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The Committee on Children and Family Law to which 

was referred HB 547, 
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hearings in parenting cases. Having considered the 

same, report the same with the following resolution: 

RESOLVED, that it is INEXPEDIENT TO LEGISLATE. 
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STATEMENT OF INTENT 

It is the opinion of the committee that the context of this bill already happens in court proceedings 
and that the judicial system already provides a check and balance for families through petition. 

Vote 15-0. 

Rep. Cody Belanger 
FOR THE COMMITTEE 

Original: House Clerk 
Cc: Committee Bill File 
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HOUSE COMMITTEE ON CHILDREN AND FAMILY 

EXECUTIVE SESSION on Bill # 	  

BILL TITLE: 	cirmitiP )71 -0( edideftfralA Ea rill is /1' 61--(°?/51-  

DATE: 	q 
LOB ROOM: 2•04..- °3 

MOTION: (Please check one box) 

❑ OTP 	 Lid ITL 	 0 Retain (1st year) 	 0 Adoption of 
Amendment # 	 

0 Interim Study (2nd year) 	(if offered) 

Seconded by Rep.  A Li) 	Vote: \  

MOTION: (Please check one box) 

❑ OTP 	❑ OTP/A CI ITL 	0 Retain (1st year) 	 CI Adoption of 
Amendment # 

❑ Interim Study (2nd year) 	(if offered) 

Moved by Rep. 	  Seconded by Rep. 	Vote: 	 

Moved by Rep. h  

MOTION: (Please check one box) 

❑ OTP 	❑ OTP/A ❑ ITL 	0 Retain (Pt year) 	 CI Adoption of 
Amendment # 	 

0 Interim Study (2nd year) 	(if offered) 

Moved by Rep. 	  Seconded by Rep. 	Vote: 	 

MOTION: (Please check one box) 

❑ OTP 	❑ OTPIA ❑ ITL 	0 Retain (1st year) 	 0 Adoption of 
Amendment # 

0 Interim Study (2nd year) 	(if offered) 

Moved by Rep. 	  Seconded by Rep. 	Vote: 	 

CONSENT CALENDAR: 	YES 	NO 

Minority Report? 	Yes 	No If yes, author, Rep: 	  Motion 

Respectfully submitted: 
Rep. Caroletta Alicea 
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HOUSE COMMITTEE ON CHILDREN AND FAMILY LAW

PUBLIC HEARING ON HB 547

BILL TITLE: relative to the opportunity for evidentiary hearings in parenting cases.

DATE: March 3, 2021

LOB ROOM: 210-211 Time Public Hearing Called to Order: 9:40 AM

Time Adjourned: 10:01 AM

Committee Members: Reps. Rice, DeSimone, Alicea, Yokela, Lewicke, Belanger, Cross,
Litchfield, D. Smith, Long, Grossman, Levesque, Wazir, Petrigno and Altschiller

Bill Sponsors:
Rep. Gay Rep. M. Pearson Rep. Love
Rep. Levesque Rep. Gould Rep. Cushman
Rep. Andrew Bouldin Rep. Elliott Rep. Prudhomme-O'Brien
Rep. Vandecasteele

TESTIMONY
* Use asterisk if written testimony and/or amendments are submitted.

*Rep. Gay – Bill Sponsor

 HB 547 is very simple – things need to be improved

 Some judges are breaking rules – no evidentiary hearing was permitted to have the hearing

 She was ordered to take child to supervised visit – there were no protections for safety – gave custody

to abusive parent – should be amendment. In any procedure each parent should have the right for

hearings

*Aaron Justina – Director Domestic Advocacy – NH Legal – Opposed

 HB 1270 was 19-0 ITL – Rep. Gay brought it forward

 46183 language of the bill is not fair – will the court need another hearing

 Please vote Inexpedient to Legislate

Q: Rep. Long – You are claiming the bill is redundant?
Q: Rep. Altschiller – Is it your assertion that it is due process?
At any point there is already in place. There is nothing that keeps persons for not getting assistance
Q: Rep. Yokela – About require – they could say there is an issue but could the judge just decide on the
petition and not have a hearing
A: It is possible that a judge, there are multiple steps along the way they can appear all the way to the
supreme court – the bill is not necessary
Rep. Yokela – There is an ability to appeal – is there an option for the judge to allow?
A: Temp hearings judge decides both parents should have the right. Can file a motion for
reconsideration – to the NH Supreme Court
Q: Rep. Yokela – Can it be denied without a hearing?
A: Already in place, It’s confusing because are you seeking hearing etc.
J. Markell – You have the right for notice and the right to be fully heard. Not sure if it is self-
executing. If a hearing is requested and denied as the cons’ti. Appeals are expensive and time
consuming
Q: Rep. Belanger – If denied, you can appeal to the next court
Q: Is there a date as to how many cases + in family court?
A: Always going to be at least one hearing. 1st appearance case management, then temp hearing, pre
trial hearing then hearing – that’s the basic track.

