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weretime, The selectmenno finished lots.there werethatAt1978.
forty-acre as oftractentireobliged appraise Moore’stotherefore

that time.
Appeal dismissed.

All concurred.
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malpracticequestions in this medicalThe twoPer CURIAM.
Districtby Court for thethe States Districtcase certified United

asSupreme 34 areHampshire pursuant Court Ruletoof New
follows:

applicable to theand RSA 507-C:10507-C:4Are RSA
plaintiff?

which states that:in RSA 507-C:10the statementIs
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chapter applies to causes ofIn addition this action ocur-
ring uponprior to its effective date which no action has

exceptof its effective datebeen instituted as that the
bringing specified infor such actions as RSAtime 507-

computed from the ofC:4 shall be effective date this
chapter.

may,itwherecaseinstantin theplaintifftheapplicable to
fromLimitationsofreading, the Statuteby extendliteral

years?to sevensix

legof hisa fractureplaintiff sufferedare thatrelevant factsThe
byday defendant17, 1972, reducedwas thatwhichSeptemberon

radiologist,Scriven, examinedaday, defendantPiper. The same
1974,January theInafter the reduction.X-rays before andtaken

fracture andof thepain areaexperienced in theplaintiff
required inwasX-rays Treatmentsubsequent showed a malunion.

performed in March 1979.1977, operation wasanandDecember
1979, alleging31,Augustbrought onthis actionplaintiffThe

negligence part of the defendants.on the
malpractice untilfor medicalin forceof limitationsThe statute

1979). the(Supp. In 1977years. 508:4was six RSA1977
relating to medicalcomprehensive statutelegislature aenacted
alia,controlled, ofthe burdenintermalpractice actions which

damageswitnesses, andofexpert limitationsqualificationproof, of
417:22, (Supp.1977, ch. 507-CRSALawsin which to sue.the time

1979).
1979)(Supp. are asprovisions of ch. 507-CRSAThe relevant

follows:

Notwithstanding507-C:4 anyStatute Limitations.of
provision law,other injuryof all actions for medical

years act,shall be commenced within 2 of the omission
complained of,or exceptfailure that where the action is

upon discovery foreignbased object bodyof a in the of
injured personthe which is not discovered and could not

reasonably have been yeardiscovered within such 2
period, maythe yearsaction be commenced within 2 of

discoverythe date of discoveryor of the date of of facts
which reasonablywould discovery,lead to whichever is

applies regardlessearlier. This section personsto all of
minority legal disability,or other except that a minor

age yearsunder the act,of 8 at the time of the omission
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complained anyin have until hisor of shall eventfailure
birthday to an action.tenth in which commence

Applicability. chapter applies to all causes507-C:10 This
accruinginjuryof for after its effectiveaction medical
action, anysupersedetodate and as such causes of shall

addition, chapterprovision thisof law. Ininconsistent
accruing priorapplies to its effectiveto causes of action

upon asno action has been instituted of'itsdate which
bringingexcept time for sucheffective date that the

computedspecifiedas in RSA shall beactions 507-C:4
chapter.offrom the effective date this

argue plaintiffs barred itThe defendants that the claim is because
yearsbrought six under the old statute and becausewas not within

six-yearextend thethe new statute should not be construed to
disagree.statute. We

true, argue, of newIt is as the that the thrust thedefendants
time which action for medicalstatute is to reduce the in an

brought. given inmalpractice if effectcan be It is also true that
mayduringcase, plaintiffthe which thethis it would extend time

bring However, is tothe overall effect of the statutesuit.
bringing accruingsubstantially lessreduce the time for actions

years preceding the timethan four its effective date and to extend
only yearsaccruingfor those more four before its effectivethan
date.

legislature already ofThe had enacted a statute limitations
extending bringingwhich has the effect of the time for actionsalso

actions,556:1, relatingin cases. to survival ofsome RSA
extendingthe of the for suit.sometimes has incidental effect time

51, (1966).Tarmey, A.2dPerutsakos v. 107 N.H. 217 177
Moreover, clearlylanguage (Supp. 1979)ofthe 507-C:10RSA

unambiguously yearsand for “causes of actionsallows two
accruing prior provides twoto effective date” and that theits
years computed chapter.”will be “from the effective date of this In

language,view of this clear need not look further for itswe
meaning. Prods., Inc., 20,Corson v. Brown 119 640N.H. 397 A.2d

Accordingly,(1979). questions inwe answer both certified the
affirmative.

Remanded.


