
however,our ruling. emphasize,We that award of costs lies“[t]he within
the sound discretion of the trial court.” Cutter v. Town 126Farmington,of

(1985).836, 843N.H.

part; part;in vacated in and remanded.Affirmed
DugganC.J.,Broderick, Dalianis, Galway, JJ.,and and concurred.
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Dalianis, defendant,J. The Kevin M. Armstrong, pled guilty to one
(1996).count of escape. See RSA 642:6 He appeals from an order of the

(T. J.)Superior Nadeau,Court himrequiring payto restitution for
medical expenses by officer,policeincurred a injuredwho was while
attempting apprehendto him during commission of the affirm.escape. We

The relevant facts follow. The defendant was in custodyofficial for an
atarraignment 3,the DistrictDerry Court on July During1998. his

arraignment the defendant ran from the Acourt room. police gaveofficer
and injuredchase was he trippedwhen and fell a offlightdown stairs. The
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2001,26, asescape on Octoberchargeto the of andpled guiltydefendant
sentence, thepayhis to restitution forpart ofplea agreed,of that aspart

medical bills.officer’s
for theto determine the owed officer’swas unable amountThe State

the provisionto removebills, and moved to amend the sentencemedical
16,on 2003. This motion wasAprilfor medical costsseeking restitution

officer’showever, information that thethe State later receivedgranted;
Thereafter,$13,372.35. soughtState to thevacatemedical bills totaled the

of the defendant’sprovisionhad theorder eliminated restitutionwhich
theevidentiary hearingAn was held sogranted.This motionsentence. was

of Thethe the medical bills.reasonablenesschallengedefendant could
$13,070.10 forinpay restitutionthe defendant toresulting requiredorder

expenses.medicalreasonable
order, injury to thearguingthis that the officerappealsThe defendant

651:62,bya of the crime as RSA IIIrequiredwas not “direct result”
2004). argumentthat defendant waivedarguesThe State the this(Supp.

find theguilty plea.in his we thatagreed paywhen he to restitution Since
restitution,ordering paycorrect in the defendant totrial court was we

argument.need not address the State’s

by651:62, or“money providedRSA defines restitution as serviceV
loss____” 651:62,to for Vcompensatethe offender a victim economic RSA

2004). or“out-of-pocketEconomic is defined as(Supp. loss other expenses
offense____” 651:62,a result of a criminalincurred as direct RSA III. Both

ofurge adopt meaningus to test to the theparties clarifya “directphrase
However,651:62,in in soRSA III. because the facts this case fallresult”

scope plain meaning statutorywithin the of the of the weclearly language,
is notoday pointnot a test to ascertain at anadopt longerneed what event

note, insimplya direct result of a as we have the apast,crime. We that
may directlyheld for economicdefendant be liable losses fromresulting

byallegations supportthe factual that the coveredconduct the conviction.
Eno, 465, 470(1999).See v. N.H.State 143

police injurythat the officer’s notarguesThe defendant was the direct
therefore,offense, that, byresult of his criminal and the trial court erred

ordering legislature’sare final arbiter of asrestitution. We the the intent
a ascribeexpressed in the words of the statute considered as whole. We to

statutory meaningandphraseswords and their usual common theunless
389,McCarthy,State v. 150suggestsstatute itself otherwise. N.H. 390

(2003).
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pledThe defendant to ofguilty the crime Toescape. commit this
crime, one escapemust from official custody. be,RSA 642:6. Pursuit can

case, was,and in this a direct of flightresult from custody,official because
the defendant in custodywas official the Derryat District Court when he

the injuredfled. The officer chased defendant and was during the chase.
hold, therefore, injuriesWe that the by policesuffered the officer in

attempting to apprehend the defendant while he escapingwas were
suffered a Thus,as direct result of escape.that the maydefendant be held

for resultingliable the case,economic losses—in this reasonable medical
bills.

The defendant raised other issues in his notice appeal,of notbut did
brief them. Accordingly, they Fisette,are waived. See Close v. 146 N.H.

(2001).480, 484

Affirmed.
DugganBroderick, C.J., Galway, JJ.,and and concurred.

Durham District Court
No. 2004-150

HampshireThe State of New

v.

Wade Hudson

6, 2004Submitted: December
25, 2005Opinion JanuaryIssued:

Kelly Ayotte,A attorney general (Philip P. Bradley, assistant attorney
general, brief),on the for the State.

(RichardLaw Foley,Richard N. of Portsmouth N. onFoleyOffices of
brief),the for the defendant.


