III.  ISSUES/QUESTIONS PRESENTED FOR REVIEW

1. New Hampshire RSA 490:4 states, New Hampshire Supreme Court “shall have exclusive authority to issue writs of error”. According to Supreme Court Rule 16-A, a Plain Error is one that affects substantial rights and it may be considered even though it was not brought to the attention of the trial Court or the Supreme Court. Considering the powerful political profile of the Petitioner’s owner, Robin Arkley II, a large contributor to the Republican party; its named counsel; along with other New Hampshire law firms, and governmental agencies, Federal and State, who are implicated in this matter; and the politically charged environment surrounding this matter the Appellant raises the issue in this Notice of Appeal as to: Whether trial court judge acted at all times in accordance with Article 35 of the New Hampshire Constitution, and the New Hampshire Supreme Court’s Code of Judicial Conduct Canons, in particular: Canon 1; Canon 3 B. (2) (4) (5); C.(7); D (2); [See Statement of Case page references to record found there.]

2. And, if found that the trial Court was in violation of Article 35 and the Code of Judicial Conduct, among other errors of fact and law, and consequently is ruled to have committed Plain Error under Rule 16-A: Whether the Court violated the rights of the Appellant’s Constitutional right to due process, to have a full and fair hearing, in accordance with the guarantees mandated by the United States Constitution and the Constitution of the State of New Hampshire, therefore voiding the Orders. 
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