Respectfully submitted,

Rep. Caroletta Alicea
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Name
City, State 
Email Address Title Representing Position Testifying Signed Up

Jasina, Erin Portsmouth, NH
ejasina@nhla.org

A Lobbyist NH Legal Assistance Oppose Yes (2m) 3/1/2021 5:15 PM

Ruocco, HOLLY Chester, NH
holly@drholly.net

A Member of the Public Myself Support No 3/2/2021 8:06 AM

Frost, Sherry Dover, NH
sherry.frost@leg.state.nh.us

An Elected Official Myself Support No 3/2/2021 9:23 AM

Elliott, John Goffstown, NH
john@AllyUSTrading.com

A Member of the Public Myself Support No 3/2/2021 12:01 PM

Hope, Lucinda Tilton, NH
lmhope46@gmail.com

A Member of the Public Myself Support No 3/2/2021 2:22 PM

DeMark, Richard Meredith, NH
demarknh114@gmail.com

A Member of the Public Myself Support No 3/2/2021 2:30 PM

Heinrich, Katrina Exeter, NH
katmac9517@gmail.com

A Member of the Public Myself Support No 3/2/2021 2:44 PM

Heinrich, Haley Exeter, NH, NH
heinrich.hth@gmail.com

A Member of the Public Myself Support No 3/2/2021 2:46 PM

Pearson, Mark Hampstead, NH
canonpearson@yahoo.com

An Elected Official Myself Support No 2/25/2021 5:20 PM

Fordey, Nicole Litchfield, NH
nikkif610@gmail.com

A Member of the Public Myself Support No 2/28/2021 3:22 PM

Nelson, Elizabeth Derry, NH
BethDavid@comcast.net

A Member of the Public Myself Support No 2/28/2021 5:13 PM

Larson, Ruth Alton, NH
ruthlarson@msn.com

A Member of the Public Myself Support No 2/28/2021 7:45 PM

Pedersen, Michael Nashua, NH
PedersenUSA@aim.com

An Elected Official Hillsborough 32 Support No 2/28/2021 10:37 PM
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Calitz, Louis Manchester, NH
louis@free603.org

A Member of the Public Myself Support No 3/1/2021 7:48 AM

Johnson, Dawn Laconia, NH
Dawn.Johnson@leg.state.nh.us

An Elected Official Myself Support No 3/1/2021 9:55 AM

ploszaj, tom center harbor, NH
tom.ploszaj@leg.state.nh.us

An Elected Official Myself Support No 3/1/2021 10:22 AM

Reitter, Janabeth Mont Vernon, NH
jbreitter@gmail.com

A Member of the Public Myself Support No 3/1/2021 10:33 AM

Post, Lisa CM Lyndeborough, NH
Lisa.Post@leg.state.nh.us

An Elected Official Myself Support No 3/2/2021 12:02 AM

Reitter, Eric Mont Vernon, NH
Reitter1@msn.com

A Member of the Public Myself Support No 3/2/2021 10:46 PM

Lamy, Lynn Pembroke, NH
Lynnlamy@comcast.net

A Member of the Public Myself Support No 3/2/2021 10:19 PM

Mennella, Alexandra Hooksett, NH
amennella1@protonmail.com

A Member of the Public Myself Support No 3/2/2021 9:51 PM

Leach, Kyle Farmington, NH
outleft@metrocast.net

A Member of the Public Myself Support No 3/3/2021 8:02 AM

Hayden, Sam Hopkinton, NH
hayden.sam@gmail.com

A Member of the Public Myself Support No 3/3/2021 8:12 AM

Howard Jr., Raymond Alton, NH
brhowardjr@yahoo.com

An Elected Official Myself Support No 3/3/2021 9:25 AM

Werme, Paula Milford, NH
pwerme@comcast.net

A Member of the Public Myself Support No 3/3/2021 10:12 AM

Coss, Adrian Concord, NH
ac1459@unhlaw.unh.edu

A Member of the Public Myself Oppose No 3/3/2021 10:19 AM
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To: Child and Family Law Committee: 


From: Paula Werme 


Written Testimony concerning HB 547: 


I am in favor of this bill, with modifications. It is not perfect, because there is no timeline for a 
hearing. Abusers are notorious for failing to comply with discovery in family law matters. My 
suggestion is that you also mandate the use of a scheduling order for discovery (in all cases, not just 
domestic violence cases), and make clear that statutorily, those that don't comply with discovery 
default as to the issues they refuse to disclose in discovery. That would include that they forfeit their 
right to parenting time if discovery is not timely provided. It is harsh, but in cases where domestic 
violence or child abuse are alleged, it has been a huge failure of the Family Division to hold abusers to 
account, dragging out the cases for years. Rather than figuring out what the reasons are for these cases 
dragging out, Judge Kelly implemented the Complex Case Docket — costing the state hundreds of 
thousands of dollars because the judges keep what should be point-in-time determinations on custody / 
parenting time open for years, with the court overseeing the ordered therapy in a "third-parent" 
capacity. 


