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ceived a confidential from atip reliable informant and other anony-
mous reports concerning the defendant’s drug dealings. Id. We held
that reasonable suspicion did not exist to support the investigatory
stop.

We find presentthe case easily distinguishable from Kennison.
First, and most theimportantly, only details that the were ablepolice
to incorroborate Kennison were those —such as type of car and em-
ployment schedule —that are readily available to many Inpeople.
contrast, the Crimeline incaller the present case accurately pre-
dicted future behavior of the that heincluding would ar-defendant —

inrive White River Junction Amtrakby and be met aby woman
his blackdriving Subaru —that showed a special familiarity with his
Second,affairs. while the identityinformant’s and withrelationship

the defendant in unknown,Kennison remained the inpolice the pre-
sent case had from whichknowledge could havethey de-reasonably
termined the ofidentity the informant and that she shared a close
relationship Third,with the Kennison,defendant. unlike the
Crimeline tips included a declaration against penal interest that
pointed to the reliability of the informant’s other statements. Finally,
in Kennison the level of suspicion independent of the ultimate tip
cannot to incompare that the present case where policethe had re-
ceived several other tips anonymous, some not—within a nar-—some
row timeframe.

Because the defendant notdoes claim that the search incident to
his arrest was even ifillegal arrest,there was a valid we do not ad-
dress that Field,issue. See 760, 765,State v. 132 N.H. 1276,571 A.2d

(1990).1279

Affirmed.

All concurred.
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Association, of Franklin (Christopher J.Seufert Professional
brief,on the and William J. Schultz fororally), peti-theSeufert
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orally), for International Packaging Corporation and MutualLiberty
Insurance Company.

Johnson, The petitioner,J. Gilpatric, challengesSandra the de-
cision of Hampshirethe New ofDepartment (department)Labor

anawarding eight percent permanent impairment award under RSA
1993) 1994)281-A:32 (Supp. (paragraph 1,XII effective until Jan.

(amended 1994).1,Jan.effective Gilpatric argues that the depart-
ment erred in not accepting the dual adiagnosis previousfound in

order,superior court and in herdisregarding expert’s opinion as to
impairment. We affirm.

Gilpatric had been atemployed the International Packaging Cor-
poration a factoryas assembly-line worker for fifteennearly years
when, 1988,in early she began to experience and numbnesstingling
in both her andhands forearms. Her condition was as car-diagnosed
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a of thenarrowing spacewhich results frompal syndrome,tunnel
tunnel) of theand or an(carpal enlargingthe forearm handbetween

of medianwrist, compressionthe thecausingstructures within
Gray Attorneys’Gordy,L. Textbook Of Medi-3B R. &nerve.

¶ (1988).100.54, rightAfter on hersurgeryat 100-72 to 100-73cine
1988, factory.to the SheGilpatric stoppedin returnedAprilwrist

1988, however, leftof in herproblemsat the of becausework end
led in March 1990.eventually surgerywrist that to

22, 1990, concerningat theAugust hearing departmentanAfter
with rehabilitation under RSAvocationalGilpatric’s cooperation

(amended1989) 1990) the of disabil-and extent her(Supp.281-A:25
1993) untileffective(paragraphRSA 281-A:48 Vity (Supp.under

1994) (amended 1, 1994), re-1, departmentJan. theJan. effective
disability to the di-temporaryfrom totalGilpatric’sduced benefits

tode novo appealrate. Theearning capacity petitioner’sminished
court, the then-existing appeal procedurethe topursuantsuperior

281-A:48, V, in reversal of the department’sunder resulted theRSA
compen-disabilityand reinstatement of totaltemporarydecision the

21, 1992, “na-that theAprilcourt in its order ofsation. The stated
isinjuries carpalture Ms. bilateralGilpatric’sof tunnel/overuse

. . .”syndrome .
10,was held on Decemberdepartmentfinal before thehearingThe

permanenta for a1992, request impairmentafter madeGilpatric
In the petitioner’sthis proceeding,award to RSA281-A:32.pursuant

im-Carr, a ofpresented rating thirty-one percentDr. Rexexpert,
syndromeof tunnelcarpalbased on a bilateralpairment, diagnosis

Dr.expert,the insurance carrier’ssyndrome,and overuse while
tunnelsolely bilateralO’Neil, carpalwhose wasdiagnosisKenneth

21,On Decembereight impairment.rated it assyndrome, percent
to anthat was entitled1992, Gilpatricthe determineddepartment

recon-award. Her motion forpermanent impairmenteight percent
sideration was denied.

1, of the1994, impairment awardsJanuary permanentPrior to
1993)final, 281-A:32, XII (Supp.were seelabor commissioner RSA
a dis-(effective 1, 1994), forappropriate remedyuntil and theJan.

