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to provideMiddlesex Mutual used clear and unambiguous language
orcoverage only bodily injury propertyfor occurrences which cause

damage.

Affirmed.

C.J., Duggan,Broderick, JJ.,and Dalianis and concurred.
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on theAssociates, PLLC, (Anthony Santoroof ConcordMiller &J.
brief), plaintiff.thefor

(B.J. theLLP, Branch onBranch,Backus, of ManchesterMeyer &
brief), for the defendant.

tenant,matter, Nancy Champney,theCONBOY, In landlord-tenantJ. this
J.)(LaPointe, inthe Hooksett District Courtorder ofan evictionappeals

(1)that: useThe trial court foundlandlord, Darbouze.the Jeanmaxfavor of
fatallynot“Eviction Notice” wasrather thanQuit”“Notice toof the words

(2) “Nancy” on theaction; Nancy”“Mrs. oruse ofto the landlord’sdefective
name,full didnotice, than the tenant’sratherfor rent and evictiondemand

(3) sevenaction; providedand the landlordof thedismissalnot warrant
affirm.by statute. Werequiredasdays’ notice

years,severalfacts. Forfollowingreflects thecourt’s orderThe trial
monthlyThe rentRoad in Allenstown.19 Townhousehas rentedChampney

cleaningforexchangeinmonth$1,100 perdeductsChampneyis and $100
2009,In ofthe summersimple repairs.ormakingand routineyardthe

Darbouzeceiling.kitchenleaking from theof watercomplainedChampney
son,Champney’sentry byceiling, but was deniedrepairto theattempted

hourtwenty-four priorhad not providedthat Darbouzecomplainedwho
6,1, AugustonandAugustrent due onpaydid notChampneynotice.

Quit.”a “Notice ToFor Rent” anda “Demandher withDarbouze served
gaveand“Nancy”andNancy”“Mrs.Champney asnotices identifiedThe

the premises.13 to vacateAugustuntilher
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After failed toChampney premises,vacate the Darbouze filed a landlord-
action,tenant writ herseeking Champneyeviction. moved to dismiss the

claiming that the notices trialwere defective. The court denied the motion
judgmentand entered in of appealfavor Darbouze. This followed.

Champney first that theargues Quit”eviction notice entitled “Notice To
2006,is defective. In several replacestatutes were amended to the term

Quit” 2006,“Notice To with the term “Eviction Notice.” Laws 192:3.
Champney amendments,contends that legislativebecause of these eviction
proceedings byinitiated forms Quit”entitled “Notice To must be dismissed
as a matter of law.

“The interpretation law,of a statute is a question of which we review de
(2009).Flieder, 350,novo.”Lally v. 159 N.H. 351 “We are the final arbiter

of the intent legislatureof the as inexpressed the words of the statute
considered as a statute,whole.” Id. “We first examine the language of the
and, possible,where we plain ordinaryascribe the and meanings to the
words used.” Id. at 351-52. the oflanguage“When a statute is clear on its
face, its notmeaning subjectis to modification.”Id. at 352. will neither“We
consider what the legislature might have said nor add words that it notdid

fitsee to include.” Id.
RSA 540:2 governs processthe for evicting a tenant from residential

property and arequires landlord to togive the tenant “a notice in writing
to quit premisesthe in accordance with RSA 540:3” and RSA 540:5

service, here).(relating (2007)to 540:2,which is not an issue RSA II
added).(emphasis reads,RSA 540:3 in part:

II. For tenancies,all residential ... 7 days’ notice shall be
sufficient if the reason for termination 540:2,is as set forth in RSA

(d)11(a), (b), or arrearage, damage[rent to the premises, or
safetyhealth or reasons].

III. The eviction notice shall state specificitywith the reason for
the eviction.

IV. If the eviction notice is nonpayment rent,based on of the
notice shall inform the tenant of his or her ifright, any, to avoid
the byeviction payment of the andarrearages liquidated damages
in accordance with RSA 540:9.

V.For purposethe of interpreting enforcingor any lease or rental
agreement for 1,2006,residential tenants in effect Julyon a notice

quitto shall be deemed an eviction notice under this section.