As many of you know, in a case in Portsmouth, with Judge Pendleton and later in Dover with 
Judge Foley, between the two judges, they ignored four separate requests over a period of two years for 
a hearing on the merits of the abuse allegations. Judge Foley even stated in his order date January 10, 
2019 


"I have considered the idea of setting an Evidentiary hearing on the issue of 
whether Mr. [ ] abused [the child]. The [lying] GAL said there was no 
objective evidence of abuse. . . . if I. . . found abuse by Mr. [ ], it would do 
little to alter my obligation to reunite Mr. [ ] with [the child], after he 
addressed his abusive behaviors in some way in a appropriate therapeutic 
setting. RSA 169-C 19 and RSA 169-C:23." 


He might as well have written "I consider the idea of affording you due process, but I decided 
against it. I always mandate kids spend time with their abusive parents anyway." 


Aside from using inapplicable standards for a child custody case in this decision, less than six 
weeks later, and without jurisdiction for child custody, and knowing that a custody proceeding was 
pending in CT, he awarded custody of the child to the father, and criminally altered the court file so the 
father could effectuate the order via kidnapping and without the mother's knowledge. He should be 
removed from the bench for his behavior. He is not only incompetent, he is a clear and present danger 
to children. 


The GAL in the case, Lynn Aaby, had a stack of affidavits in her file from people who had seen 
the father be abusive to the child. She stated in her report that she contacted DCYF and the report was 
"unfounded." Little did she know, I used to know the HHS Ombudsman very well. Bill Brehm got 
the mother a copy of the old DCYF case file, and the case was closed as "incomplete." That is far from 
an exoneration. Aaby also failed to contact even one of the people that had actually witnessed child 
abuse. She failed to report a separate disclosure of abuse by the child to her to DCYF, as she was 
legally bound to do. To the extent there was "no objective evidence" of abuse, it was because she 







failed to investigate or to do her job. 


I have attached, and made a part of this testimony a NH family law scheduling order. It is 
available on the Family Division web site. I will emphasize that I have never seen one actually used in 
NH domestic case. Perhaps some judges use them. It should be noted that the scheduling order itself 
should also be amended to prominently note whether child abuse or domestic violence are issues in the 
case. 


Please amend the bill to include a timeline for discovery, with mandated appropriate sanctions 
and default on the issue of custody for allegedly abusive parents. 


Respectfully submitted, 


Paula J. Werme 
pweriile@comcast.net
(603) 491-7073 
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HB 547  -   Hearing * 9:30  Wednesday  * 3 March 2021

COMMITTEE: Children and Family Law

 

ANALYSIS

This bill provides that in a parenting case under RSA 461-A, each party is entitled to at least one evidentiary hearing.

 

***It may seem strange to put this into statute, but some parents are being denied a hearing for them to present their case in this extremely important subject of child custody, especially for the child. Again, too much "discretion" given to family court judges.***

 

 

SPONSORS: Rep. Gay, Rock. 8; Rep. M. Pearson, Rock. 34; Rep. Love, Rock. 6; Rep. Levesque, Straf. 4; Rep. Gould, Hills. 7; Rep. Cushman, Hills. 2; Rep. Andrew Bouldin, Hills. 12; Rep. Elliott, Rock. 8; Rep. Prudhomme-O'Brien, Rock. 6; Rep. Vandecasteele, Rock. 8

 

AN ACT relative to the opportunity for evidentiary hearings in parenting cases.

 

Be it Enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives in General Court convened:

 

New Paragraph; Determination of Parental Rights and Responsibilities; Procedure and Jurisdiction; Opportunity for Hearing.  Amend RSA 461-A:3 by inserting after paragraph III the following new paragraph:

1. In any proceeding to determine parental rights and responsibilities, each parent is entitled to at least one hearing to present evidence and call witnesses.

2. Date. This act shall take effect 60 days after its passage.











































HB 547  TESTIMONY	




03/01/2020

Katrina Heinrich

In Support of HB 547




Honorable Legislators:


My name is Katrina Heinrich I present the following in support HB547:



As a targeted victim and the mother of targeted victimized children of the New Hampshire Family Court process this bill is of profound importance. Individually and as a core family unit we are subjected to legally binding written orders and actions of the Derry District Family Court without due process since 2008. I am a mother whose success and love of parenting has never been in doubt or challenged and in fact, repeatedly acknowledged in the court as a very good mother.



At the time of the final divorce 1/2008, I was a mother who presented with happy, healthy, academically successful children who were very bonded siblings.



Due to the lack of court intervention and failures to administer legal and fair justice for all the Family Court compounded meritless motions, abusive actions, and ongoing toxic harassment of myself and my children after a settled divorce decree. These same children were ripped apart, subjected to further abuse, forced onto strangers, and one even kidnapped from the state for over a year.– showing a complete lack of judicial integrity and a wanton disregard for rules of evidence and due process – nonetheless producing legally binding orders void of fact. We have endured ongoing violence, violence by proxy, stalking  and harassment directly related to the Family Court actions.





