STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE

HILLSBOROUGH, SS SUPERIOR COURT

SOUTHERN DISTRICT
JANE DOE

V.

NEW HAMPSHIRE LOTTERY COMMISSION

Docket No.:

COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY JUDGMENT AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF AND
REQUEST FOR IMMEDIATE AND EXPEDITED HEARING AS TIME IS OF THE
ESSENCE

Petitioner Jane Doe, by and through undersigned counsel, files this Complaint for

Declaratory Judgment, stating as follows:

INTRODUCTION

Petitioner Jane Doe seeks a declaration pursuant to RSA 491:22 that records identifying
her as the owner of a winning Powerball ticket and claimant of the jackpot are exempt from
disclosure under RSA 91-A:5, IV because such disclosure would constitute a significant invasion

of her privacy, and for injunctive relief attendant thereto.

Petitioner purchased a $560 million winning lottery ticket and is ready to collect her

winnings. Consistent with the New Hampshire Lottery Commission (“Commission”) rules and
regulations, as well as recognized prior practices, this Petition seeks a court order that authorizes
Petitioner to maintain her privacy and to have the trustee of a designated trust be the public face
of the winning ticket. There is precedence for this as it was done on September 12, 2016 when

the Commission at a gala event presented the Robin Egg 2016 Nominee Trust with an outsized

cardboard check in the amount of Four Hundred and Eighty-Seven Million.
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anonymous. The relief we seek is to continue this lawfully authorized approach, thus to any
Right to Know request the trust will be identified as the winner of the lottery prize.

Petitioner purchased the winning ticket at Reed’s Ferry Market. When the winning
numbers were announced, like millions of others, she expectantly read the numbers on her ticket,
with much hope and little expectation. She read and reread and reread them again; there was a
match. The immediate emotions were raw and conflicting --- awe, disbelief, and an unexpected

one: panic about how to protect a piece of paper that is most often casually thrown away along

with the whimsical hope of being a winner.

Without the aid of counsel, Petitioner went to the Commission website and read the
instructions on the back of her winning ticket. She learned that the ticket was “a bearer
instrument until such time as a signature is placed in the designated area . . . .” Following the
Commission’s instructions, she printed her name, address, city, and phone number, and signed
the back of the ticket. She secured the ticket in a safe place and contacted counsel. Only then
did she learn that under current practice, had the ticket been signed by the trustee of a designated
trust, she could have maintained her privacy, but that by signing the ticket her privacy was

forever lost. She has described this signing as “a huge mistake.” The ticket has not yet been

submitted to the Commission.

Petitioner deeply values her privacy. She is a long-time resident of New Hampshire and
is an engaged community member. She wishes to continue this work and the freedom to walk
into a grocery store or attend public events without being known or targeted as the winner of a
half-billion dollars. She wishes to remain in New Hampshire and give back to the State and

community that has given so much to her. With that in mind, she has created a trust, through
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which she intends to distribute her winnings, in a careful and deliberate manner. She intends to
contribute a portion of her winnings to a charitable foundation, so that they may do good in the
world. She wishes to be a silent witness to these good works, far from the glare and misfortune
that has often fallen upon other lottery “winners”.

The relief sought is consistent with New Hampshire law. Due to the size of the award ---
over half billion dollars --- Petitioner seeks to have her name, town of residence, and other
identifying information remain exempt from disclosure pursuant to the privacy exemption of
RSA 91-A. Once the exemption has been judicially determined, Petitioner further requests that
the Court authorize the assignment of the winning ticket to a trust pursuant to the requirements of
N.H. Admin. Rule Sw 503.01, in order that funds may be collected in a timely manner. Petitioner
requests that any identifying information related to the assignor (that is, Petitioner) in the
assignment document be similarly exempt from disclosure.

In the alternative, Petitioner requests that she will be allowed - in the presence of the
Commission - to white out her name, address, phone and signature and replace the information
with that of the trust with the original ticket be preserved and sealed, and exempt from
disclosure.

The funds were available for distribution on January 22, 2018. Without the ticket being
redeemed interest is being lost to the Petitioner on a daily basis. The ticket needs to be redeemed

within one year. Time is of the essence.
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PARTIES
1. Petitioner Jane Doe (“Petitioner” or “Ms. Doe™) is a resident of New Hampshire
living within the jurisdiction of this Court. She is the owner of the winning ticket for the
January 6, 2018 Powerball drawing.
2 Respondent New Hampshire Lottery Commission (the “Commission™) is an
administrative body of the State of New Hampshire, established by statute pursuant to RSA
284:21-a, and having a principal place of business at 14 Integra Drive, Concord, New

Hampshire.

