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Defendant appeals from the court’s restitution order, imposed in connection with his
burglary conviction. The State concedes that the trial court etred by failing to make any findings
as to defendant’s ability to pay; awarding restitution for $20,000 worth of property damage; and
denying defendant the opportunity to present evidence. The only point of dispute is whether the
request for restitution was timely under the terms of defendant’s plea agreement. Defendant fails
to show that he raised this issue below, however, and we conclude that it was waived. See Bull
v. Pinkham Eng’g Assocs., 170 Vt. 450, 459 (2000) (“Contentions not raised or fairly presented
to the trial court are not preserved for appeal.”); In re S.B.L., 150 Vt. 294, 297 (1988) (appellant
bears burden of demonstrating how trial court erred warranting reversal, and Supreme Court will
not comb record searching for error); see also V.R.A.P. 28(a)(4) (appellant’s brief should explain
what issues are, how they were preserved, and what appellant’s contentions are on appeal, with
citations to authorities, statutes, and parts of record relied upon). We reverse and remand for a

continuation of the restitution hearing.
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Reversed and remanded.