As stated in the RULES OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE -- FAMILY DIVISION 2.2,  The New Hampshire Rules of Evidence do not apply.



SECTION 2 -- DOMESTIC RELATIONS



2.1  Scope and Applicability:  The family division has jurisdiction over all divorces, parenting actions, legal separations, annulments, child support actions, separate maintenance actions, actions involving the dissolution of civil unions, paternity, legitimation, registration of foreign judgments and decrees, uniform interstate family  support, administrative support violations, and any actions to change or enforce any of these orders once they become final.  These rules apply to divorce, legal separation, and parenting actions, and serve as guidance for the other case types listed above.



2.2  Application of New Hampshire Rules of Evidence: The New Hampshire Rules of Evidence do not apply to the actions listed above. However, the Court in its discretion may utilize the New Hampshire Rules of Evidence to enhance the predictable, orderly, fair, and reliable presentation of evidence.





The Family Court experience is in complete alignment with the existing Scope and Applicability AND Application of New Hampshire Rules of Evidence. This New Hampshire Rule is in stark contrast to the Fifth Amendment of the Constitution of the United States which holds fair and just law for all AND due process. This includes The State of New Hampshire’s choice to write and accept into law Rule 2.2 voids all rights to a fair court process for all – instead, resulting in abusive, harmful practices and fails to protect and serve citizens of the state. 



	The Fifth Amendment to the U.S. Constitution reads:



No person shall be held to answer for a capital, or otherwise infamous crime, unless on a presentment or indictment of a Grand Jury, except in cases arising in the land or naval forces, or in the Militia, when in actual service in time of War or public danger; nor shall any person be subject for the same offence to be twice put in jeopardy of life or limb; nor shall be compelled in any criminal case to be a witness against himself, nor be deprived of life, liberty, or property, without due process of law; nor shall private property be taken for public use, without just compensation.



Furthermore, the Bill of Rights assures that laws passed that infringe on such rights are unconstitutional and safeguard against majoritarian flagrant intentions, thus protecting the right of personal liberties under the protection of Due Process of Law.



	The Bill of Rights, which consists of the first ten amendments to the U.S. Constitution, enumerates certain basic personal liberties. Laws passed by elected officials that infringe on these liberties are invalidated by the judiciary as unconstitutional. The Fifth Amendment to the Constitution, ratified in 1791, represents five distinct liberties the that Framers attempted to safeguard from majoritarian impulses: (1) the right to be indicted by an impartial Grand Jury before being tried for a federal criminal offense,(2) the right to be free from multiple prosecutions or punishments for a single criminal offense, (3) the right to remain silent when prosecuted for a criminal offense, (4) the right to have personal liberties protected by Due Process of Law, and (5) the right to receive just compensation when the government takes private property for public use.





The results of NH Family Court Rules 2.2 contribute to the lack of neutrality and evolved into abusive, dismissive, and intentionally predetermined actions of Court officiants for purposes outside the scope of the courts design. Specifically, voiding our constitutional rights, voiding fact and evidence through a wanton disregard for due process.



In a case spanning over 14 years, the Derry District Court has shown lack of institutional integrity and a wanton disregard for rule of evidence under New Hampshire Family court rules - that has produced a court environment allowing for the production of legally binding orders void of facts. In our case, and countless of other Family Court case comparisons, the court has manifested into a toxic environment where fantasy or artificially manufactured realities become written as fact – though in actuality they do not represent the truth, integrity, and fact-finding practices.



This court failed to intervene on meritless claims and functionally manifested a case that supported ongoing abuse, abusive behaviors, threats and even a teenage child being kidnapped - all absent of due process and rules of evidence. 



Having discovered specific patterns during unnecessary post-divorce court actions, I voiced concerns to legislators about the lack of due process as early as 2010. It was quite easy to extract and identify that the officiants of the Derry Family Court were in fact, proactively nurturing an artificially manufactured reality – transferred into legally binding written orders - void of fact, evidence, or witness testimony as this is contrary to accepted court practices and expectations of integrity in the United States.



As patterns continued to emerge over the many years following, it became quite clear that this was not just occurring in our case but, countless others as more and more cases were voicing their experiences – all void of evidence, fact, and truth. Those who stood to gain financially, personally, and as an avenue to self-proclaimed hierarchy; coveted and exploited Rule 2.2 into actions that resulted in legally binding orders – orders where rules of evidence do not apply. 



Our case, like these countless others, align in every applicable aspect of predetermined artificially manufactured realities. While our case is not unique, it is by far one of the longest and revenue generating cases for the Court, Family Court Guardian Ad Litems, Family Court appointed therapist as well as the number of attorneys and their firms who got involved. 



This case, like others is comprised of failure to allow fact, truth, supporting evidence and witnesses into the final decisions thus, denying equal application of law for all and does not protection for abuse victims.