JURISDICTION AND VENUE

3. The Court has jurisdiction over this matter pursuant to RSA 491:7, RSA 491:22
and RSA 498:1.
4. Venue is proper in Hillsborough County South pursuant to RSA 507:9 because
the Petitioner resides in a locality within its jurisdiction.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

5. Petitioner Jane Doe purchased the winning ticket for the Powerball drawing held
on January 6, 2018.

6. The jackpot for the January 6, 2018 drawing was approximately $560 Million.

7. Upon learning that she was in possession of the winning ticket, Ms. Doe
completed and signed the back of the ticket, which she understood she was required to do as
directed by information contained on the Commission’s website. See “How to Claim Your

Prize,” NH Lottery Commission (accessed January 20, 2018),
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https://www.nhlottery.com/Winners/Prize-Claiming.aspx (“Complete the back of the ticket with

your name, address and telephone number and sign the ticket.”).!

8. After completing and signing the ticket, Ms. Doe met with counsel and learned
for the first time that a trust could sign for and collect the winnings, thus preserving her privacy.

9. Following engagement by Ms. Doe, counsel contacted the Commission to discuss
her options in claiming the prize.

10. A photocopy of the front of Ms. Doe’s ticket was presented to the Commission,
which confirmed that Ms. Doe’s ticket was the winning ticket for the J anuary 6 drawing.

11. In response to an inquiry from counsel as to whether Ms. Doe could remain
anonymous as the winner despite already having completed and signed the back of her ticket, the
Commission stated that it would be compelled to disclose records identifying Ms. Doe as the
winner in response to a request submitted pursuant to New Hampshire’s “Right to Know Law,”
as codified at RSA Chapter 91-A.

12.  Counsel then inquired whether Ms. Doe in the presence of the Commission could
white out her personal identity on the ticket and replace it with the name of the trust and still be
able to collect the prize in the name of the trust. This would provide her with the same
protections afforded to other lottery winners that accepted the prize in the name of the trust. The

request was denied on the ground that any alteration of the ticket would make it invalid.

! This advice is legal in nature and highly questionable. If advice is to be given it should be, “Before Signing a
Winning Ticket It May Be Appropriate to Seek Legal Advice.” If Ms. Doe had contacted experienced counsel prior
to signing the ticket the advice would have been direct: “don’t sign it; put the ticket in a safety deposit box and then
let’s talk.” https:.//www.shaheengordon.com/New-Hampshire-Legal-Blog/2018/January/Attorney-William-
Shaheen-Has-Advice-for-New-Powe.aspx . Attorney William Zorn who has represented a number of lottery
winners would say the same. http://www.seacoastonline.com/article/20040225/news/302259987. The Commission
may promulgate this inaccurate advice for the sole purpose of increasing the ticket sales. A photograph of the
winner with an oversized check enhances the Cinderella story that everyone is a possible winner despite the
overwhelming odds.
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13. The Commission represented that in its experience, and/or the experience of the

lottery commissions of other states, there is always at least one request that seeks disclosure of

the winner’s identity.

14. Because of the size of the award, it is expected that the Commission will request
to have Ms. Doe participate in a publicized event when she claims the Powerball prize, complete
with oversized check. If a trust is the recipient, then the trustee of the trust could and would
attend the public event.

15, Ms. Doe desires to remain anonymous as the winner of the January 6, 2018
Powerball drawing, and therefore seeks a declaration from this Court pursuant to RSA 491:22
that any records identifying her as the winner of the Powerball --- including but not limited to the
information on the back of the ticket -- are exempt from disclosure under the Right to Know
Law, and that the disclosure of any records relating to any assignment of the jackpot by her to a
trust that would identify her as the winner are similarly exempt from disclosure by either the
Commission or the Court, and for related injunctive relief.
| The history of lottery winners in the United States and elsewhere provide countless

examples of lottery winners facing violence, threats, scams, harassment, and endless

solicitations as a consequence of the disclosure of their identities as winners.

