
109

unexpiredon anStognerofthe effecthave consideredthatother courts
Court, 3dRptr.10See, Cal.e.g., People Superiorv.of limitations.statute

(Ind.929, 934-35(Ct. 2004); State, N.E.2dv. 802893, MintonApp.894-95
(Ohio 2003);1127, 1130 App.Ct.Steele, N.E.2d2004); 802State v.App.Ct.

2003).(La.35, 56 App.Ct.Lyles, So. 2dv. 858State

it wasrun whenof limitations had notHere, statutethebecause
ofstatuteof the extendedapplicationby legislature,theextended

of theEx Facto Clausenot violate the Postto defendant didlimitations the
State Constitution.

of the extendedretrospective applicationarguesThe also thatdefendant
the Stateto due under bothright processhisof deniesstatute limitations

inwas raised and addressedthis issueand BecauseFederal Constitutions.
512-13,Martin, at we willsee 138 N.H.previous appeal,the defendant’s

itnot revisit now.
greater protectionnooffers the defendantThe Federal Constitution

Stogner,Seethese circumstances.than does the State underConstitution
Therefore,Martin, we the same2453; N.H. at 512. reach123 S. at 138Ct.
as we do under the Statethe Federal Constitutionresult under

Constitution.

Affirmed.

Galway,Nadeau, JJ.,Broderick, Dalianis concurred.and
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Bradford, (ThomasOffices,MacMillan ofLaw Massachusetts K.
MacMillan on the fororally), petitioner.brief and the

Squillante, byDenise orally,brief and se.pro

Dalianis, Arabian,petitioner,J. The Harold appeals from the final
J.)divorce by (Taube,decree entered the FamilyBrentwood Division

ordering him to pay seventy-five ofpercent his minor child’s
“miscellaneous inexpenses,” addition to child support. part,We reverse in

in partvacate and remand.
The supportsrecord the facts.following The petitioner and the

respondent, Squillante,Denise have a child born in Paragraph1998. ofsix
their provides petitionerdivorce decree that the is forresponsible

(75%)“seventy-five percent of the expensesmiscellaneous for the child
include, to,which but are not limited extracurricular and enrichment

activities, summer camp programs, activities, activities,school sports
school trips expenses,and other similar provided expensessuch are
agreed upon in advance.” The requiresdecree the to forrespondent pay
twenty-five percent expenses.of these The decree admonishes partiesboth
not to “unreasonably withhold their toagreement these andactivities
expenses.” Upon respondent’s clarification,the formotion the court ruled

$3,500.00that the she forpaid annually the minor child’s full-day
kindergarten paidand the weeklyshe for his after-school care$152.00

expenseswere miscellaneous bycovered sixparagraph of the decree.
In addition to expenses,these miscellaneous obligesthe decree the

petitioner to inpay per week child support, consistent with the$217.00
(1992State’s support guidelineschild (guidelines). See RSA ch. &458-C

2003).Supp.
appeal,On will upholdwe the trial court’s decision regarding

expenses it unsupported bymiscellaneous unless is orthe evidence tainted
by error of law. In Coderre, 401,the Matter Coderre & 148 N.H. 403of
(2002).
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himby requiringtrial court erredarguesfirst that thepetitionerThe
in toexpenses additionactivityof child’s extracurricularpayto 75% his

intoactivities fall theagree. “Extracurricularweekly support.child We
food, at 406.and recreation.” Id.support as sheltercategory of basicsame

supporttotal Id.parties’ obligation.included in theareexpensesSuch
to for of theThus, pay partby requiring petitionerthe court erred the

supporttoin addition childactivity expensesextracurricularminor child’s
reason, we likewise conclude that theSee id. For thisguidelines.under the

towards “enrichmentpetitionerthe to contributerequiringcourt’s order
activities, activities, trips”school issports [and]... schoolactivities

erroneous.
himby requiringthat the trial court erred topetitioner arguesThe next

kindergarten, after-respondent’s expenses forcontribute towards the
to Tocamp paying support.in addition childcare and summerschool

activity expenses,like extracurricularexpenses,whether thesedetermine
we to theguidelines,under the lookpart supportare of the child award

See id. at 403.language of the relevant statutes.
is final ofof this court the arbiterstatutory interpretation,In matters

aexpressedas in the words of the statute considered aslegislative intent
Watterworth, 442,N.H. 445149whole. In the Matter Watterworth &of

(2003). plainthefirst the of the statute and ascribelanguageWe examine
meanings interpret legislativeto the words used. Id. Weordinaryand

written, the legislatureand not consider whatintent from the statute as do
legislatureadd statute the did not include.might have said or words to the

Coderre, interpretFinally,N.H. at 403. weIn the Matter & 148of Coderre
notstatutoryin the the scheme and in isolation.statutes context of overall

Id.
458-C,in establish a uniformchapterThe codified RSAguidelines,

In the Matter Dolandetermining support obligations.for childsystem of
2003)(2001). 458-C:3,Dolan, 218, (Supp.221 I setsand 147 N.H. RSA

In Matter &calculating support.forth the formula for child the of Coderre
Coderre, multipliednet is“Generally, parents’148 N.H. at 403. the income

percent,a in case and dividedby percentage, [twenty-five]set which this is
Id.; 458-C:3,in to incomes.” see also RSAby parents proportionthe their

2003).I, II(b) (Supp.

obligationof whenparent’s supportTo each share the childdetermine
theexpenses,”the has incurred “allowable child care court mustobligee

obligee’sexpenses”child care from theobligee’sdeduct the “allowable
II(c) 2003).458-C:3,adjusted income. “Allowable childgross (Supp.RSA

forexpensesare “actual child care theexpenses”care work-related
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458-C:2, I-a 2003).children to whom applies.”the order RSA (Supp. The
expense $5,000.00.annual total allowable child care one child isfor Id.

hold expenses care,We that for kindergarten, after-school child and
camp maysummer asqualify expenses.”“[a]llowable child care Id.

Accordingly, expenses,these like extracurricular activity expenses, are
included in the parties’ support obligation.total See the MatterIn of

Coderre,Coderre & 148 N.H. at 406.
inWe are unable to resolve the first instance whether the

respondent’s expenses for these items are child care“[a]llowable
RSA 458-C:2, I-a. Therefore,expenses.” we vacate the supportchild award

and remand for court to expensesthe determine whether the respondent’s
kindergarten,for full-day after-school child care and campsummer are
child care andexpenses” parties’“[a]llowable to recalculate the child

Id.;support obligations 458-C:3,accordingly. see RSA II. When
recalculating the parties’ support obligations, maychild the court also
consider whether these expenses “specialconstitute circumstances” that

2003).justify deviatingwould the guidelines.from RSA (Supp.458-C:5 In
making determination,this the trial court shall use our in Indecision the

Coyne, 520, 524-25 (2004),Matter Barrett 150 guidance.& N.H. forof

Because the setguidelines byforth the method which courts should
expensestake these kinds of calculatinginto account when parties’the

support obligation,total we hold that it was error for court tothe have
required petitionerthe pay partto for of in support.them addition to child

In Coderre,See the Matter Coderre & N.H. 406.148 atof

part; part;Reversed in vacated in and remanded.

DugganJ.,Broderick, Nadeau, Galway, JJ.,andC. and concurred.
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