This has created an environment where illegal and corrupt practices are allowed to thrive and profit without accountability or consequence within a branch of government. These practices and highly unethical individuals who hold official court or appointed positions are the only ones who profit from failure to make every effort to guarantee and uphold The Bill of Rights.



Laws passed by elected officials that infringe on these liberties are invalidated by the judiciary as unconstitutional.



Those willing to practice and instill law under such erroneous guidelines rely on the State of New Hampshire Family Court rules to allow them to function with zero oversight and allow for unsurmountable profits while, the clients of Family Court are abused in numerous ways – without care or justice. 



I pray this honorable body truly hears the asks for help by passing HB 547 and grant other relief within this bill as you see reasonable and just.
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Dear Children and Family Law Committee,

Attached please find my written testimony in favor of HB 547.

Thank You,
Haley Heinrich
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HB 547  -   Hearing * 9:30  Wednesday  * 3 March 2021

COMMITTEE: Children and Family Law

 

ANALYSIS

This bill provides that in a parenting case under RSA 461-A, each party is entitled to at least one evidentiary hearing.

 

***It may seem strange to put this into statute, but some parents are being denied a hearing for them to present their case in this extremely important subject of child custody, especially for the child. Again, too much "discretion" given to family court judges.***

 

 

SPONSORS: Rep. Gay, Rock. 8; Rep. M. Pearson, Rock. 34; Rep. Love, Rock. 6; Rep. Levesque, Straf. 4; Rep. Gould, Hills. 7; Rep. Cushman, Hills. 2; Rep. Andrew Bouldin, Hills. 12; Rep. Elliott, Rock. 8; Rep. Prudhomme-O'Brien, Rock. 6; Rep. Vandecasteele, Rock. 8

 

AN ACT relative to the opportunity for evidentiary hearings in parenting cases.

 

Be it Enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives in General Court convened:

 

New Paragraph; Determination of Parental Rights and Responsibilities; Procedure and Jurisdiction; Opportunity for Hearing.  Amend RSA 461-A:3 by inserting after paragraph III the following new paragraph:

1. In any proceeding to determine parental rights and responsibilities, each parent is entitled to at least one hearing to present evidence and call witnesses.

2. Date. This act shall take effect 60 days after its passage.

























HB 547  -   Hearing * 9:30  Wednesday  * 3 March 2021

SUPPORT This Bill

To My Esteemed Legislators,

Many of you may already know my experiences with the NH Family Court and my parents lengthy NH Family Court case, my name is Haley Heinrich and I am writing to you in support of HB 547 this day.  I am a survivor of paternal abuse from my father. Abuse that should not have been permitted and was avoidable if only the NH Family Court put the welfare of children first. Abuse that the NH Family Court not only allowed but refused to intervene and keeping us together in the safe care of our mother. My experiences confirm that the Family Court does not use evidence, allow witnesses or pre-existing life documentation. Instead, they create alternate reality from a fantasy void of fact complete with fake documents and select representatives or appointees to create an illusion that is complete opposite from the truth and fact. Evidence is critical to a fair and just judicial proceeding.

I was a child of paternal abuse from my earliest memories. With that said I was closely bonded to my mother and siblings as that is where I felt safest. I had to experience unnecessary abuse of many kinds. My father targeted anyone one of us at anytime. After a 2008 divorce we remained happy with mom, while visits with a father who clearly doesn’t want us became aggressively abusive. Suddenly and without warning our world was turned upside down in Family Court orders, as my father went after my brother and me. Separating us from the safety, love, and family we always knew. Putting our lives in jeopardy and in control the of our abuser. 

Consider this:  in elementary school, children are taught how to interpret abuse, bullying, strangers, and how to assign appropriate reactions to dangerous life circumstances. We are taught to flee, report, and find safe shelter. We are taught to speak up and say something. Yet, when my family asked the Family Court for help to safety it was intentionally mocked and dismissed.  Mental abuse, dehumanization, physical danger, and gaslighting is my father’s choice of actions, either by himself or by proxy. He uses denial, misdirection, misinformation, and contradictory statements in his effort to destabilize my relationships with my siblings and mom.  Yet, when we asked for help, the Family Court redirected and instead placed us with our abuser and our mother linked to him via court orders that held her children – even punishing us and her for his actions. (Note: this is continued to this day because of these same orders.)

	Yet when I asked for help from people, I was told to trust my father but my life got worse and worse and worse. I was completely unaware of the abuse my mother and sister was enduring until it became evident, as my mother was assaulted by proxy in front of me and my brother. It was clear to me that The Family Court was not interested in mine, my siblings or my moms well-being. So why would the court favor my abuser? Answer: endless financial resources and a network of sophisticated court sanctioned services. How do they get away with it? Never use existing evidence or historical evidence in the Family Court. 

	GAL Wexler and a specific hand-picked therapist consistently told me I had no choice and that I had to love my father and that the court was doing what was best. Best for who? Abuse and psychological manipulation is never acceptable. 

