail forfeited S . . . . . .

(dBench warrant to issue .. 2.~ 28:Q0..... New Bail S 1.
™ e as FoBarry
DATE.... ...... JUSTICE « oo,
PROBABLE CAUSE ---covenvenien, O gails.... [J Committed
O Hearing Waived ‘
APPEALED:......... apre e O Bails ... .. T Committed:

Tota, Fine ... .......
Suspended S5 .......... m
R

Due State 5 ... ... ...

. A ’ '.
1 ceryee -k '_|':is is a true abstract . )
...... 3 d-ﬁﬁ _ Y Maun
of Uleen

...........

L Y R § 4
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1115 Commissioner of Salety %

. identification Department‘of Satety  VIRGINIAC. BEECHER
' Division of Motor Vehicles Director of Motor Vehicles
V0799000193 ‘

10 Hazen Drive, Concord, N.H. 03305
MERRIMACK COUNTY SUPERIOR CT. bate: 03/16/2000
163 NORTH MAIN STREET
P.O. BOX 1417 ‘ File Number:

CONCORD, NH 03301 ' .

603-225-5501 ’

CONCORD NH ' 03301- | . Date of Birth:

AT 12:01 A.M.

AS A RESULT OF: | DEFAULT COURT SUMMONS
MERRIMACK SUPERIOR : :

LS————— -
it e

WARNING - THIS NOTICE DOES NOT REPLACE ANY PRIOR NOTICE ALR.EADY IN EFFECT.

FOR THE REASONS SHOWN ABOVE YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED OF THE FOLLOWING ACTION IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE
STATUTORY PROVISIONS OF THE MOTOR VEHICLE LAWS, EFFECTIVE ON THE DATE SHOWN TO THE RIGHT OF THE ARROW ABOVE.

YOUR LICENSE/OPERATING PRIVILEGE IS SUSPENDED INDEFINITELY
PURSUANT TO RSA 263:56-A. '

YOU MAY BE CONSIDERED FOR RESTORATION IF B
YOU COMPLETE THE FOLLOWING REQUIREMENT(S):
DEFAULT TO BE CLEARED

) BY CONTACTING THE COURT AT THE ADDRESS OR TELEPHONE NUMBER LISTED ABOVE
e - NO FURTHER INFORMATION IS AVAILABLE AT THIS AGENCY.

NEW HAMPSHIRE DEFAULT INSTRUCTIONS:

I you have detautied a summons, tailed to pay a tine or detaulisd an administrative fee you must:

, A)MhmmmmuhmwhnWhﬁMmmmw(uabnmﬁunmm.

(]~ B} Itthe name of a court appears above in the upper isht hand aomer then you have detaulied that court and the COURT ISSUED RECEIPT must be received

wumumvmmnnmmm.wmmmbmmummmmmm,

G)IIInol-'noolIfhwmmhmmbﬂhﬂmlmmmmmmmmm"mlmmmm

. . 10 the suspension stective date. ) : .

’ D) Onos the suspension has gone into stiect, you wiil be assessed a reinstnament iee {s8e below) by the Division of Motor Vehicies. The detautt has 1o be clearad and the
rminstaiement fee paid BEFORE your license/oparating priviilepes can be resiored. MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE TO “"STATE OF NM - MV™ FOR PAYMENT OF ALL

REMSTATEMENT FEES. . -

OUT-OF-STATE COURT DEFAULT INSTRUCTIONS:

" It you have tailed D pay a fine or detautied 8 Court SUTMONS 10 the oul-ok-tiate cou isied above:

A} You must clear the problem with the out-0i-state court anc chisin & reinstaiement from: the out-0l-state Department of Motor Vehicles.

- a)mcoummnscemmmwmmm'mhmmmmmm)mumﬁmmmwmumm

: wmmv.m.sm:ummumﬁundmvmmnwmwmmmumumaMmFu(m
hdow).Fw‘bmmmeWMWMWWMNWMCMTMM”“W«W«MWM
CANNOT be conzicarad,

-C)giuﬂl:'mmm' ra:mmmywmmmm.lﬂmmw' unifl you have written confirmation that your icense has been reinstaied by the New Hampshire
. ion of Motor Veticies. :

: D)1smmuwmmmmmmoﬂmnmunhtmmpwlmum.mmmnmmmmmumumwm
mm‘swmumuubymmanummmmwmmﬁnumumvmmomhuummw:g
priviieges can be restored. Make checks payabie 1o "Stais of NH - MV™ for peymant of all reinstalemant and/or clearance iees.

CAUTION CAUTION CAUTION

Once this order becomes effactive, you MUST IMMEDIATELY SURRENDER YOUR NEW HAMPSHIRE LICENSE t the DIRECTOR.
You are NOT TO DRIVE untli you have WRITTEN CONFIRMATION that your license and/or operating privileges have besn reinstated.
Remmmthwmnmmw&rwwme.Mymm
or remittance should include your FULL NAME and DATE OF BIRTH. g

IF NO FINE AMOUNT APPEARS ABOVE, YOU MUST CONTACT THE COURT IN PERSON. C
Vgnia C. Beacher, M

sion of Motor Vehiclas

FEES: Reinstatement

EEEERLTIYITE T '_‘—nac!ﬂ{eariﬂg!mnnilﬁ q:'.'.ly m’TDD 1 -&0-2;:5-2254
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SUPERIOR COURT

Mereimack COUNTY DOCKET NO.

( D/o/s _ . Date of Offense __2/15/2000 \

ORD ] URE TO APP

QQ'M'DQS

V.

— - - — —

| Concord, N.H. 03301

The defendant,|failed to appear on /lf/av as
ordered by this court. It is therefore Ordered that:

/_ Capias to issue. Bail is set at $ SLo
Personal Recognizance Cash or corporate surety

~/ Cash only __ Bail to be set on return of capias

Case remanded to district court for further disposition.

Other:

The defendant was recognized to appear, it is further ordered that;
Defendant's bail is revoked.

v $39-default fee is imposed pursuant to RSA 597:38-a.
This fee is due 14 days after apprehension.
This fee is to be collected by the District Court.

