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may con-present questionthe whether a townThis issue does not
anything suretystitutionally but a as secu-consider bondrefuse to

674:36, IIIrity improvements, see RSAuncompleted subdivisionfor
1983), what town has In what defend-(Supp. this is not the done.for

action, adoptedsuggests was vires the townultraant’s counsel now
approval plat on that noregulation providing for of a conditiona

completedmay improvementssold until have beensubdivided lot be
Regu-Subdivisionrelated to such lot.” Town of Wentworth“as

IV, not, thus indi-ultra or the town hasM. Whether vireslations §
bond,surety protec-accept protection ait will other thancated that

foreclosing powertion that could be no less than a ofcumbersome
bymortgage.sale action would be in decid-This the town relevant

ing reasonably,whether the board had acted or had abused its dis-
cretion, refusing accept security mortgage coveringin the a allto of

part question.propertya of inor the
long parties suppressThe time the thehas since come for to

litigation,acrimony that is in this and related and to con-evident
adequacy mortgage securitythesider of on its merits.

Affirmed.
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III,Smith,Smith, (Ernest on theT.Upton, of ConcordSanders &
orally), plaintiff.for thebrief and

Branch, (EileenDevine, Millimet, Fox onof Manchester&Stahl
orally), the defendant.brief and forthe

District ofSOUTER, Court for theStates DistrictJ. The United
following questionJ.)Hampshire (Loughlin, has certified theNew

Supreme 34: “Is a work-Court Rulefor our consideration under
recovery interest on itscompensation to the ofcarrier entitledmen’s

againstinjured employeedamages by a liablerecovered thelien on
person?”third We answer no.

Higgins Companyemployee ofplaintiff an PullmanThe was
injuredpower plant,working where he wasat the nuclearSeabrook

20,Augustby employee on 1979. Commercialan of the defendant
compensationCompany car-was both the workers’Union Insurance

liability for the defendant. As Pull-rier for Pullman and the carrier
carrier, paidcompensation Commercial theman’s workers’ Union

$65,006.17 weekly, lumpplaintiff in and suma total of medical
(1977 Supp. 1983).chapter 281benefits under RSA and

brought negligence againstplaintiff his wife this actionThe and
Court, 31,Mayonthe defendant in the States District andUnited

1983, plaintiff$230,000a verdict for for the andjurya returned
$74,250 appeal, appealsdefendant’s the court offor his wife. On the

subject appellatejudgment, to an remit-affirmed the district court
12, 1984,$18,900. district court ordered thattitur of On June the
judgment, capacitypay in as defendant’sCommercial the itsUnion

carrier, judgmentliability deducting its net lien on the forafter
paid compensation RSAsums it had as Pullman’s carrier. See
1983). computed(Supp. The district court the lien as the281:14

compensation propaid, rataamount of benefits less the carrier’s
action, including attorney’sexpenses of theshare of the costs and

281:14, IV. claimed that its lienfees. See RSA Commercial Union
charge pre- post-verdict onshould a for and interest theinclude

paid.of benefits This claim raised an issue of firstamount the
questionimpression jurisdiction promptedin this and the certified

before us.

generalquestion,responding follow a canonIn to the we
often,interpreting chapterRSA 281 that we have stated that thefor

“rights, procedurescompensation andacts create remediesworkers’
rightsown,” such “meas-all their and that the statutes that create
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ure Hagerty Co.,them” as well. v. Great American Ind. 106 N.H.
425, 427, 424, (1965).213 A.2d 425 long,The statute “contains
detailed rights,”and meticulous definitions of . . . Hanchett v.

Co.,Tanning 236,Brezner 240, 246,107 N.H. 221 (1966),A.2d 249
and we legislaturecannot “read words into which the[the statute]

62,did not Gregory State,see fit to insert.” 63,v. 117 N.H. 369 A.2d
181, 181-82 (1977).

standard, dispositive in this is thatthe fact caseGiven this
provision com­for the amount of athe statute makes no interest on

lien, by implica­expresslypensation or reasonablecarrier’s either
tion.

281:14,1 (Supp. 1983) providesRSA that:
compensation payableinjury is underfor which“When an

chapterof has sustained underprovisionsthe this been
per-creating person than ain some othercircumstances

against under RSAson whom has been barredaction
thereto,281:12, legal damages respectliability pay ina to

injured employee, thisin addition to the benefits ofthe
may damages proceed at lawchapter, obtain from or

damages; provided,against personother to recoversuch
however, employer’semployer,the or insurancethat the

damagescarrier, have lien on the amount of recov-shall a
by employee, expensesthe and costs ofthe lessered

medical,action, compensation, hospitalextent theto the of
already paid, agreed oror awardedor other remedial care

by employer’spaid employer,the or insuranceto be the
carrier, employer’s thechapter, less orunder this the

carrier’s, expensesproemployer’s rata shareinsurance of
paragraph TVinand action determinedcosts as hereof.”of

added.)(Emphasis
anylanguage provisionother ofemphasized above norNeither the

anychapter compensation carrier shall haveprovidesthe that the
Moreover, legislature’s on ofsilence the matterlien for theinterest.

a twen-probablyinterest not inadvertent. There isfor lienholders is
litigation legislation culminatingty-year history in theof and

281:37-a, 1983). provides forpresent (Supp. statuteI ThisRSA
anyportion com-interest on the contested of workers’to a claimant

appealed superior supremepensation the or courts. Seeaward to
655,5, 8,Dairy,generally, v. Producers 102 N.H. 148 A.2dLatour

right chapter(no and under RSA(1959) to counsel fees interest658
Co., 241,Tanning at281); at 221 A.2dHanchett v. Brezner 107 N.H.

