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Broderick, C.J. The in thisjuvenile appealscase the order of the
J.)Family (Cyr,Littleton Division retaining jurisdiction over despiteher

her revocation of consent its 169-B:4,to extended RSAjurisdiction. See V
2003).(Supp. We reverse.

The record 2002,thesupports following 22,facts. On March the juvenile
entered true pleas to delinquency petitions alleging feloniousaggravated
sexual 10,assault and Onsimple May 2002,assault. two days before

seventeen,turning she consented theto jurisdiction,court’s extended see
169-B:4,11(b) (2002).RSA 17,On 2003,March a juvenileat hearing,review

she jurisdiction,revoked her consent to 169-B:4, IV(a),extended see RSA
(e) (2002). court, however,The jurisdictionretained 169-B.-4,under RSA V.
Pursuant to provision, found, bythat it evidence,clear and convincing that
continued jurisdiction necessarywas because juvenilethe had jobno and

reside,no toplace was in need of continued services and had pled true to a
violent 1(c) (2002).crime as 169-B:35-a,defined under RSA appealThis
followed.

arguesThe juvenile that plain“[.t]he oflanguage RSA 169-B:4indicates
that aif court jurisdictionretains a pursuantover minor to her consent

[II],under paragraph then paragraph controls the[IV] closure of their
case.” agree.We

In of statutorymatters interpretation, this iscourt the final
of thearbiter intent of the legislature expressedas in the words

of a statute considered as a whole. weAlthough look to the plain
ordinaryand of themeaning statutory language determiningin
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isolation,inintent, phrasesnot words orwe will readlegislative
the the entire statute.but in context of

(2003)508, citation(quotation510 andv. 149 N.H.Vergato,Comeau
omitted).

justice systemcomprehensive juvenileof achapter partRSA 169-B “is
C.,In re Eric 124the of the child.”that as its concern welfareprimaryhas

(1983). at222, juvenile systema will leave thegenerallyN.H. 224 While
2003) circumstancesseventeen, identifies certain(Supp.RSA 169-B.-4age

ageuntiljurisdiction juvenileits over athat the court to extendpermit
:4.See RSA 169-Btwenty-one.

jurisdictionconsented to extendedcase, initiallyjuvenileIn this the
169-B:4, 11(b). She laterof statute. See RSAunder II theparagraph

IV, inprovides, part:which relevantunder paragraphrevoked her consent

17agethe case when the minor reachesThe court shall close
II,to when:or, paragraphif is extendedjurisdiction pursuant

in such(a) writingthe minor’s consent andThe minor revokes
the court----byhas been approvedrevocation

169-B:4, (2002). underapproveThe court must the revocationRSA IV
so,(a) actingin to do isjuvenile, seekingit that theif findssubparagraph

intelligently, knowledgeably acceptance legal consequences.of theand in
IV(e).169-B:4,See RSA

juvenile’sthat thethat the court assumedrecord indicatesThe
standard, jurisdictionit retained undermet but thatrevocation the above

V, in part:relevantprovides,whichparagraph

III, finds clearbywhen the courtNotwithstanding paragraph
case theclosing endangerthat the wouldconvincing evidenceand

minor, thecommunity,or the orany person,of othersafety the
high probabilityis that continuedthat there acourt finds

thenecessaryservices is to rehabilitateprovision treatmentof
any minor:minor, jurisdiction overthe court retainmay

(a) crime asto have committed a violentWho has been found
1(c)----:35-a,RSAdefined under 169-B

2003).169-B:4,V (Supp.RSA

if a retainsIV indicates that courtparagraphofplain languageThe
underjuvenile’s paragraphto a consenta casejurisdiction pursuantover

by paragraph IV.II, exclusivelyof the is controlledclosure case
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describing theinterm “shall”mandatorytheIV usesParagraph
term “shall” iscase. Thea must close acourtcircumstances when

260,C., 120 264In Russell N.H.a See reas command.regardedgenerally
thecourt to closecase, the(1980). Therefore, requiredthe statutein this

court, inBecause theher consent.validly revokedjuvenilecase once the
169-B:4, V, that theassumedRSApursuant toretaining jurisdiction

169-B:4, IV, the courtRSAofrequirementsmet therevocationjuvenile’s
oflanguageto thepursuant plainto her caseit failed closeerred when

IV.paragraph
court maywhen aV certain circumstancesAlthough paragraph provides

minor, limited to circumstancesisapplicationover a itsjurisdictionretain
to applyVparagraphIII. intendedlegislatureIf theinvolving paragraph

IV, prefatorythetopursuant paragraphrevoked consentjuvenilewhen a
notaccordingly. It is ourbeen draftedof V could havelanguage paragraph

it conform to an intentionfunction, however, to makelegislationto redraft
C., 120Russell N.H.of the statute. Seelanguagenot in the clearexpressed

at 268.

Reversed.

Duggan, JJ.,Nadeau, concurred.Dalianis and
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