Bail is forfeited.
Offense involves driving (Bail to go to DWI/BW fund)

: Schedule a hearing at which surety shall produce the
defendant or show cause why bail shall not be forieited. _

Other:

;il 'ﬁul

If a canlas is ordered, a copy of this Order will be sent to “he Dent.
- of Safety, ‘10 Hazen Dr., Concord NH 03305 (Attn. Court Returns) Zor any

further actlon warranted by RSA 263:56-a or 597:38-b. ?3
m
RESIDING “JUSTICE S

= DATE

Wt RN
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1 T olSahty
- ldentification Numbaers

Department of Safety VIRGINIA C. BEECHER
: Division of Motor Vehicles Diractor of Motor Vehicies
) v2399001576 '
10 Hazen Drive, Concord, N.H. 03305
LACDNIA DISTRICT COURT _ Date: 03/16/2000
ACADEMY SQUARE, P.0. BOX 1010
LACONIA, NH 03247 File Number:
603-5264-4128 )
\ . :.‘:E;
. |
WINTHROPE MA 62152~ Date of Birth;
AS A RESULT OF: : DEFAULT COURT SUMMONS

LACONIA DISTRICT

"FOR THE REASONS SHOWN ABOVE YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIRED OF THE FOLLOWING ACTION IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE
STATUTORY PROVISIONS OF THE MOTOR VEHICLE LAWS, EFFEGTNE ON THE DATE SHOWN TO THE RIGHT OF THE ARROW ABOVE.

; YOUR LICENSE/OPERATING PRIVILEGE IS SUSPENDED INDEFINITELY.

 YOU MAY BE CONSIDERED FOR RESTORATION IF _
YOU COMPLETE THE FOLLOWING REQUIREHENT(S).
DEFAULT TO BE CLEARED

BE SURE TO READ THE BACK OF THIS FORM

NEW HAMPSHIRE DEFAULT INSTRUCTIONS:

* It you have detautted & summons, tailed 1o pay a fine or detaulied an administrative fee Yo Must

1 A) Clear the problem with tha court or the departmern listed in the uppef isft hand cormer of this fofm (see instructions on back).

B) If the name of a coum appears above in the upper left hand cormer hen you have detautied that court and the COURT ISSUED RECETPT must be received

q by the Division of Motor Vehicies PRIOR to the stiective suspension date. WARNING: This receipt is the ONLY proc! this agency can accept, ox,

C) IlimnamnofmhwmehmﬂWmemmmmmmmmummm
to the suspension sfiective date.

D} Once the suspension has gone into sttect, you will be assessad a reinstatement jes {see beiow) by the Division of Motor Vehicies. The detautt has to ba clasred &nd the
mmmmyummummummmmpﬂuwm-snmwm IIV'FDRPAYIIENTOFALL
REINSTATEMENT FEES.

OUT-OF-STATE COURT DEFAULT INSTRUCTIONS:

IiquNWbmawnum:mnmbhmmmmm

-]~ A) You must ciear the problem with the out-oi-siais coun and obisin & remsiaiement inam the out-ol-siae Department of Motor Vehicies.

{ ., B The COURT ISSUED RECEIPT with proper “Identificanon Numbars® * {located in the upper lefi-hand cormer above) and the natification of reinstatement from the out-o-§tate :

1+ Dapuuwnciuomrv-nuamwommmmumvmmnummmmmuwwamFumu
* below). Failure 1o submit the Clearence Fes with the Court Receipt maans the Detault/Unpaid fine CANNOT be cisersd and resioration o cancellation of this suspension order
CANNOT be considerad.

c;nmmmmmymMummwmmwmmmmmmmmmummmwumm
Division of Motor Vehiclas.
D)15mmmmmmlmmhbaﬂ¢tnmwh(mbdwnmmnwTH:RummmanummymmManwm

. omutm-numnmwmmmumummmmm»umﬂmmmmmvm“mmmmm

privileges can b rastorad. Make checks payabie 10 “Stale of NH - Whrummddlmmmmbu

CAUTION CAUTION CAUTION

Once this order becomes offactve, you MUST IMMEDIATELY SURRENDER YOUR NEW HAMPSHIRE LICENSE to te DIRECTOR.
You are NOT TC DRIVE until you have WRITTEN CONFIRMATION that your license and/or operating privileges have basn reinstated.
Restoration can not be accomplished if you are under SUSPENSION OR HEVOCATION for other reasons. Any zomespondence

or ramittance should include your FULL NAME and DATE OF BIRTH.
é nia C. Beacher, &%/

+ 1F NO FINE AMOUNT APPEARS ABOVE, YOU MUST CONTACT THE COURY IN PERSON.
sion of Motor Vehicles

~ FEES: Reinstatement - 53

Befer phone inquides: 603-271-3101
—e-i mewsy pEg Sneark/Hearing Impaired Petay TTY/TDD 1.800-735-2064



Docket # : MARlNE PATROL :??
COMPLAINT (VIOLATIONS om. 8
THE STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE fhnmp - : i
TOTHE__LAcoh _ Drswics ™™ _COURT | &
__ X6 _Achdemy S+, P.o. pox 1010 ot
mEEir?coma, : UH. o - 3-TT3A % '
Iﬁﬁsp =T STATE P L~ o
19

Ywmutmtncomn — ddothWPMm_ st

‘ D mmﬂismphn

Yo

e — Y
ot i T T ™
£ o

9 Folow the hﬂnﬂinsmlm back of the Sumenons. (Pink Copy)
THE UNDERSIGNED OOMPLAINS THAT THE DEFENDANT: (Please Print)

Q:nr}:rofe, mﬁ O:/J.?

” B
STATE
i Bre,
ONTHE _504‘ DAYOF. MeY 1937, ar_4'20 &
mn BOAT uo____ - REG. TYPE _Kem)  state_n/#
7% A YEAR /998, BOAT TYPE P ¢ .
AT_@C’/m‘f' 7
UPON A CERTAIN PUBLIC WATERWAY, TO WIT- Lnbe LN SToAMm. .
mmmwommwyhmﬁw"ﬂ*\ 5"4-7_ /)vnilealgraatertmn
E headway speed. Contrary to RSA 270-D: 2 VI.
Mﬂsnﬂmlmmwﬁmmwmal
while said boat was not equipped with a sufficient number of jon devioss.
D Contrary to RSA 270:11, SAR-C 403.01. -
whila s2id boat was not dispiaying proper betwesh Bunset and
[ Gunvie. Conrary 1o RSA ST ARG 4t ,
D " & greater than headway speed whie ina o T tnRSA:'m'ﬂ
SAF-G 402 NO7°39 Py 1:02
O v\\ .

