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RSA policy by failing compensate365:24-a conflicts with this to the
carrier for loss of the to ofability salvage dispose arguesor track. CLF

application non-carrier,that that of RSA 365:24-a to city,a such as the
Congress’does not conflict with to railroadpurpose protect carriers’

viability. disagree.economic We To the extent that potentialthe uses of
value,propertyreal affect its the of ainability purchaser of abandoned

propertyrailroad to remove track would tend to lower the property’s sale
price and thus its value to the selling carrier/owner.

We conclude that RSA 365:24-a is either orpreempted, explicitly
implicitly, by federal law. In light holding,of this we need not address
CLF’s remaining arguments.

Affirmed.

Brock, C.J., Broderick, Duggan, JJ.,and Dalianis and concurred.
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(Lodge),Franklin of ElksBROCK, LodgeThe thepetitioner,C.J.
J.)(Manias, respondents’thegrantingan order of the Trial Courtappeals

matter We reverse andsubject jurisdiction.to dismiss for lack ofmotion
remand.

Marcoux,Sally Terryrespondents,The relevant facts follow. The
LaBonte, successfully arguedLaBonte and Jo-AnnBergeron-Hoyt, Renee

(commission) that theHuman CommissionHampshire Rightsto the New
to relieftheyaccommodation and were entitledLodge publicwas a ofplace

the denied them admissionchapter Lodgeto RSA 354-Abecausepursuant
eachAfter a the commission awardedupon gender. hearing,based their

$24,000.fees, the The$10,000 Lodgeand and finedrespondent attorney’s
26,1999.Lodge Augustserved its order on the oncommission

pursuantthe court to RSA 354~A:22Lodge appealed superiorThe to
29,(1995) 23, of notice dated September1999. In an orderSeptemberon

1999, file a written ofLodge transcriptcourt directed the tosuperiorthe
2, 1999, TheLodgewhich the did.bythe commission’s record November

dismiss, alleging Lodgea motion to that because therespondents filed
to RSAthirty days pursuantfailed to file the commission’s record within

354-A:22, II, jurisdiction.have matter Thesubjectthe court did not
the case.agreedcourt and dismissedsuperior

does not thatLodge requireOn the contends that RSA 354-A:22appeal,
thirty-record be filed within thea written of the commission’stranscript

this court isstatutory interpretation,“On ofday appeal period. questions
in the words oflegislature expressedthe final arbiter of the intent of the as

Lyme,v. Town 144 N.H.Phetteplacea statute considered as a whole.” of
omitted).(2000)621, analysis by reviewingWe our(quotation begin624

andlanguage plainitself. See id. If “that isstatutory languagethe
the statute for further indicationsbeyondwe need not lookunambiguous,

omitted).legislative (quotationof intent.” Id.
the354-A:22, I, byreview of decisionsgoverns judicialRSA

(1998).Sears, Co., 166,v. Roebuck & 143 N.H. 167commission. See Dow
354-A:22,1, inprovides part:RSA

aggrieved byor otherrespondent personAny complainant,
judicial review of themaysuch order of the commission obtain

in this section.providedorder... in a asproceeding

a in354-A:22, may proceedingII how an initiateexplains appellantRSA
part:and insuperior providesthe court

of a inby filing petitionshall be initiated theproceedingSuch
court, of the recordtranscriptsuch with a writtentogether
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commission, and andhearingthe before the issuanceupon
in inproceedings equity.service of an order of notice as

354-A:22, orappellant bringwhen an must hisFinally, explainsRSA IV
354-A:22, inprovides part:to the court. RSA IVappeal superiorher

by anyinstitutedA under this section whenproceeding
person aggrievedor other must becomplainant, respondent

after the service of the order of thedaysinstituted within 30
commission.

majority requiringfollows the rule of “strictHampshireNew
Townstatutory Dermody Gilford,time restrictions.” v.compliance with of

(1993).294, Thus, deadlineprocedural137 N.H. 296 with the“[c]omplianee
necessary establishing jurisdictionfor an is a tofiling appeal prerequisite

(1991)174,B 134 N.H. 176body.” Realty,in the Daniel v. & Jappellate
omitted); 144 at 624.Phetteplace,see N.H.(quotation

statutory filingThe contends that it met the deadline forpetitioner
by filing thirty-day appealthe its document within theappeal appeal

354-A:22, thatagree. Although specificallyWe RSA IV states theperiod.
for judicialcommission’s record “shall be available at all reasonable times”

review, printed transcriptit does not that this record be or that arequire
Furthermore,the record filed one of the mainthirty days.of be within

of thepurposes provide judicialof RSA 354-A:22is to review commission’s
statute,incongruousdecision. It would be to construe the as the

as the to be filedrespondents propose, requiring transcriptcommission’s
the thirty-day appeal period, petitionerwithin because a would forfeit the

to ifright appeal preparethe commission failed to the record within that
time period. We decline to construe the statute so as to lead to so harsh a

(1994).744,result. See v. Town 138 N.H.Doggett Hampton,North 746of
Viewed in fileentirety, only requires petitionerits the statute the to the

354-A:22,appeal thirty-daydocument within the See RSAappeal period.
II, IV.

In of our need not otherlight ruling, appeal.we address issues raised on

Reversed and remanded.

Broderick, Nadeau, Duggan, JJ.,Dallanis and concurred.


