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LIST OF PARTIES

D(All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

[ 1 All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of
all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this
petition is as follows:
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IN THE
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorari issue to review the judgment below.

OPINIONS BELOW

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix ___to
the petition and is
[ ] reported at ; or,

[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported,; or,
[ ] is unpublished. :

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix ____to
the petition and is
[ ] reported at ; o,

[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of f:he highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; or,

[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,

(X1 is unpublished. Jismsses witheut reviens

The opinion of the ¢'f‘¢°“" ' court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is
[ ] reported at ; Or,

[ 1 has been designated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reported; or,
le unpublished. 2- oy inion ) Jismimed e cened!!
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JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was

[ ] No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix .

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of éertiorari was granted
to and including (date) on (date)
in Application No. A .

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1254(1).

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was /-« /¥, 2622
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix .

[>] A tlmely petltlon for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:

, and a copy of the order denying rehearing
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[)G An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including il (date) on Rzc /&, 2022 (date)in
Application No. —_A_2%? | T Aax o heer krged Sriyincd prehbion

Z eon pruv ity cF mecedn ‘?

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 12567(a).




CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
“From my understanding of the low, Fhere ac only —h;o wrays P hold the NH Tudiciof
Bronch accountable . Ohe 1s direct review 1M —his Couet, another Is collatred attuck ia federad
Jrsrict cond Sihce Caser Such as Reth v king (B.c Cire?) brere Publ(zﬂ,a/, it's b..a.;,‘ nescty ImpoesThe,

fo Lhgale +hese matters, ond T flly <xpec! Such o Complaint to faul, erther i prliminay v res)
or o~ appedb.
As Pf’ﬂnm con Crhteas, esidents ‘f fthe Shube 7 Alkfl(ac\‘/ 2lf 4hose. ‘/wzy:‘calls, (.chhf trith -”m/mW'ea)
of oun 1"’"? @A _<'-/~a+u:k_) hove & aGht “4o egucl /_)rof-td"“’/l and due Joe0 cess ~aﬁ¢) #is o the ./"'R&M'\
o hie Count bl e £ 4)‘_& Cont #e Uphstd thene fighls, therefoce Counhnvy ‘I/u,/mpszm;/'MJfof
crxis o ~+eith (A ot J‘udfc.a.ﬂ Systen, and respec —Fm-—(»)u_mjﬂ [aw,
Sihce 15Sucs ome toveking dhe US (oacttution e necesserily fe Jerad gm-h‘oas L.rcww(
widhin Jlo jurs dichen accorded by 28 usc @ nsy o oy alse pethip Tie tachee reguices a Jiversien
g o Clonce resoras thrtgh pRencns fevie) ond cun be €6tily 44.,,./&/ o0 +ha shado) docked. Ant
adegeanty sa; Fod olss add Ahat sy pehtion borely Feguires anolpsis)Sives #he. NH [uprema Condfis
Possion Jioeges 5o vaidaly from comtrally Cosedaws in Ahe [ Crend; ehoveit-
T heve ﬁ 5’"1:3::&.;\ dhe sudcone  Hha pchhie, except an @ Shopgap Mealitre egeias! abue7f,gu/e€
an/ /ur.ylz—c o ra7e»-<cme Iy fryy and diSfusk 0wt o boileplabepro se Lihgart Hemplak no oner

tre . —xren reod.



!S!u mmg‘,dy 2 The NH Supreme  Count —H\ro",us ouwt my app&d! Ao Vor o uy
pretextuch readons Unrcleded o the precds of the cose. Tt ary uing this
1S obuse of Jis¢ retion, MPQUO-\\\/ her I° provided Joc.u.me,rr‘-c«-y

e dence & “the caule 4 “he o’c(eny

a.pp rertiy Hley ofis mjmc/ thed scin Shutfota o M»;zéa./z,g A
;n forme pevnpands  Stofus. Ay Seens Lihe —tle blato~tly
rag et FolS o Jecicion whitls cowt) be—thrown owt (icth a Um0y
2evecsald,

//""j e +ha (‘(,«l-z- %J&w.-.?

CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

(e

Date: _ 4’/25//23
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THE STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE

SUPREME COURT "

In Case No. 2022-0302, Grace Woodham ¥. Tucker Scheffer,
the court on November 14, 2022, issued the following order:

Supreme Court Rule 22(2) provides that a partyfﬁmg a motion for
rehearing or reconsideration shall state with particularity the points of law or fact
that she claims the court has everlooked or misapprehended.

We have reviewed the claims madé¢ ifi Grace Woodham’s motion for
reconsideration and conclude that no points of law or fact were overlooked or
misapprehended in the decision to dismiss this appeal. Accordingly, upon
reconsideration, we affirm the October 21, 2022 decision and deny the relief
requested in the motion.