Personal manovamm ammdaoamuu: complaint by himvher
per WEEWW complainant J nt by r
DATE (o Ef /JimufmePeaoe

DEBT. 27 3mFETY S22Y

ADC-142045 098

i
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- Division of Motor Vehicles . irector of Motor Vetucies
Jvi60000u340
. 10 Hazen Drive, Concord, N.H. 03305
AUBURN DISTRICT COURT Date: 03/16/2000
286 BYPASS 28
AUBURN, NH 03032 ~ o File Numbar;
603-6264-2086
:
SALISBURY MA 01952- J Daio of Birth:
AS A RESULT OF: “DEFA_ULT COURT SUMMONS

AUBURN DISTRICT

E RS SRR AR IR
WARNING - THIS NOTICE DOES NOT REPLACE ANY PRIOR NOTICE ALREADY IN EFFECT.

FOR THE REASONS SHOWN ABOVE YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFED OF THE FOLLOWING ACTION IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE
STATUTORY PROVISIONS OF THE MOTOR VEHICLE LAWS, EFFECTIVE ON THE DATE SHOWN TO THE RIGHT OF THE ARROW ABOVE.

YOUR LICENSE/OPERATING PRIVILEGE IS SUSPENDED INDEFINITELY.

YOU MAY BE CONSIDERED FOR RESTORATION IF
YOU COMPLETE THE FOLLOWING REQUIREMENT(S):
DEFAULT TO BE CLEARED

BE SURE TO READ THE BACK OF THIS FORM
s

NEW HAMPSHIRE DEFAULT INSTRUCTIONS:

1f you have dataulted a summons, tailed to pay & fine or detaufied &n adminkyaive fee YOU Must:

1 A)MhmuﬂhhmmuWuﬂhhwbﬂhﬂmdﬁsM(meM.

|| ) ! the name of & court appaars &bove in the upper ieft hand come© then you fuwe detauhied that court and the COURT ISSUED RECEIPT musi be recaived

: wmmmmvmmummwm.wmTmmnnouummwmmor.

. C)unnmmmmmmwehmmmmmmmmmmmwmmmummgmgn

: 10 the SUSPension atiective data. ) '

D) Onos the suspension has gone into stfect, you will be assessed & reistalement fee (see baiow) by the Division of Motor Vehicies. The detauti has 1o be claared and the
r-‘mn.An-nMMMWWMmMM.IN(ECHEGCBPA'ABLETO"STATEOFWI-IIV‘FORPAY_IIENTOFALL

OUT-OF-STATE COURT DEFAULT INSTRUCTIONS:

:] It you have isiled to pay a fine or detauitod a court summans to the oul-ol-stase court istad above:

1 A) You must cisar the problem with the out-o-state court and obian a reinstasement from the out-ci-state Department of Motor Vehicies.

{ B) The COURT ISSUED RECEIPT with proper “identiication Numbers” {locatad in the uoar isti-hand comer abovs) and the notification of reinsialement from the oul-ol-state

: Mmo!mVMthmnmmdmwmuuMWWMMthmmbyacharmFu(ue
- nu:m.mnmmmmmmmwmumwmmummmmmmmmm
CANNOT be considersd. .
C)numwmmmm:mm-ummwmmmmmmmmmmmmwumHampshim
Division of Motor Vehicies. ’
D}TSMMMWMWWMuanillehdﬂ!wmmbemmsHﬁumm&alsmmmm_h:memurm&aarﬂm
mmmmwwmm.mmmuooummnscemmmemsmmmmmvmuummmmmamur’:g
privilages can be restored. Make chacks payabie 10 "Ste of NH ~ MV™ ior payment of all reinstalement and/or clearance lees. ’

CAUTION CAUTION CAUTION

Once this order becomes effective, you MUST IMMEDIATELY SURRENDER YOUR NEW HAMPSHIRE LICENSE ® the DIRECTOR.
You are NOT TO DRIVE until you have WRITTEN CONFIRMATION that your license and/or operating privilsges have besn reinstated.
Restoration can nol be accompiished if you are under SUSPENSION OR REVOCATION for other reasons. Any cofrespondence
or remitiance should inciude your FULL NAME and DATE OF BIRTH. g

IF NO FINE AMOUNT APPEARS ABOVE, YOU MUST CONTACT THE COURT IN PERSON. C
Vgrﬁa C. Beacher, &:“44/

sion ¢! Hotor Vehicles

.FEES: Relnstatoment -

o1~y ea -sechie wine Imnei  Solyy 1TV 7D 1.800.775-20 1
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st 02305 FISH & GAME IJEPT. |
~ GOMPLAINT - tviouations opi v'] -..?‘ “

THE STATE OF NEW HAMPSHI.B:S ﬂ o T BN
ZT ‘Lt C‘."

ToTHE . A~by-n
| S P’ 5-(.”5 D’-‘"‘t

b A,Lw- w.H 03032

TowwicTY . L sln's ) oF

s YR
E/’f/ /E //?/m //’ Zl J

‘ Bex \B.n N Weght _Color Hair Coloer
ﬁ . . - .- - .
-ON THE S DAY OF. HL('&I‘, [P mZ"’“ 3\@'0 _ﬂ

VEMICLE REG. NO._ ’"iﬁrﬁﬁp; "HU’ T STAE_MA M

MAKE ““‘"“' s mf"'—ms O -COLOR: -D//N
ﬁ“’ Io-vlaJ w)ﬁ) BRI

LU'\Q P{xl'

- - cx 1 1Y o
: . . i .
.
. - . e T e o) v L ; . g . R ‘ "
. b * . . .

CONTRARY TO RSA Z Aqalnst the peace and dlgnity of the State

Dept a[——n "y ".