293:1;1963,524);(no right chapter Laws249 to interest under RSA
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legisla-history of1969, Despite this407:1;1967, 187:1.LawsLaws
compen-of the workers’in contextinterest theofconsiderationtive

pay-provision for interestnoact, legislature has enactedthesation
on theby of a lienmeansbenefitswho recoversto a carrierable

certainlylegislaturejudgment.third-party Theproceeds of a later
area, can-and we thereforein thiswith interesthow to dealknows

pro-tothat it failedthrough mere inadvertenceit wasnot infer that
seeks.that Commercial Unionfor the interestvide

with a carefulany provision is consistentRather, of suchthe lack
statutory inlien as containedreading provision for theof the basic

to281:14,1 1983), quoted above. The lien does not attach(Supp.RSA
third-partyto aagainst party, or evenright a thirdof actiona mere

damages in therecovered”ofjudgment. lien on “the amountIt is a
apply281:14, 1983). It not(Supp. doesthird-party Iaction. RSA

damagesactually to which he hasinjured plaintiff receivestheuntil
paidThus, is about to beadjudged until the verdictbeen entitled.

carrier, nothing with­nothing that could beandis due to thethere
v. E.run. Kirk Walterupon which interest could Seeandheld

(1981) (noAssociates, 99,App. 420 11243d N.E.2d96 Ill.Deuchler
judgmentthird-partyproviding onlieninterest under statute

paid”).“obtained and
construingdisregard longstanding theruleif to ourEven we were

self-contained, no better.would fareCommercial Unionstatute as
judgments,524:1-b, general providing on isinterestthe statuteRSA

Tanning supra.Co.inapplicable the lien. Hanchett v. Breznerto See
“pecuniary dam-provides for interest on an award forThat statute

filing petition” uponages of the. the date of the writ or the. . from
pro-finding damages lienof is rendered. Thewhich the verdict or

however, not,-and281:14,by (Supp. 1983), is notI isvided RSA
“damages”;as, compensationnor must thean award ofdescribed

assertingpetitiondepend upon or writ in its lien. Weacarrier
applicability of RSA 524:1-b.therefore see no

considerations, empha-against hasthese Commercial UnionAs
jurisdictions general argu-authority from other for thesized some

unjust deprive compensation ofto the carrierthat it would bement
authoritymoney paid We find the fromon it has out.interest the
allowing inter-jurisdictions The rationale forof limited value.other

Inc., (La. App.Roy Young, 1384 3d Cir.in v. 397 So. 2dest Breaux
clear, post-supports than1981) none of the cases moreis not and

Co., 527,43 373 N.E.2dBecker v. Huss N.Y.2dverdict interest. See
Indemnity1205, (1978); Fireman’s Fund Co. v.402 N.Y.S.2d 980

242,Batts, Super. (1951). also 2A A. Lar-A.2d 293 See11 N.J. 78
Compensation Theyson, 74.32(d) (1983).Law of Workmen’s §The

therefore,not, support principle that Commercialthe broaddo
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espouses seekingin third-partyUnion interest from the ofdate the
writ.

Indeed, questionableit is whether Commercial Union is even in a
position general principleto invoke the that interest is awarded to
compensate money.for the loss of the use of the The terms on which

compensation maya workers’ carrier chargeconduct business and
premium subject regulationrates are all to under State statute. See

passingRSA propriety412:8—:13. In on the premiumof the carrier’s
rates, maythe insurance commissioner consider the fact that RSA
chapter company281 allows the no recapturedinterest on benefits

281:14,1 (Supp.under the lien of RSA 1983).
Therefore, may anythingto the extent that there be “unfair” about

chapter provide interest,the failure of RSA 281 to such that unfair-
may settingness be appropriate premiumsaddressed in the under

RSA 412:8-: 12. Whatever a carrier can be said to lose under the one
statute, gainopportunity other,it has the to under the with the

obtaining premiumultimate result of “justincome that is and rea-
adequatesonable and againstfor the risks” which the carrier

say,insures. RSA legislature412:8. Needless to if the should decide
preferablethat it would be to broaden the carrier’s lien to include

interest, potentialin order to lessen premium rates,the burden of
chapter may accordingly.RSA 281 be amended

Remanded.
Douglas, J., sit;did not the others concurred.
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