 I was kidnapped, subjected to mental and physical abuses as well as medically neglected. I know now that all this was reported to the Family Court and deflected by the GAL. Which I witnessed myself at age 18 in the court room after returning from being kidnapped to Kentucky from NH. The GAL perjured himself repeatedly in front of me and the court did nothing. This court did nothing to my kidnappers, out of state keepers and abusers, NOTHNG! 

Since 2008, The NH Family court continues to foster a vacuum of abuse and attaching abusees and abusers via written court orders based on zero evidence allowance policy. The result is not the perceived ‘one parent loses’ because the losers in Family Court are the children who are victimized by violence and abuse. Stripping children from safe environments to be placed with abusers. This does not minimize the abuse but, multiplies the opportunities to abuse.

After reading the NH Family Court Rules and my years of experiences from within the Derry District Family Court, I confidently can say that a lack of ethical integrity and failure to administer existing evidence as fact, is the mode of operation that the court uses to get away with what would otherwise be criminal behavior in criminal court. More specifically, the NH Family Court supports and even encourages corruption, lies, and abusive terror tactics for one specific outcome. That outcome is not the best interest of the children or family unit, but for those who empower abusers and are exploiting poor policy for their own financial gains.

At 23, our family still have yet to receive a correction or acknowledgement of the illegal, abusive and dangerous situation the Family Court put us in, instead of helping us to safety and freedom from abuse. I live with PTSD from my experience’s and have an extreme lack of faith in the capabilities of the NH legal system, courtesy of the Family Court. Daily reminders of a childhood that changed from safe and positive to toxic and abusive because some complete strangers decided to exploit me and my family. People who did not care to know me or care to help.

Children look to adults and parents to protect us and guide us, the people we must trust most to grow healthy and strong. Children like that of the parents, sisters, brothers, aunts, uncles, and friends of this New Hampshire legislature. 

Please accept this bill and consider other legislative actions to help stop this court sanctioned abuse of children and adults in the New Hampshire Family Courts.





Archived: Thursday, March 4, 2021 10:35:57 AM
From: Adriana Buttafoco
Sent: Wednesday, March 3, 2021 11:59:52 PM
To: ~House Children and Family Law Committee
Subject: HB 547; HB 556; HB 577; HB 548
Importance: Normal

DearC h ild ren an d Fam ily Law C om m ittee,

I am w ritin g to you requestin g th atyou supportH ouse B illsH B 547,566,577,
548.I an d m y c h ild ren w ould h ave ben efited from th ese billsgreatly.

Sin c erely,
A d rian a B uttafoc o
Kin gston ,NH

mailto:trustinginhim3@gmail.com
mailto:CFL@leg.state.nh.us


Archived: Thursday, March 4, 2021 10:39:32 AM
From: Paula Werme
Sent: Tuesday, March 2, 2021 7:43:48 PM
To: ~House Children and Family Law Committee
Subject: Testimony on HB 547
Importance: Normal
Attachments:
2021 03 02 HB547 testimony.pdf ;NH FD Scheduling Order.pdf ;

P leas e enterbothd oc u ments on the legis lative rec ord . Iexpec tto be available forlive
tes timony and to ans werqu es tions , bu tthere may be s hortperiod s oftime when Iam not
available tomorrow.

http: //genc ou rt. s tate. nh. u s /bill_s tatu s /billText. as px?s y=20 21 & id =7 39& txtFormat=html

mailto:pwerme@comcast.net
mailto:CFL@leg.state.nh.us



To: Child and Family Law Committee: 


From: Paula Werme 


Written Testimony concerning HB 547: 


I am in favor of this bill, with modifications. It is not perfect, because there is no timeline for a 
hearing. Abusers are notorious for failing to comply with discovery in family law matters. My 
suggestion is that you also mandate the use of a scheduling order for discovery (in all cases, not just 
domestic violence cases), and make clear that statutorily, those that don't comply with discovery 
default as to the issues they refuse to disclose in discovery. That would include that they forfeit their 
right to parenting time if discovery is not timely provided. It is harsh, but in cases where domestic 
violence or child abuse are alleged, it has been a huge failure of the Family Division to hold abusers to 
account, dragging out the cases for years. Rather than figuring out what the reasons are for these cases 
dragging out, Judge Kelly implemented the Complex Case Docket — costing the state hundreds of 
thousands of dollars because the judges keep what should be point-in-time determinations on custody / 
parenting time open for years, with the court overseeing the ordered therapy in a "third-parent" 
capacity. 


As many of you know, in a case in Portsmouth, with Judge Pendleton and later in Dover with 
Judge Foley, between the two judges, they ignored four separate requests over a period of two years for 
a hearing on the merits of the abuse allegations. Judge Foley even stated in his order date January 10, 
2019 


"I have considered the idea of setting an Evidentiary hearing on the issue of 
whether Mr. [ ] abused [the child]. The [lying] GAL said there was no 
objective evidence of abuse. . . . if I. . . found abuse by Mr. [ ], it would do 
little to alter my obligation to reunite Mr. [ ] with [the child], after he 
addressed his abusive behaviors in some way in a appropriate therapeutic 
setting. RSA 169-C 19 and RSA 169-C:23." 