X serveoivvano FANES -/§ ¢ Jdo | ¢k

Pelr,snnalb:yd apprar':d ;h':‘ al;:l\:e!named complainant and made oath that the above complaint by him/mer L

subscribed is, in his/hér belief, true. - Y : g

DATE.MJMce of the Peace {Cw’f\" /H' ! zﬂcﬁﬂ’d_ %
( CET SRUIEMA TAME AOC-137.088 786 FG 164281 __f
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'Gurrn'mmmsm.w M

— bi I:eipartr;t;l‘!t of ?’af:!tyl VIRGINIA C. BEECHER
. : vision es Director of Motor Vehicigs -
Jv4500000345 ono otqr enic
10 Hazen Drive, Concord, N.H. 03305
PLYMOUTH DISTRICT COURT Date: 03/16/2000
26 GREEN STREET
PLYMOUTH, NH 03264 - File Number:
603-536-3326
AUBURN MA 01301- .. DnteofBirh:
AS A RESULT OF: DEFAULT COURT SUMMONS
PLYMOUTH DISTRICYT
- “ AN CEENETH B DT R
WARNING - Tl-u):s NOTICE NOT REPLACE ANY PRIOR NOTICE ALREADY IN EFFECT.

FOR THE REASONS SHOWN ABOVE YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIRIED OF THE FOLLOWING ACTION IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE
STATUTORY PROVISIONS OF THE MOTOR VEHICLE LAWS, EFFECTIVE ON THE DATE SHOWN TO THE RIGHT OF THE ARROW ABOVE.

YOUR LICENSE/OPERATING PRIVILEGE IS SUSPENDED INDEFINITELY.

YOU MAY BE CONSIDERED FOR RESTORATION IF
YOU COMPLETE THE FOLLOWING REQUIREMENT(S):
DEFAULT TO BE CLEARED

_ BE SURE TO READ THE BACK OF THIS FORM

NEW HAMPSHIRE DEFAULT INSTRUCTIONS:

IfmmMummhmaMuMHmmmmm

, A)mmmmmmummwhnwmmﬂmmmw(uhmnmsmhu). ‘

B)nmmmnmmmhmmhnn-ummmmmmmwucoummnsmmum

, by the Division of Motor vmmunmmm.wmmmuuwwmmmmms.a. .

; C)lfmmm&:mmﬁwohhmbﬂhummmmmmmwummhmmgﬂm

. 10 the suspension efisctive dats. ’

Tt D)mnmmmmmmﬂuw-mu1mm)byuomumvm.mmmummwm
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' OUT-OF-STATE COURT DEFAULT INSTRUCTIONS:

11.you have talled 1o pay & fine or detaulied 8 court SUMMONS 1 the out-o-Etxte court Etid Above:

A)vmmmmmmmmmmmmw.mmmmmwmmvm.

B)mwmmmn:cawmmmmum'mmumum“m;mumummmmm

Dm-nmoiuowvmmththdwvmngBbhmﬂmmmmhmw;mFu(ne

Inlam.qubmnuamkumhcunWmuWWmﬂ&nMﬂuTumwmmmmmmwm

- CANNOT be considered.

C) nmmgoesmcﬁmmmmmm.mmmwmmmmmmmmmmmwmmw

D)15mmhmmWMbMIMFntmm}wmmhm.TmFl-'mhllmlmF.elsinmm@mhemdmy

: mmmﬁm-mnuuwummmmummmmnum&ummmmvmmmmmm
privileges can be restored. Make checks payable 1o “State of NH =MV or payment of all reinstaisment and/or clearance feas.

CAUTIOIN CAUTION CAUTION

Once this ordr becomes effoctive, you MUST IMMEDIATELY SURRENDER YOUR NEW HAMPSHIRE UICENSE to the DIRECTOR.
You are NOT TO DRIVE until you have WRITTEN CONFIRMATION that your ficense and/or operating privileges have been reinstated.
Restoration can not be accomplished If you aré under SUSPENSION OR REVOCATION for other reasons. Any comreenonoence
or emittance should inciude your FULL NAME and DATE OF BIRTH.

IF NO HNE AMOUNT APPEARS ABOVE, YOU MUST CONTACT THE COURT IN PERSON. _
e N A C
FEES: Reinstatoment - Clearance -5 % _ .
- ™ Vifdinia C. Beecher, r

Mmmns.ingui_ﬁgs: 603-271-3101. sion <} Motor Vehicles
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- COMPLAINT. . finouATias owiyi- — =
THE STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE Srafeon ""M, e
TO THE Plymouth District " COURT g
~ 26"Creen St.: S g’a
%’ff“ymou:h NE 03264 .
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D fish without a valid ficense, eumrytnRSA2141~-

T take an overiimit of fish to wit
As

" take fish Wit the 55 of an oivérnnt ot e, Contirio S8 206:10, IS 406.04
‘haveoréa,tryJa.llogdedﬁmann : atidie, Sonsary 1o RSA 207:7,

to RSA 206:10, 1,

operate an OHRV gi— MEH auanw:mmnsams-A.sm SRS
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CONTRARY TO RSA\ N v" Against the peace and dignity of the State.
NR_Fish am ‘ //AM ﬁ:a..J._/ 234
Dept. 4 Complaatan Ba0ge No.
‘ ' o

EEI SERVED IN HAND / FINES-£ 2.~

Personally appeared the above named complalnant and made oath Inat the above complaint by him/her
subscribed is. in his/her beliet, true. \\ \
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State of New Hampsiﬁre

G662

: Department of Safety
- :iicha rd M. Flynn Division qf Motor Vehicles Virginia C. Beecher
10 Hazen Drive, Concord, N.H. 03305 Director of Molor Vehicles

'mmissioner of Safety

02 :
Date: 03/14/00

Page: 1

500094163

Date of Birth:
File Number:

| . .4CUKD NH | 03301

- % WARNING *x
THIS NOTICE DOES NOT REPLACE ANY PRIOR SUSPENSION/REVOCATION NOTICES

AND
DOES NOT AUTHORIZE YOU TO DRIVE WHEN YOU ARE SUSPENDED/REVOKED.

x%% THIS NOTICE TAKES EFFECT AT 12:01 AM ON 03/24/2000 xxx

QUESTIONS CONCERNING THIS SUSPENSION MUST BE DIRECTED TO:
DIVISION OF CHILD SUPPORT SVCS.
129 PLEASANT STREET
CONCORD, NH 03301-3857
TELEPHONE (603) 271-4427

ﬂ A RESULT OF THE DIRECTOR OF MOTOR VEHICLES RECEIVING INFORMATION FROM
iE ‘DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES, OFFICE OF CHILD SUPPORT,
_*RTIFYING THAT YOU ARE NOT IN COMPLIANCE WITH A LEGAL ORDER OF SUPPORT

.;L LICENSE/OPERATING PRIVILEGES ARE SUSPENDED/REVOKED INDEFINITELY.