16. As a lottery jackpot winner, Ms, Doe is now part of a small demographic which
has historically been victimized by the unscrupulous with life threatening consequences.
Previous winners have been the victims of violence, threats, harassment, scams, and constant
unwanted solicitation:

a. In2017, a Powerball jackpot winner in Massachusetts required police

surveillance at her home after media and other individuals arrived in her

neighborhood, knocking on doors and harassing neighbors in an attempt to
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locate her. Police Boost Patrols Around Home of $758.7 million Powerball
Winner, CNBC (August 26, 2017, 3:32 AM), available at
https://www.cnbc.com/2017/08/26/police-boost-patrols-around-home-of-758-
point-7-million-powerball-winner.html.

. In 2016, the winner of $434,272 in the Georgia lottery was murdered when
armed gunmen shot through his door and demanded money. Lindsey Bever,
Seven Charged in Killing of Georgia Lottery Winner During Home Invasion,
The Washington Post (March 29, 2016), available at
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/ morning-mix/wp/2016/03/29/seven-
charged-in-killing-of-georgia-lottery-winner-during-home-
invasion/?tid=a_mecntx&utm_term=.cdfc14{7645a.

In 2009, a Florida lottery winner was murdered by a woman who had first
approached him under the guise of being a financial advisor, but who
ultimately swindled him out of all his winnings before killing him and burying
him in her backyard. Kevin Dolak and Adam Sechrist, Lottery Murder:
DeeDee More Found Guilty, ABC News (Dec. 10, 2012),
http://abcnews.go.com/US/lottery-murder-deedee-moore-found-
guilty/story?id=17926009.

A 2005 lottery winner from the United Kingdom became the victim of a con-
man who scammed him out of $1.1 million. Nick Carbone, The Tragic
Stories of the Lottery’s Unluckiest Winners: Keith Gough, Time.com (Nov,

27, 2012), http://newsfeed.time.com/2012/11/28/500-million-powerball-
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jackpot-the-tragic-stories-of-the-1otterys-unluckiest-winners/ slide/keith-

gough/.

e. A 2002 Powerball winner was the victim of numerous thefts from 2003
through 2007, totaling over $700,000 lost. Terri Pous, The Tragic Stories of
the Lottery’s Unluckiest Winners: Andrew “Jack” Whittaker, Time.com (Nov.
27, 2012), http://newsfeed.time.com/2012/11/28/ 500-million-powerball-

jackpot-the-tragic-stories-of-the-lotterys-unluckiest-winners/slide/andrew—

jack-whittaker/.

£ A 1984 Illinois lottery winner has faced bomb threats, unreasonable
expectations of generosity, and “[m]ore than 1,000 letters from strangers
trying to tug at his heartstrings.” Can You Spare a Million?: Why It Pays to
Stay Anonymous After Lottery Win, NBC News (Apr. 2,2014),
https://www.nbcnews.com/news/us-news/can-you—spare-million—why-it~pays-
stay-anonymous-after-n70071.

17.  There are countless stories of other lottery winners who have suffered

®

significantly after receiving their money, many of which could have been avoided if the winners

identities had not been published.

18.  The Commission recognized the serious impact that winning the Powerball can
have on a winner’s life when its executive director stated, following the decision of the New
Hampshire winner of the July 30, 2017 Powerball drawing to claim his/her winnings through a
trust, that the jackpot in that drawing ($487 Million) was “[1]ife altering money” and the

winner’s decision to claim the prize through a trust was done in an effort “to try to live as normal

a life as possible.” Certainly, the jackpot of almost $560 Million is as “life altering” for Ms.
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Doe, and the disclosure of her identity as the winner of such a sum will destroy any chance she

may have of living “as normal a life as possible.”

II. Due to the size of the prize Ms. Doe and her family can expect to face the same risks
of financial and physical harm as previous lottery winners and others who quickly

come into large sums of money.

19.  Despite its bucolic beauty, New Hampshire is not immune from crime, as is
apparent from this court’s docket and recent national stories of this State’s opioid crisis.
Attorney William Zorn has represented seventeen (17) lottery winners and assists them in
maintaining their privacy and keeping their identities confidential. Confidentiality and privacy
are the primary concerns of his clients and his advice for any lottery winner is to claim the prize
through a trust and to immediately change their telephone number in case their identity is
disclosed. Real events for his clients give force to his advice. One of his clients, fearful of a
home invasion, slept with a gun by his bedside; another had strangers knocking on his door
asking for money. See Zorn Affidavit, attached as Ex. A. The size of the prize in this case only
enhances these risks for Ms. Doe.