(2007).RSA 540:3
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thatrequirementsthree540:3 sets forthlanguageThe of RSAplain
to evict tenant for rentinclude in notice a residentialanya mustlandlord

days,seven mustnotice of at leastprovideThe landlord mustarrearage.
eviction, and, if the eviction isthe basedthe reason forspecificitystate with

rent, righther avoidthe tenant of his or toon of must informnonpayment
RSA 540:3doesliquidated damages.andby paying arrearagesthe eviction

the Notice.”not use of term “Evictionrequire

case, for evictionwasthe notice stated that the reasonIn this eviction
$2,350, gaveit Champneyto in the amount ofneglect payor refusal rent

to thepossession property”and . . . of thedays quitseven “to deliver
landlord, right byof her to evictionChampney payingit informed avoidand

damages.in the meetsAccordingly,all and noticearrearages liquidated$15
the in RSA 540:3.requirementsthree set forth

540:3, V that noticeargues anythat RSA establishesChampney
Champneyas a matter of law. readsQuit”entitled “Notice To is defective

broadly. quit”than the term “notice torenderingthe too Ratherstatute
ineffective, interpretation:a rule of Inlegally simply providessubsection V

1, 2006,in on the term “noticeany agreement Julylease effectresidential
quit” interpretedto be as “eviction notice.” The statute does notshall

Thus, the betterrequire practiceuse of the term “eviction notice.” while
notice,” statutoryfind nowould the use of the term “eviction webe

as theprohibition against quit,” longthe use of the term “notice to as
requirements.notice the threesubstance of the satisfies enumerated

Forarguesnext that because the “Demand Rent” andChampney
name, were defective as aQuit” only“Notice To used her first the notices

law, disagree.and the action should have been dismissed. Wematter of

(2007)540:5, provideII the district court to standardrequiresRSA
A is not requiredfor a demand for rent and notice. landlordforms eviction

forms, forto use but a valid demand rent or eviction notice mustthese
It isrequestedthat is on such forms. unclearinclude the same information

Quitfrom whether used an Notice To formthe record Darbouze outdated
Champney arguesfrom district court or a form which he created. thatthe

by court theprovided requestbecause new eviction notice forms the district
name, legallythe use of or is insufficient.“Nancy” Nancy”tenant’s “Mrs.

has of the forms nowChampney appendix copyattached to her a
the The line of the Eviction Noticebymade available district court. first

that arequests Name.” on the forms landlordNothing specifies“Tenant
Thus,name. usquestionmust the tenant’s first and last the beforeprovide

brief,Inis or not this tenant received sufficient notice. herwhether
For Rent and Notice Toacknowledges service of the DemandChampney
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Quit. There is no that received notices andquestion Champney the was
againstaware that was an eviction her.beginning proceedingDarbouze The

tenant,apracticebetter is for landlord to state the full name of the when
known, where, here,on Butany disputenotices. as there is no the tenant

her,the theyreceived notices and was aware were directed to the lack of a
name is not a defect requiringlast fatal dismissal of the action.

Finally, Champney Quit providecontends that the Notice To did not
and, therefore,seven “clean noticedays” the notice defective as awas

law,ofmatter dismissal action.requiring Again, disagree.of the we
District providesCourt Rule 1.1A that:

anyIn computing period of prescribed bytime or allowed these
rules, court,ofby law, act,order or by applicable daythe of the
event, or default after which designated periodthe of time begins
to run shall not be included. The last day periodof the so
computed included,shall be it is a Saturday, Sunday,unless or a
legal holiday....

Dist. Ct. R. 1.1A.

case,In this the eviction 6,2009,notice was served on August and for
time,ofpurposes computing daythis first is not daysincluded. Seven after

6,August 2009, Thursday,was August 13. This ofday periodlast the is
included, itand because was not Saturday,a Sunday, legal holiday,or this
was the date on which Champney requiredwas to premises.vacate the
Because the specifiednotice that Champney August so,had until 13 to do
the notice complied with the ofrequirements 540:3,RSA II.

Affirmed.

DugganBroderick, C.J., Dalianis,and Hicks, JJ.,and concurred.
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