E NO OTHER SUSPENSION/REVOCATION IS IN EFFECT YBU‘HAY BE CONSIDERED FOR
FESTORATION OF LICENSE/OPERATING PRIVILEGES IF YOU COMPLETE THE FOLLOWING

.. THERE IS A $50.00 LICENSE/DPERATING PRIVILEGE RESTORATION FEE REQUIRED IF
. THE SUSPENSION/REVOCATION REMAINS IN EFFECT OVER 15 DAYS. LICENSE/

. OPERATING PRIVILEGES BY LAW CANNOT BE RESTORED IF THIS FEE IS OUTSTANDING.
NOTE: THIS PAYMENT APPLIES ONLY TO LICENSE/OPERATING PRIVILEGES.

. THE ADMINISTRATOR, OFFICE OF CHILD SUPPORT, WILL SUBMIT A LETTER TO THIS
AGENCY REFLECTING YOU ARE IN COMPLIANCE WITH THE ORDER OF SUPPORT.

f-, AT THE TIME YOU APPLY FOR RESTORATION, IT IS DETERMINED YOU ARE
JNDER SUSPENSION/REVOCATION IN ANY OTHER STATE YOU HAVE TO CLEAR THAT
1)SPENSION/REVOCATION BEFORE N.H. LICENSE/OPERATING PRIVILEGES CAN BE

J:STORED.

liEN YOUR NEW HAMPSHIRE DRIVING PRIVILEGE HAS BEEN SUSPENDED/REVOKED YOU

TANNOT LEGALLY DRIVE ANY TYPE OF MOTOR VEHICLE. 1IF YOU HAVE A NEW
KMPSHIRE DRIVER'S LICENSE IT MUST BE SURRENDERED IMMEDIATELY TO THIS
[ENCY. FAILURE TO SURRENDER A SUSPENDED/REVOKED LICENSE CAN RESULT IN A

/

*xxx% CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE xxxxx
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.68 State of New Hampshire

§

, _ Department of Safety

:?icl:hard M. Flynn Division of Motor Vehicles Virginia C. Beecher
Enmmm of Safety 10 Hazen Drive, Concord, N.H. 033(_15 Director of Motor Vehicles
)2

i Date: 03/14/00

fooo94143 Page: 2

: Date of Birth:
; File Number:
’ CONCORD NH 03301

NTINUED SUSPENSION/REVOCATION AT THE RATE OF ONE DAY FOR EACH DAY OF NON
MPLIANCE. IF YOUR LICENSE EXPIRES DURING THIS PERIOD OF SUSPENSION/
VOCATION YOU WILL HAVE TO FILE A LICENSE APPLICATION WITH THE REQUIRED
E. YOU CANNDT DRIVE UNTIL YOUR PRIVILEGE IS RESTORED IN WRITING BY THIS

JENCY AND YOU HOLD A VALID LICENSE.

YOU HOLD AN OUT OF STATE LICENSE IT IS THE PRIVILEGE TO OPERATE IN NEW
IMPSHIRE THAT HAS BEEN SUSPENDED/REVOKED. YOU DO NOT SURRENDER AN ouUT OF
fATE LICENSE TO THIS AGENCY. HOWEVER, YOUR HOME STATE DEPARTMENT OF '
ETOR VEHICLES SHALL BE NOTIFIED OF OUR ACTION AND IT IS ANTICIPATED THAT
EY SHALL SUSPEND/REVOKE YOUR LICENSE UNDER RECIPROCITY. YOU CANNOT
}IVE IN NEW HAMPSHIRE UNTIL YOUR PRIVILEGE IS RESTORED IN WRITING BY THIS
LENCY AND YOU HOLD A VALID LICENSE.

\KE ALL CHECKS PAYABLE TO. "STATE OF NH - DMV"

- SURE TO INCLUDE YOUR FULL NAME, CURRENT ADDRESS AND DATE OF BIRTH ON
kY CORRESPONDENCE AND/OR WITH ANY CHECKS SENT TO THIS AGENCY.

§Y QUESTIONS CONCERNING THIS SUSPENSION MUST BE DIRECTED TO THE OFFICE OF
IL_D SUPPORT, CLIENT SERVICES, (603) 271-4427.

T

IRGINIA €. BEECHER, DIRECTOR
fVISION OF MOTOR VEHICLES




STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE 616
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES 3/96
OFFICE OF CHILD SUPPORT

6 HAZEN DRIVE

CONCORD, NH 03301

MARCH &, 2000

DEPT OF MOTOR VEHICLES
DIVISION OF MOTOR VEHICLE
10 HAZEN DRIVE

CONCORD, NH 03305-0002

3 VIIHYHLS
gl oy

CERTIFICATION OF NONCOMPLIANCE WITH LEGAL ORDER OF SUPPORTo

ot

ROCHESTER, NH 03867 //ql

DOB:

00, jid

RE:

SSN:

Superior Court: STRAFFORD CNTY SUPERIOR COURT

Superior Court #: 94M143

Child Support Case ID #: EEE03627C
Child Support Out-of-State ID#:

In accordance with RSA 161-B:11, the Office of Child Support (0CS)
hereby certifies that the above-named individual (obligor) is NOT in
compliance with his/her legal order of support. Therefore, in
accordance with this law, please notify the obligor within 10 calendar
days that his/her license(s) have been revoked.

If the obligor applies for a license in the future, you ﬁust deny the
igsuance and/or renewal of any license(s) held by, or being applied
for, by the obligor. )

Any license revoked, suspended, or denied for noncompliance of a legal
order of support CANNOT be reissued, reinstated, restored, or approved
until the obligor provides you with a copy of Form 617, Notice of
Compliance with Legal Order of Support, issued by OCS.