He might as well have written "I consider the idea of affording you due process, but I decided 
against it. I always mandate kids spend time with their abusive parents anyway." 


Aside from using inapplicable standards for a child custody case in this decision, less than six 
weeks later, and without jurisdiction for child custody, and knowing that a custody proceeding was 
pending in CT, he awarded custody of the child to the father, and criminally altered the court file so the 
father could effectuate the order via kidnapping and without the mother's knowledge. He should be 
removed from the bench for his behavior. He is not only incompetent, he is a clear and present danger 
to children. 


The GAL in the case, Lynn Aaby, had a stack of affidavits in her file from people who had seen 
the father be abusive to the child. She stated in her report that she contacted DCYF and the report was 
"unfounded." Little did she know, I used to know the HHS Ombudsman very well. Bill Brehm got 
the mother a copy of the old DCYF case file, and the case was closed as "incomplete." That is far from 
an exoneration. Aaby also failed to contact even one of the people that had actually witnessed child 
abuse. She failed to report a separate disclosure of abuse by the child to her to DCYF, as she was 
legally bound to do. To the extent there was "no objective evidence" of abuse, it was because she 







failed to investigate or to do her job. 


I have attached, and made a part of this testimony a NH family law scheduling order. It is 
available on the Family Division web site. I will emphasize that I have never seen one actually used in 
NH domestic case. Perhaps some judges use them. It should be noted that the scheduling order itself 
should also be amended to prominently note whether child abuse or domestic violence are issues in the 
case. 


Please amend the bill to include a timeline for discovery, with mandated appropriate sanctions 
and default on the issue of custody for allegedly abusive parents. 


Respectfully submitted, 


Paula J. Werme 
pweriile@comcast.net
(603) 491-7073 
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 THE STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE 


JUDICIAL BRANCH 
http://www.courts.state.nh.us 


 


Court Name: 
Case Name: 
Case Number: 
   


  
  
  


SCHEDULING CONFERENCE ORDER 


1. Conference relating to:   
   Petition for Divorce/Legal Separation/Civil Union Dissolution 


   Parenting Petition     Modification of: 
   Establish Paternity/Support     Parenting Plan 
   UIFSA        Support/Alimony 
   Other:       
2. Present were: 
   Petitioner     Petitioner's Attorney:       
   Respondent    Respondent's Attorney:       
   Guardian ad Litem   Other:         
3. Issues: 
   Parenting Rights and Responsibilities:   Property Distribution: 
    Decision-Making      Real Estate 
    Residential      Personal 
   Grounds        Pensions 


  Child Support       Business Interest 
   Alimony       Distribution of Debts 
   Tax Exemptions      Health Insurance 


 Other:         
4. Discovery completed?  Yes  No, to be completed by   unless 


specifically modified by court order. 
 Family Division Only: Has the Petitioner complied with Rule 1.25-A?  Yes   No 
 Family Division Only: Has the Respondent complied with Rule 1.25-A?  Yes   No 
 Interrogatories to be sent by     Depositions to be completed by     
 Exchange of documents by     Disclosure of experts on/by     
 Exchange appraisals by      Exchange pensions, etc. by     
 Other:               
5a. Has the Petitioner attended CIP?     Yes  No   N/A 
5b. Has the Respondent attended CIP?    Yes  No   N/A 
 







Case Name:   
Case Number:   
SCHEDULING CONFERENCE ORDER  
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6. Have the Parties Attempted Mediation or other ADR?    Yes  No 
 If no, why not?              
7. Mediation ordered?  Yes, see attached Notice on Appointment of Mediator  No   
8. Guardian ad Litem to be Appointed?      Yes  No 
 (If yes, see attached Order on Appointment of Guardian ad Litem.) 
 GAL report to be filed by             
9. Miscellaneous:              
10. Next Conference/Date and Time: 
   Pretrial:              
   Settlement/status:            
   Motion:              
   Final Hearing:             
   Other:              
11. Amount of Time Requested:            
12. Likelihood of Settlement:             
13. Monitor Requested?   Yes  No  
Recommended: 
    
Date   Signature of Marital Master 


      
 Printed Name of Marital Master 
So Ordered: 
I hereby certify that I have read the recommendation(s) and agree that, to the extent the marital 
master/judicial referee/hearing officer has made factual findings, she/he has applied the correct legal 
standard to the facts determined by the marital master/judicial referee/hearing officer. 
    