70.  David Desmarias is a certified public accountant that has over twenty years of
experience working with private clients who have had sudden multi-million-dollar wealth
creation events, including large inheritances, lottery winnings, IPOs, and similar events. Some
of his experiences are detailed in his Declaration. His advice is reasonable and you do not need
to be an expert to provide it. If you are a winner of over half- billion dollars and your privacy is
breached, get private security to protect you and your family and go to a place where you are not

known, at least for the immediate future. See Desmaris Affidavit, attached as Ex. B.
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II. The Commission’s rules allow for anonymity by permitting a winner to claim and

receive a prize through a trust.

21. The Commission administers lottery games in New Hampshire in accordance with
its implementing statute at RSA 284:21-A-V and its rules at N.H. Admin R. Chapter Sw 100 ez
seq.

22, The Commission is a member of the Multi-State Lottery Association (“MUSL”™),

which operates the interstate facets of various lottery games, including Powerball, and drafts

rules for each game that are adopted by each member state lottery commission. “Multi-State

Lottery Association” (accessed Jan. 20, 2018), https://www.musl.com/.
23, The Commission’s rules for the Powerball game at N.H. Admin. R. Chapter Sw

3000 are adapted from the Powerball rules established by the MUSL at “PB Rules” 26-34 and A-

H. See “Powerball Game Rules,” NH Lottery Commission (accessed Jan. 20, 2018),

https://www.nhlottery.com/About-Us/Games-Rules/Powerball.aspx.

24, The Commission discloses the identity of New Hampshire Powerball winners to

the MUSL for publication on the Powerball website. See “Powerball Winners,” Powerball.com

(accessed Jan. 20, 2018), http://Www.powerball.com/powerball/pb_stories.asp (2016 Winners . .

. Robin Egg 2016 Nominee Trust . . . New Hampshire . . . .”).

25 The Commission’s rules require that a winner complete and sign the back of a

winning Powerball ticket before being able to claim the prize, see N.H. Admin. R. Sw 602.01(c),

3001.02(g) and 3001.07(a).

26.  The Commission’s rules do not require that the person claiming the Powerball

prize be the same person that purchased the winning ticket. See, generally, N.-H. Admin. R.

Chapter Sw 500.
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27. In fact, the Commission’s rules confirm that “[a] powerball ticket [is] a bearer
instrument until such time as a signature is placed in the designated area on the back of the

ticket.” NH. Admin. R. 3001.02(g). Accordingly, anyone may claim a Powerball jackpot by

signing the back of the winning ticket.

28. The last winning Powerball ticket sold in New Hampshire on July 30, 2016 was

claimed by a trust: the Robin Egg 2016 Nominee Trust. “Robin Egg 2016 Nominee Trust,”

Powerball.com (accessed Jan. 20, 2018),

http://www.powerball.com/powerball/winners/2016/NH_RobinEggTrust073016.shtml. In that

instance, a trustee of the trust signed the ticket and appeared at the Commission’s headquarters to

claim the prize.

29.  Because she has already signed the back of the winning ticket, as instructed by the
Commission, Ms. Doe is unable to now claim the Powerball jackpot anonymously in the same
manner as did the Robin Egg 2016 Nominee Trust. To avoid the many disastrous outcomes
described above, she nonetheless desires to remain anonymous and seeks judicial intervention to

preserve her heightened right to privacy.

IV.  The Commission’s rules also allow winners to assign their prizes to a trust, and
provide that information relative to such assignment may be kept confidential.

30.  The Commission’s rules also provide that payment of the prize may be made to a
person or entity other than the winner — such as a trust — in accordance with a valid assignment
meeting certain requirements. N.H. Admin. R. Sw 503.01(c).

31.  The Commission’s rules specifically provide: “Any records resulting from an

assignment under this section shall be exempt from disclosure providing such records are of

the types specified in RSA 91-A:5.” N.H. Admin. R. Sw 503.05 (emphasis added).

11
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32. Additionally, the New Hampshire Lottery Intercept, which requires a search of
the records of the New Hampshire Department of Health and Human Services, Division of Child
Support Services (“DCSS”) to determine whether a lottery winner owes any unpaid child support
payments, requires that “No person or organization, other than DCSS, shall be granted access to
any personally identifiable information regarding any claimant obtained by the lottery
intercept program, except as permitted by law or rule.” N.H. Admin. R. Sw 902.04(a) (emphasis
added). See also RSA 284:21-v (“The lottery commission shall also provide, by rule,
safeguards against the disclosure or inappropriate use of any personally identifiable
information regarding any person obtained pursuant to this section.” (emphasis added)).