EN46
SR 96-08

oD State of New Hampshire ® Department of Health and Human Services @ Office of Child Support
T bl TDD Access: Relay NH 1-800-735-2964



-2- 616
31/96

In accordance with RSA 161-B:11, II, OCS gave the obligor notification
of its intention to issue this certlflcatzon of noncompliance. OCS
also notified the obligor that he or she cannot appeal the denial or

revocation of a license to a licensing board, but rather must contact
0ocs to discuss the matter.

If the obligor holds a similar license in ‘another state and you have a
reciprocal agreement with the other state's licensing agency, please

notify the other state's licensing agency that the obligor's licenses
must be suspended, revoked, and/or denied.

If you have any questions concerning this matter, please contact me at
the telephone number listed below.

Office of Ch1 d Aupport

(603)271-4427

ROCHESTER DISTRICT

\ :E =
< )
'l:
i “ =
{4 = =
t R
i . —]
EN46
SR 96-08

State of New Hampshire ® Department of “ealth and Human Services @ Office of Child Support
TDD Acce:.. Relay NH 1-800-735-2964
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11156 Commissionar of Satety
' ficati
ltfenﬁ. cation Numbers Department of Safety VIRGINIA C. BEECHER
Division of Motor Vehicles Director of Motor Vehicies
v3199007881

: . 10 Hazen Drive, Concord, N.H. 03305

MANCHESTER DISTRICT COURT : Date: 03/16/2000
35 AMHERST ST., P.0. BOX 456
MANCHESTER, NH 03105-0456 Fila Number:

603-626-6510 -

2F

AT 12:01 A.M.

01844-4354 7 Damotmimh:
'~

METHUEN MA

POSSESSION OF CONTROLLED/NARCOTIC DRUGS
DEFAULT COURT SUMMONS

AS A RESULT OF;
MANCHESTER DISTRIC

o T
WARNING - THIS NOTICE DOES NOT REPLACE ANY PRIOR NOTICE ALREADY IN EFFECT.

FOR THE REASONS SHOWN ABOVE YOU ARE HEREBY NCTIFED OF THE FOLLOWING ACTION IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE
STATUTORY PROVISIONS OF THE MOTOR VEHICLE LAWS, EFFECTIVE ON THE DATE SHOWN TO THE RIGHT OF THE ARROW ABOVE.

YOUR LICENSE/OPERATING PRIVILEGE IS SUSPENDED INDEFINITELY.
YOU MAY BE CONSIDERED FOR RESTORATION IF

YOU COMPLETE THE FOLLOWING REQUIREMENT(S):
DEFAULT TO BE CLEARED

BE SURE TO READ THE BACK OF THIS FORM

K

NEW HAMPSHIRE DEFAULT INSTRUCTIONS:

B} 11 you nave detmted a summons. taied 1o pay a fine o detkuied an administative tee you must

A) Claar the problem with the court of the department lisied in the upper left hand corner of this form (seo instructions on back).
B} I the nime of & court Eppears &bove i the UPRseT lelt hand comer then you have detaulied that court and the COURT ISSUED RECEIPT must be received
by the Division of Mator Vehicles PBIQR to the efiective suspension date. WARNING: This receipt is the ONLY proof this agency can accept, or,

B 4 C) utrum-ofmwmmmmmwmmwmmmmmmlmmmmummgmpn

to the sutpension stlective date.
D) Once the suspension has gone into stiect, you will be sssassed a reinstasermmnt jee (580 below) by the Division of Motor Vehicies. The detaut has 1o be cleared and the
mm m?ﬂﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁmmm’ privisgas can be restored. MAXKE CHECXKS PAYABLE TO "STATE OF NH-MV" FORPAYMENTOF ALL
[} NT FEES. '

OUT-OF-STATE COURT DEFAULT INSTRUCTIONS:
If you have tsiled to pay a fine or detautied 8 court summons to the oul-ol-stte Court isted above:

K E'A)vwmmmmmmummmmmammmmmmmumvm.
j 3 B) Thea COURT ISSUED RECEIPT with proper “ldentiiication Numbers® {iocaied in the upper lsfi-hand comer above) and the notification of rainstatament from the out-cl-state

Dapartrent of Motor Vehicles must be pressntad to the Division of Motor Vehicies PRIOR to the sfiective suspensicn date and must be accompanied by a Clearance Fee isee
beiow). Failure 10 submit the Clearance Fes with the Courl Racaipt means the Detault/Unpaid fine CANNOT be cleared &fxd resioration or canceliation of this suspension oraer
CANNOT be consicersd.

C} if the suspension goes into eftec! you must cease driving, and not drive again untl] you have writien confirmation that your ioenss has been reinstaied by the New Hampshire
Division of Motor Vehicles. . -

I 8 D) 15 days afier the suspension has gone inic aftect, a Reinstalemertt Feo (see below) will aiso be axsessed. This Reinsiatement Fes i in ADDITION to the Claarance Fee and any

other ieas and fines assessed by the court. These fess and the COURT ISSUED RECEIPT have 1o be on file &t the Division of Motor Vehicles betore your icense and/or oparating
privileges can bo restorad. Make checks payable to “State of NH — MV 10 payment of all reinstatement sndi/or claarance jess.

CAUTION CAUTION CAUTION

Oncs this order becomes effective, you MUST IMMEDIATELY SURRENDER YOUR NEW HAMPSHIRE LICENSE to the DIRECTOR.
L You are NOT TO DRIVE until you have WRITTEN CONFIRMATION that your license and/or operating privileges have besn reinatated.