Date   Signature of Judge 


      
 Printed Name of Judge 


NOTE 
 This is a court order. The court intends to enforce the discovery deadlines and provisions 
described in this order.  A party must request enforcement of this order by motion in a timely manner.  If 
you settle the case before the next hearing date, or if the amount of time requested has been reduced 
due to partial agreements, please notify the court as soon as possible. 
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Archived: Wednesday, March 10, 2021 2:30:45 PM
From: John & Betty Gay
Sent: Wednesday, March 10, 2021 1:35:55 PM
To: ~House Children and Family Law Committee
Subject: Short summary of last 4 Domestic Violence bills
Importance: Normal

Dear Extremely Busy Children and Family Law Committee Members,
Kim, Debra, Caroletta, Debra, Gaby, Cassie, Pat, Peter, Safiya, Cody, Kenna, John,

Melissa, Denise and Josh,

Here is a summary of my five anti-domestic violence bills that you have heard and asked really
good questions about:

HB547
relative to the opportunity for evidentiary hearings in parenting cases
As awful as it sounds, the family courts do not have to allow evidence to be shown, which
severely disadvantages parents, especially when they allow one parent hearings and deny the
other parent. A guaranteed hearing should be a right.

HB548
relative to the role of a guardian ad litem in cases where domestic violence is suspected or
alleged
It was quite a shock to me that that spokesman for the courts thought that recommending a
divorce litigant to a crisis center was "showing favoritism." The other litigant could go to a crisis
center, too, which would also nullify the other disapproving attorney who said the abusers could
be passing themselves off as the victims of domestic violence. Yes, they can. And people can
lie.

Meanwhile nobody is listening to the adult victims of abuse or the children, who NH denies the
right to speak in court.

Getting abusers or liars to face an experienced domestic violence specialist to be evaluated
could be revealing. The goal here is to get information, the more, the better.

HB556
relative to state-ordered counseling
This bill is critical to restore genuine, certified counseling, such as family counseling, to the
options that courts can order. Currently an uncertifiable, unrecognized "therapy" is being
ordered by some courts that is doing irreparable harm to children who are forced to spend one
or two hours per week for months or years with an abusive parent despite RSA's that prohibit
forcing an abuse victim to be incontact with their abuser. This court order is also driving people
into poverty. I have been told there is an RSA that prohibits levying fees that people cannot
pay. One or two hours a week at $150 to $350 per hour of this "therapy," shared or borne
alone, would break the majority of NH residents.

HB577
relative to parenting and divorce cases involving allegations of domestic violence

mailto:jbgay@comcast.net
mailto:CFL@leg.state.nh.us


Some people misinterpreted this bill thinking its intention was to move divorce cases out of
family court. But the goal of this bill is to move domestic violence prosecutions out of family
court, leaving the divorce settlements there.

A new amendment on its way, just before committee voting on Thursday, March 11, has
wording recommended by attorneys to clarify that it is just the suspected domestic violence that
should be investigated and, if found, prosecuted in district court for misdemeanors and in county
superior court for felonies.

~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Thank you for taking on this important committee. It can lead to sleepless nights, but there are
so many people dependent on your efforts on their behalf. I certainly appreciate the heart it
takes to deal with painful situations, and am grateful that you carry this load that can be so
heavy.

Appreciatively,
Betty Gay, representing Salem

H 893-5381
C&T 818-1614
10 Woodmeadow Dr., Salem NH 03079-2336
jbgay@comcast.net
Betty.Gay@leg.state.nh.us
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HB 547 - AS INTRODUCED 

2021 SESSION 
21-0765 
05/04 

HOUSE BILL 	547 

AN ACT 	relative to the opportunity for evidentiary hearings in parenting cases. 

SPONSORS: 	Rep. Gay, Rock. 8; Rep. M. Pearson, Rock. 34; Rep. Love, Rock. 6; Rep. Levesque, 
Straf. 4; Rep. Gould, Hills. 7; Rep. Cushman, Hills. 2; Rep. Andrew Bouldin, Hills. 
12; Rep. Elliott, Rock. 8; Rep. Prudhomme-O'Brien, Rock. 6; Rep. Vandeeasteele, 
Rock. 8 

COMMITTEE: Children and Family Law 

ANALYSIS 

This bill provides that, in a parenting case under RSA 461-A, each party is entitled to at least one 
evidentiary hearing. 

Explanation: 	Matter added to current law appears in bold italics. 
Matter removed from current law appears [in braclz(,.; and itruokthrough.] 
Matter which is either (a) all new or (b) repealed and reenacted appears in regular type. 



HB 547 - AS INTRODUCED 
21-0765 
05/04 

STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE 

In the Year of Our Lord Two Thousand Twenty One 

AN ACT 
	

relative to the opportunity for evidentiary hearings in parenting cases. 

Be it Enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives in General Court convened: 

1 	1 New Paragraph; Determination of Parental Rights and Responsibilities; Procedure and 

2 	Jurisdiction; Opportunity for hearing. Amend RSA 461-A:3 by inserting after paragraph III the 

3 	following new paragraph: 

4 	IV. In any proceeding to determine parental rights and responsibilities, each parent is 

5 	entitled to at least one hearing to present evidence and call witnesses. 

6 	2 Effective Date. This act shall take effect 60 days after its passage. 
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