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defendant, and Tele-Brock, England TelephoneNewTheC.J.
from(NET), theinterlocutory appealhas filed anCompanygraph

J.)(M. for sum-denying its motionFlynn, orderCourt’sSuperior
toemployer pro-self-insuredthus therequiringandmary judgment

ininjured a work-employeeto ancoverageuninsuredvide motorist
reverse.accident. Werelated

injuredwas in aColtey,Moses J.plaintiff,that theundisputedIt is
hit-and-run driver dur-a still unidentifiedbywork-related accident
workers’ compensationNET. He receivedemployment withing his

sustained, soughthe but additional benefitsinjuriesfor thebenefits
in At the time ofcoverage.of uninsured motoristfrom NET the form

accident, of motor vehicles thatNET had certified to the directorthe
satisfy againstable to all claimsfinanciallyself-insurer andit was a

was aby generalheld NETonly liability policyinsuranceit. The
claims in of mil-policy,an umbrella for excess $2.5orliability policy,

isalready having litigated,been notCoverage policy,under thislion.
in thisat issue case.

NET unin-accident, filed a claim with forFollowing Colteythe
insurance, was denied. The thenplaintiffmotorist whichsured

court,action, superiorthe the defendant’sdenyingthis andbrought
to a cause of underto for failure state action Newmotion dismiss

law, responsible affordingruled that NET was for theHampshire
defendant,appeal,motorist On the re-coverage.uninsuredplaintiff

Manchester,in Cityon our decision Dionne v. 134lying recent of
(1991),225, that, self-insurer,as a it isN.H. 589 1016 notarguesA.2d

provide employees coverage.to its with uninsured motoristrequired
contends, to the that NET is aplaintiff contrary,The because self-

the New FinancialHampshire Responsibilityinsurer withcomplying
(1982 1991),Laws, it provideRSA ch. and must uninsuredSupp.264

motorist coverage.

everyrequiredoes not motor vehicle to beHampshireNew
cases, financialinsured, even, priorin ofproof responsibilityor some

However, circumstances,underof a vehicle. someoperationto the
after causingof certain traffic-related offenses ore.g., on conviction

(1982accident, 264:2, 1991),:3 and of financialSupp. proofan RSA
RSA 264:21 alternative methodsrequired. providesisresponsibility
responsibility:financialproofof ofgiving

in-a anBy department“I. with the certificate ... offiling
anya surety company satisfysurance or of tocompany

;from . .judgment... damages resultingfor an accident.
money statutorilytheBy [inII. of or securities thedeposit

amount];required minimum orpolicy
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fi-anythat hasBy satisfying corporationIII. the director
withability chap-nancial to the of thiscomply requirements

ter.”

to satisfyThe asserts that its financial re-plaintiff upon electing
264:21, III,RSAobligation by complying with the de-sponsibility

with in chapteris to all sections RSA 264required complyfendant
(1982 1991), 1991),including (Supp.and RSA 264:15 whichSupp.

inall New contain unin-policies Hampshiremandates that issued
coverage.or hit-and-run motor vehiclesured

coverageThe of whether uninsured motorist mustquestion
a has been addressedprovided by recently byself-insurer thisbe

Manchester, 225,In 1016,Dionne v. N.H. 589 A.2dCitycourt. 134of
(the264:14,259:61, and 264:15 at inanalyzedwe RSA statutes issue

bar) Manchester,case at and their the ofapplicability Citythe to a
case,In that Citywe concluded that “[t]heself-insurer. notha[d]

an companya contract with insurance to indemnifyformed its
drivers, risksimply acceptsbut instead the of accident and pays

Therefore,todamage requiredclaims when do so. the ofprovisions
264:15, I, 228,are to this Id.inapplicableRSA case.” at 589 A.2d at
(citation omitted). We went on to that1018 note requirements“[t]he

259:61,264:14,RSA and mayof 264:15 be avoided simply by choosing
purchase policy.to an . . All persons,not insurance . corporate enti­

ties, governmentaland units thus have almost complete freedom to
to bedecide whether insured or inuninsured the ofState New

Dionne,Hampshire.” 229,134 N.H. at A.2d at 1019 (emphasis589
added).

NET, Manchester,like the ofCity is a self-insured em­
albeitployer, corporate,a rather entity.than governmental, This is a

distinction, however, a in Dionne,without As recognizeddifference.
entity may uninsured,either decide to remain and the uninsured mo­

torist inapplicablestatute is to those which have not purchased an
229,insurance Id. atpolicy. Therefore, NET,589 A.2d at 1019. which

self-insured,chosenhas to remain is obligatednot to withcomply the
(1982 1991) (1982of 264:14provisions RSA and andSupp. 264:15 and

1991).Supp.

The plaintiff argues that notDionne is applicable due to the
effect of“triggering” the financial Inresponsibility statute. other

words, according to the plaintiff, once NET demonstrated financial
responsibility, “regulated” motorist,it became a required provideto

motorist coverage.uninsured The statute,uninsured motorist how-
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an mo-“unregulated”a orever, “regulated”not to eitherapplydoes
liability pol-a motor vehiclehas obtainedunless the motoristtorist

icy.

Dionne, 228,N.H. at 589 A.2d atin 134heldexplicitlyAs we
and,liability policy,motor vehicle1018, entity has noa self-insured

appli­motorist statute is nota the uninsuredpolicy,in the absence of
vehicle liabilityhas no motorNET, company,a self-insuredcable.

insurer,with an but itinto adid it not enteronlynot contractpolicy;
to itself. See Hill v. Cath­policyan insurancecould not issuepossibly

(1983)492, 183,488,Charities, 455 N.E.2d 186App.118 Ill. 3dolic
(“A it tworequires parties,like all contractsis a contract andpolicy

insured”). Dionne,in NET’s lack of a motorAsan insurer and an
(1982the of RSA 264:15applicationforeclosesliability policyvehicle

1991) to it.Supp.and

is no forclaims that there rational basisThe furtherplaintiff
jurisdictionsfrom other asand cites several casesdenying coverage,

Dionne, however, jurisdic­in theseauthority. As notedpersuasive
they may interpretand while “the wordhighly regulated,tions are

statute ... toprotective requirein an uninsured motorist‘policy’
omitted)...(citations [sjuch‘self-insurer,’ is not thefrom acoverage

229-30,N.H. at 589 A.2d at 1019. Wein New 134Hampshire,”case
byother thearguments presented plaintiffdecline to rule on the

thedispositiveour on this issue is of case.holdingsince

Reversed; case dismissed.

sit;J.,JOHNSON, not the others concurred.did