Restoration can not be accomplished if you are under SUSPENSION OR BEVOCATION for other reasons. Any comespondence

or remittance should include your FULL NAME and DATE OF BIRTH.
Vifginia C. Beacher, é/acmr
sion

IF >N° FINE AMOUNT APPEARS ABOVE, YOU MUST CONTACT THE COURT IN PERSON.
of Motor Vehirlas

pan

FEES: Reinstatemant -

Refer shone Inquiies: 603-271-3101
Snasch/Hearing Impaired Peiay TTY/TOD 18307725 * "%
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3
-x;z S ¢q o~ COMPLAINT -535% 37 o
D nomes'nc VIOLENCE am-ren ' _ i -
O wouﬂgﬂr gcuss: UISDE“EANOH El FELONY

rme

~

YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED TO APPEAR BEFORE SAID COURT
10~-14 99

AT " O'CLOCK IN THE AM/PM ON 19

UNDER PENALTY OF LAW TO ANSWER TO A COMPLAINT
CHARGING YOU WITH THE FOLLOWING OFFENSE:

TO THE Manchester Dist COURT, COUNTY OF EBillsborough

e et e v s erava tPeuaeeresreassnnus

THE UNDERSIGNED COMPLAINS THAT: PLEASE PRINT

NAME . _ocinnnnn.  comnnnes  iisannaesananesnnagenens

[ I R R R ‘. e . S B E A BB AE SN ANEELEIOEEIEELRE SN

....OP.LIC.A..

svevunnensenofescrianssararannns

) WRITE OUY:
Ho brown brown
 Weight x Heir . Color Eyes
O3 comm. VEH. Ocomm. pR. LI [0 HAZ. MAT.
AT . Sagamore and Maple Stz Manchester

RN R A R A I N N N R -G R B R o B I B N I

Qecoon rpg : M.
ONTHE....§F!?.DAYOF.'_ ..... .....19.9.9...nt.?'.5§%M

on/ntmsmdmuntyandmte,dldcomnuttheoffenseof Cessesenressans

‘ poss centr drug B=B:2
........... eontn:ytoRSAal

and the laws ef New Hamipshire for"which, the defendant shouid be held to

‘answer, in that the defendant ani" ) y unlavfully and without
of NH RSA 318~B, have

authoriztaion -y
in his possession

asamst the peace and dignity of the State. y ’ g

R R 3 P TT
P W s ; a7
AP U - <41 A

Compiainant -
Personally appeared the above named complamam and made oath that the
above complaint by him/her subscribed is, in his/her bchef true, s
DATE 9-7=39 s ‘:ﬂ, ‘4'._.-.," LR

N AR R R R RN RY S en ..---o-—---—r A st
oA Justice of the Pance
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Voting Sheets



BILL TITLE:

DATE:

LOB ROOM:

Amendments:

Sponser: Rep.
Sponsor: Rep.

Sponsor: Rep.

HOUSE COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION
EXECUTIVE SESSION on SB 337-FN
(2nd New Title) requiring any new resident applying for a permanent
driver's license to be checked through the National Crime Information
Center (NCIC) for outstanding warrants or court defaults, as a
precondition to issuance, and authorizing interest penalties on unpaid
violations.

May 10, 2000

203

OLS Document #;
OLS Document #:

OLS Decument #:

Motions: OTP, OTPI@e-Refer, Interim Study (Please circle one.)

Moved by Rep. Letourneau

Seconded by Rep. Peter Cote

Vote: 15-0 (Please attach record of roll call vote.)

Motions: OTP, OTP/A, ITL, Re-Refer, Interim Study (Please circle one.)

Moved by Rep.

Seconded by Rep.

Vote:

(Please attach record of roll call vote.)

CONSENT CALENDAR VOTE: 15-0 YES

(Vote to place on Consent Calendar must be unanimous.)

Statement of Intent: Refer to Committee Report

Respectfully submitted,



Rep. Robert J. Letourneau, Clerk



HOUSE COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION

EXECUTIVE SESSION on SB 337-FN

BILL TITLE: (2nd New Title) requiring any new resident applying for a permanent
driver's license to be checked through the National Crime Information
Center (NCIC) for outstanding warrants or court defaults, as a
precondition to issuance, and authorizing interest penalties on unpaid
violations.
DATE:
LOB ROOM: 203
Amendments:
Sponsor: Rep. OLS Document #:
Sponsor: Rep. OLS Document #:
Sponsor: Rep. OLS Document #:
Motions: OTP, OTP/@Re-Refer, Interim Study (Please circle one.)

Meved by Rep. Ld‘ﬁﬁdé#l/
Seconded by Rep. C 49—7@

Vote: /g.-ﬂ (Please attach record of roll call vote.)

Motions:

OTP, OTP/A, ITL, Re-Refer, Interim Study (Please circle one.)

Moved by Rep.

Seconded by Rep.

Vote:

e

{Please attach record of roll call vote.)

yes
CONSENT CALENDAR VOTE: {Type VOTE} /&~

(Vote to place on Consent Calendar must be unanimous.)

Statement of Intent: Refer to Committee Report

Respectfully submitted,



TRANSPORTATION 4

WAL R ANl NFA O ARRE AANS LIAY Nrh BN

LA SEDSIVN

Bill #: _56337' F%ﬂe:

PH Date: / .

Motion: F_ TL.

Exec Session Date:

Amendment #:

MEMBER

" 1 /0 oD

YEAS

NAYS

Packard, Sherman A, Chairman

Flanders, John W, V Chairman

Katsakiores, George N, Emeritus

Bartlett, Gordon E

Mitligan, Robert H

VNN R

Boriso, Thomas J

Kobel, Rudolph J

Langone, John S

Letourneau, Robert J, Clerk

Cossette, Larry J

Beaulieu, Jon P

Bruno, Pierre W

Czech, Stanley E

Mosher, William B

Turgeon, Roland M .

Cote, Peter R

Haley, Robert J

Leonard, Peter F

Arthur, Rose H

LaPorte, George A

NN Y

Lerandeaun, Alfred C

Mendenhall, Leslie J

/50 o

TOTAL VOTE:
Printed: 12/30/1999
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COMMITTEE REPORT

COMMITTEE: Transportation
BILL NUMBER.: SB 337-FN
TITLE: (2nd New Title) requiring any new resident applying for a permanent driver's

license to be checked through the National Crime Information Center (NCIC)
for outstanding warrants or court defaults, as a precondition to issuance, and
authorizing interest penalties on unpaid violations.

DATE: May 10, 2000 CONSENT CALENDAR YES (X No []

OUGHT TO PASS
OUGHT TO PASS WITH AMENDMENT
INEXPEDIENT TO LEGISLATE

RE-REFER

U0 X OO

REFER TO COMMITTEE FOR INTERIM STUDY
(Available only in second year of biennium.)