Relief requested in motion for
reconsideration denied.

MacDonald, C.J., and Hicks, Bassett, Hantz Marconi, and Donovan, JJ.,
concurred. :

Timothy A. Gudas,
Clerk

Distribution: . .

3rd N.H. Circuit Court - Conway District Division, 430-2021-SC-00009
Honorable Charles L. Greenhalgh

4 Ms. Grace Woodham

Joseph D. Garrison, Esq.

Lin Willis, Supreme Court

File
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THE STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE

SUPREME COURT

In Case No. 2022-0302, Grace Woodham v. Tucker Scheffer,
the court on August 26, 2022, issued the following order:

On August 3, 2022, the court ordered Grace Woodham to notify the court
by August 18, 2022, if she intended to request and pay for a transcript of the
May 19, 2022 trial court hearing. Y

As Grace Woodham has not indicated that she mtends to obta.m a heanng
transcript, and as transcripts at State e
her “motion to proceed in forma pauperis [waive transcnpt fee” is demed The
appeal will proceed without preparation of a transcript.

This order is entered by a single justice (Hicks, J.). S_Q Rule 21(7).

they oo redfioe o revipes Hha

procedigs ke re Frensemptie ovelele, ‘Timothy A. Gudas,
dre Beun v Rtd dek Pazp 45T vy 39§ (f03) Clerk
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Distribution: e :
vp § ho et e Tech ga g ur taboe
Ms. Grace Woodham r ’ ~
Joseph D. Garrison, Esq.
File
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THE STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE

SUPREME COURT

In Case No. 2022-0302, Grace Woodham v. Tucker Scheﬁef,
the clerk of court on September 7, 2022, issued the following

order:

The plaintiff’s brief must be filed on or before October 7, 2022. The
defendant’s brief or memorandum of law must be filed on or before November 7,
2022.

A )

If a brief is not e-filed, a party is requested, but is not required, to submit
an electronic copy of the party’s brief on a computer-readable compact disk (CD).
The electronic copy should be in Portable Document Format (PDF). The
electronic copy should contain the entire brief, but need not contain documents
that are not computer-generated by the party. The label of the CD should
include the case name and the case number, and should identify the brief being
filed (e.g., plaintiff’s opening brief, defendant’s opposing brief, petitioner’s reply
brief).

NOTE: Your brief must not exceed 9,500 words. See Rule 16(11). If
you are the appealing party, you must submit a copy of any
decision(s) being appealed with your brief in compliance with Rule
16(3)(i). If you are not the appealing party and you choose to file a
memorandum in lieu of a brief, it must not exceed 4,000 words.

An appealing party is responsible for providing the court with the

. necessary record to decide the appeal. Failure to do so may result in
dismissal of the appeal. For information about how to provide the
court with the record, review Rule 13 carefully. If you intend to file
an appendix to your brief, review Rule 17.

This order is entered pursuant to Rule 21(8).

Timothy A. Gudas,
Clerk

Distribution:

Ms. Grace Woodham
Joseph D. Garrison, Esq.
File



THE STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE

SUPREME COURT

In Case No. 2022-0302, Grace Woodham v. Tucker Scheffer,
the court on October 21, 2022, issued the following order:

On August 18, 2022, Grace Woodham filed a motion to proceed in forma
pauperis and to waive the cost of preparing the transcript in this matter. On
August 26, 2022, the court denied Grace Woodham’s motion and ordered the
appeal to proceed without a transcript.

On September 7, 2022, a briefing schedule issued that established an
October 7, 2022 deadline for Grace Woodham to file her brief. Also on September
7, 2022, Grace Woodham filed a motion for reconsideration of the court’s denial
of her request to waive the cost of the transcript as well as a motion to extend
filing deadlines on the basis that Grace Woodham did not have a transcript.

On September 15, 2022, the court denied Grace Woodham'’s motion for
reconsideration and ordered that the appeal proceed in accordance with the
September 7, 2022 briefing schedule. In doing so, the court denied the relief
requested in Grace Woodham’s motion to extend filing deadlines without
expressly referencing that motion.

Grace Woodham has not filed a brief in accordance with the court’s
September 7, 2022 order. As a result, the appeal is dismissed. See Rule 16(12).
Grace Woodham’s motion to extend deadlines is denied.

Appeal dismissed.

+

This order is entered by a single justice (Hantz Marconi, J.). See Rule
21(7). |

.

Timothy A. Gudas,
Clerk

Distribution:

3rd N.H. Circuit Court - Conway District Division, 430-2021-SC-00009
Honorable Charles L. Greenhalgh :
YMs. Grace Woodham

Joseph D. Garrison, Esq.

File



