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THE STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE

SUPREME COURT

In Case No. 2025-0637, State of New Hampshire v. Lisa 
Marie Michel, the court on June 1, 2026, issued the following 
order:

The court has reviewed the written arguments and the record submitted 
on appeal, and has determined to resolve the case by way of this order. See 
Sup. Ct. R. 20(3). The defendant, Lisa Marie Michel, appeals her convictions in 
the Circuit Court (Gorman, J.), following a hearing, of misdemeanor aggravated 
driving while having an alcohol concentration of 0.16 or more. See RSA 265- 
A:3, III (2024). We affirm.

The defendant, as the appealing party, has the burden to provide this 
court with a sufficient record to decide her issues on appeal and to 
demonstrate that she raised her issues in the trial court. State v. Brooks, 162 
N.H. 570, 583 (2011); see also State v. Porter, 144 N.H. 96, 100-01 (1999) (self­
represented litigants are bound by the same procedural rules that govern 
parties represented by counsel). In addition, we will not review issues without 
developed legal argument and supporting authority. State v. Durgin, 165 N.H. 
725, 731 (2013).

The defendant has not provided a record sufficient to decide her issues or 
to demonstrate that she raised her issues in the trial court. See Brooks, 162 
N.H. at 583. She has not provided a transcript of the trial or copies of any 
exhibits that may have been introduced at trial. Nor did she timely file a 
motion requesting this court to order the trial court to transmit any exhibits. 
See Sup. Ct. R. 13(4). Without an adequate record, we cannot evaluate the 
defendant’s claims regarding the use of video evidence at trial or review the 
trial court’s evidentiary rulings at trial. We must assume that the evidence was 
sufficient to support the trial court’s decision. See Atwood v. Owens, 142 N.H. 
396, 396 (1997).

In addition, the defendant’s brief does not provide developed legal 
argument or legal authority to support her position that the State’s method of



complying with its discovery obligations was inadequate or that it otherwise 
violated the defendant’s right to due process. See Durgin, 165 N.H. at 731.

Affirmed.

Donovan, Countway, and Gould, JJ., concurred.

Timothy A. Gudas,
Clerk
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