STATEMENT OF INTENT
{Include Committee Vote)

This bill would require any new resident applying for a permanent New Hampshire driver's license
to be checked through the National Crime Information Center (NCIC) for outstanding warrants or
court defaults as a precondition to issuance. This bill, while having a worthwhile intent, has many
problems with its drafting. During the public hearing it was revealed that the Department of Safety
did a pilot program in 1995. The department ran 16,000 checks yielding 1,600 possible hits which
were then reviewed by civilian personal in the NHSP. All but 33 were then ruled out. These 33 were
then turned over to SIU (State Police Intelligence Unit), of these 7 were correct. Of these 7, 3 should
no longer be listed on the NCIC, leaving 4 names on the list. State Troopers were dispatched to the
last known address of these individuals and none of the 4 could be located. This would be a labor-
intensive program requiring at a minimum a labor grade 8 to 13 clerk in licensing, a second clerk in
SIU, and a labor grade 17+ trooper to investigate possible hits. Each of these persons would require
special NCIC system training. There would be the cost of additional troopers going into the field to
check positive hits. The department estimates that the cost of this program would be a half a million
dollars in the first half of 2001, with an annual cost of approximately $350,000, if all license
renewals were considered. This bill as amended by the Senate would only require those coming from
out of state to be checked. Startup cost associated with this version would be approximately
$272,000, with an annual cost of approximately $100,000 plus. However, this would cause the
constitutionality of this measure to be suspect. To pass constitutional muster you must be able to
show that out of state drivers are more likely to be eriminals or have outstanding warrants or unpaid
fines, thereby forcing the state to consider all license renewals. The committee also felt that this bill
came with an incorrect fiscal note and were not able to properly consider the bill in the short time
available to work on this proposed legislation. There were many doubts that this legislation would



produce successful results. With the state in a fiscal deficit, the committee felt that the state
resources could be better employed.

Vote 15-0.

Rep. Robert J. Letourneau
FOR THE COMMITTEE

Original: House Clerk
ce: Committee Bill file

USE ANOTHER REPORT FOR MINORITY REPORT



CONSENT CALENDAR

Transportation

SB 837-FN, (2nd New Title) requiring any new resident applying for a permanent driver's license to
be checked through the National Crime Information Center (NCIC) for outstanding warrants or
court defaults, as a precondition to issuance, and authorizing interest penalties on unpaid violations.
INEXPEDIENT TO LEGISLATE .

Rep. Robert J. Letourneau for Transportation: This bill would require any new resident applying for
a permanent New Hampshire driver’s license to be checked through the National Crime Information
Center (NCIC) for outstanding warrants or court defaults as a precondition to issuance. This bill,
while having a worthwhile intent, has many problems with its drafting. During the public hearing it
was revealed that the Department of Safety did a pilot program in 1995. The department ran 16,000
checks yielding 1,600 possible hits which were then reviewed by civilian personal in the NHSP. All
but 33 were then ruled out. These 33 were then turned over to SIU (State Police Intelligence Unit),
of these 7 were correct. Of these 7, 3 should no longer be listed on the NCIC, leaving 4 names on the
list. State Troopers were dispatched to the last known address of these individuals and none of the 4
could be located. This would be a labor-intensive program requiring at a minimum a labor grade 8 to
13 clerk in licensing, a second clerk in SIU, and a labor grade 17+ trooper to investigate possible
hits. Each of these persons would require special NCIC system training. There would be the cost of
additional troopers going into the field to check positive hits. The department estimates that the
cost of this program would be a half a million dollars in the first half of 2001, with an annual cost of
approximately $350,000, if all license renewals were considered. This bill as amended by the Senate
would only require those coming from out of state to be checked. Startup cost associated 'with this
version would be approximately $272,000, with an annual cost of approximately $100,000 plus.
However, this would cause the constitutionality of this measure to be suspect. To pass constitutional
muster you must be able to show that out of state drivers are more likely to be criminals or have
outstanding warrants or unpaid fines, thereby forcing the state to consider all license renewals. The
committee also felt that this bill came with an incorrect fiscal note and were not able to properly
consider the bill in the short time available to work on this proposed legislation. There were many
doubts that this legislation would produce successful results. With the state in a fiscal deficit, the
committee felt that the state resources could be better employed. Vote 15-0.



Inexpedient to Legislate

SB 337 would require any new resident applying for a permanent New Hampshire
driver’s license to be checked through the National Crime Information Center (NCIC) for
outstanding warrants or court defaults as a precondition to issuance. This bill while
having a worthwhile intent has many problems with its drafting. During the public
hearing it was revealed that the Dept. of Safety did a pilot program in 1995. The Dept.
ran 16,000 checks yielding 1600 possible hits which were then reviewed by civilian
personal in the NHSP. All but 33 were then ruled out. These 33 were then turned over to
SIU (state police intelligence unit) of these 7 were correct. Of these 7, three should no
longer be listed on the NCIC leaving 4 names on the list. State Troopers were dispatched
- to the last known addresses of these individuals; none of the 4 could be located. This
would be a labor intensive program requiring at a minimum, a labor grade 8 to 13 clerk in
licensing, a second clerk in SIU and a labor grade 17 + Trooper to investigate possible
hits. Each of these people would require special NCIC system training. There would be
the cost of additional Troopers going into the field to check positive hits. The Dept
estimates that the cost of this program would be a half a million dollars in the first half of
2001, with an annual cost of approximately $350,000, if all license renewals were
considered. This bill as amended by the Senate would only require those coming from
out-of-state to be checked. Start-up cost associated with this version would be
approximately $272,000 with an anmual cost of approximately $100,000 plus. However
this would cause the Constitutionality of this measure to be suspect. To pass
constitutional muster you must be able to show that out-of-state driver’s are more likely
to be criminals or have out-standing warrants or unpaid fines, thereby forcing the state to
consider all license renewals. The committee also felt that this bill came with an
incorrect fiscal note and were not able to properly consider the bill in the short time
available to work on this proposed legislation. There were many doubts that this
legislation would produce successful results. With the state in a fiscal deficit, the
committee felt that the state resources could be better employed

Rep. Robert J. Letourneau for the committee
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