132, 133, 635N.H.Blackford,Petition 138was certiorari.pute of
(effective 1,1993,(1993). But Laws ch. 226 Jan.501,A.2d 502 see

1994).
in the defindingthat the court’sargues superiorfirstGilpatric

ineffectpreclusiveher is entitled todiagnosisnovo appeal regarding
disagree.this Weproceeding.

froma in a later actionpartyIf a is toprior judgment estop
issue, subject estoppelthen a minimum the issue toan atrelitigating
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action,must be identical in each action mustthe first have resolved
merits,finallythe issue on the and party estoppedthe to mustbe

action,have in the inappeared privityfirst or have been with some­
351, 360, 1044,one who did so. of Breau,Petition 132 N.H. 565 A.2d

(1989).1049 The party to be must have had a full and fairestopped
addition,Into the issue. Id. theopportunity litigate finding must

Co.,have been essential to v.judgment.the first Morin J.H. Valliere
(Sec­431, 434, 153, (1973);113 N.H. 309 A.2d 155 Restatement

Judgmentsond) (1982).§of 27
The issue in priorthe before the courthearing superior was

whether toGilpatric sufficientlywas disabled continue receiving
totaltemporary disability benefits rather than diminished earning

(for status).capacity benefits As to thispartial disability issue of
work capacity, Dr. Carr testified in his thatdeposition Gilpatric suf-

from carpalfers bilateral tunnel which is “asyndrome subset of
overuse syndrome,” plus a “second of the muscularcomponent prob-
lem in the arms and wrist.” Dr. Carr also stated that Gilpatric’s total
impairment was thirty-one percent. superiorThe court’s order indi-
cates that the court considered the deposition testimony useful “in

Ms.detailing Gilpatric’s and inphysical symptom[at]ology” describ-
the “nature ofing injuries”Ms. toGilpatric’s be “bilateral carpal

syndrome.”tunnel/overuse

questionWe whether the threshold requirement for collateral
estoppel, namely the existence of court,a the trial isfinding by met

this casual inby language the trial court if assume,order. Even we
arguendo, that the courtsuperior made such a thefinding, issues
were not identical. The question before the indepartment December
1992 was whether the petitioner was entitled to a permanent impair­
ment award. This issue is distinct from the issue raised in the supe­
rior court of the claimant’s work capacity for ofpurposes temporary

Further,total disability compensation. the issue before the superior
court was one of Gilpatric’s condition at that time. The court made no
finding of permanency, but rather reinstated totaltemporary disabil­
ity benefits. The however,issue before the department, was one of
Gilpatric’s condition some eight months later. See Ainsworth v.
Claremont, 55, (1967).56-57, 867,108 N.H. 226 A.2d 869-70 Gil­
patric’s also notdiagnosis was essential to the superior court’s judg­
ment because a finding as to her work capacity did not depend upon
the ofprecise injuries,nature her nor the exact ofscope her medical
diagnosis. Morin,See 434,113 N.H. at sum,309 A.2d at 155. In the
superior court’s order did not compel the todepartment accept the
court’s ofdescription Gilpatric’s disability.
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by acceptingofficer erredhearingsthat thenext arguesGilpatric
car-insuranceof theratingimpairmentpermanenteight percentthe

solelywas bi-injuryof herO’Neil, analysisDr. whoseexpert,rier’s
hearingsthat thecontendsGilpatricsyndrome.tunnelcarpallateral

im-permanentthirty-one percentthehave acceptedofficer should
descriptionreflects theit betterof Dr. becauserating Carrpairment

men-syndrometunnelcarpaland bilateralsyndromeof overuse
order.in courtsuperiortioned the

compensationamount ofas to thedisputeof a“In the event
both,or the commis­losspartialof permanentpercentageor the

compe­the ofmade on basisthe award to besioner shall determine
final.”befindings shallcommissioner’sevidence. Thetent medical

(effective1993) 1,1994). But seeuntil Jan.281-A:32, XII (Supp.RSA
1994).(effective 1, not disturb awill1993, Jan. Wech. 226Laws

ifthereondecision basedor thefindingsfactualofficer’shearings
Blake,in record. Petitiontheevidenceby competentsupported of

(1993). contains741, the record43, 49, 745 When623 A.2d137 N.H.
determination,that thesupportsmedical evidenceexpertcompetent

in recordthecontrary testimonyifreversible evenordinarilyit is not
not err inofficer didhearingsId. Theanother result.would support

afford the hear­because weof Dr. Carrtestimonythedisregarding
expertoftestimonyor discredit theto creditofficer discretionings

id.Seewitnesses.

and evaluation constitutediagnosishold that Dr. O’Neil’sWe
de­the officer’shearingsthattestimony supportsmedicalcompetent

syndrometunnelcarpalof “bilateralDr. diagnosiscision. O’Neil’s
of othermatched the diagnosesreleases”tunnelcarpalbilateralwith
Dr. No­treating physician,that ofincluding Gilpatric’sphysicians,

to the de­reportsand submittedMurakami, herwho examinedboru
permanentof eight percentcalculationDr. O’Neil’spartment.

of Permanentto the Evaluationthe “Guidesfollowingimpairment,
Association, alsoisAmerican MedicalthebyImpairment” published

1993); Ad­281-A:32, N.H.XIV (Supp.to reliable. See RSAfound be
its decision onbasedRules, departmentSince theLab 514.03.min.

thethatcontentionreject Gilpatric’swediagnosis,competenta
misapplied.wereguidelinesMedical AssociationAmerican

Affirmed.

All concurred.