33.  Thus, the Commission’s own rules and authorizing statute contemplate the
exemption of identifying records from the disclosure requirements under the Right to Know
Law, and even provide additional protection for “personally identifiable information” of winners

who are behind on child support payments.

V. Information relative to Ms. Doe’s identity as a lottery winner is exempt from
disclosure in response to a request made pursuant to the Right to Know Law
because such disclosure would constitute an invasion of privacy.

34,  New Hampshire’s Right to Know Law serves the important purpose of furthering
the “state constitutional requirement that the public’s right of access to governmental
proceedings and records shall not be unreasonably restricted.” Murray v. N.H. Div. of State
Police, 154 N.H. 579, 581 (2006). Accordingly, the Right to Know Law provides citizens with
the ability to request and receive documents associated with the mechanics of government and
various public agencies. See, generally, RSA Chapter 91-A.

35.  Inrecognition that the public’s interest in government activity must be balanced

against the privacy interests of individuals, the Right to Know Law specifies that certain

12

SHAHEEN & GORDON.PA » ATTORNEYS AT LAW
1C7 STORRS STREET, P.O. BOX 2703, CONCORD, NH 03302-2703 603-225-7262




categories of information are expressly exempt from disclosure in response to a request for
public records made pursuant to the Right to Know Law. RSA 91-A:5. Among these exempt
categories are “files whose disclosure would constitute invasion of privacy.” RSA 91-A:5, IV.

36. New Hampshire law implements a three-step analysis to determine whether
disclosure of public records would constitute an invasion of privacy such as would exempt the
records from disclosure under the Right to Know Law. Lambert v. Belknap County Convention,
157 N.H. 375, 382 (2008). First, the Court evaluates “whether there is a privacy interest at stake
that would be invaded by the disclosure.” Id. Second, the Court considers “the public’s interest
in disclosure.” Id. at 383. Third, the Court balances “the public interest in disclosure against . . .
the individual’s privacy interest in nondisclosure.” Id.

37. “[T]he central purpose of the Right—to-Know Law is to ensure that the
Government’s activities be opened to the sharp eye of public scrutiny, not that information about
private citizens that happens to be in the warehouse of the Government be so disclosed.” Lamy
v. New Hampshire Pub. Utilities Comm’n, 152 N.H. 106 (2005) (citation and quotation marks
omitted) (holding that privacy interest of utility customers not to have their names and addresses

disclosed outweighed public interest in the disclosure).

38.  The disclosure of Ms. Doe’s identifying information would constitute an invasion

of privacy because the limited public interest in disclosure is far outweighed by Ms. Doe’s

interest in remaining anonymous.

13
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' ” A. The disclosure of Ms. Doe as the Powerball winner would invade her \

substantial privacy interest in protecting her identity and would subject her
to a heightened risk of physical and financial harm. \

39. Whether Ms. Doe’s identity is exempt from disclosure “is judged by an objective
standard and not a party’s subjective expectations.” Lambert, 157 N.H. at 382-83. Where there

is no privacy interest at stake, the Right to Know Law requires disclosure. Id. at 383.

40.  Although the New Hampshire Supreme Court has held that there is a limited
privacy interest where a person has willingly placed their identity at issue, see id. at 384 (holding
that a candidate for public office has a diminished privacy expectation in their identity as a
candidate), Ms. Doe has not willingly placed her identity at issue. By entering into a store and
purchasing a Powerball ticket, Ms. Doe did not suddenly lose all expectation of privacy.

41.  The New Hampshire Supreme Court has recognized that an individual has a
substantial privacy interest in the nondisclosure of their identity where such disclosure would
subject them to violence, threats of violence, harassment, and annoyance. See New Hampshire
Right to Life v. Dir., New Hampshire Charitable Trusts Unit, 169 N.H. 95, 117-120 (2016). In
New Hampshire Right to Life, the Supreme Court held that disclosure of the identities of

employees of reproductive clinics was exempt under RSA 91-A:5, IV as “files whose disclosure
would constitute invasion of privacy,” because of the “the history nationally of harassment and
violence associated with the provision of abortion services” and the attendant risk of violence to

the clinic employees. Id. A similar history of “harassment and violence” is associated with

winners of large lottery prizes, and a winner’s interest in nondisclosure of their identity is

directly correlated with the size of the jackpot.

14
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42, The sheer size of Ms. Doe’s winnings (approximately $560 Million) is certain to
attract unwanted and malicious attention. Accordingly, Ms. Doe’s interest in not having her
identity disclosed weighs heavily in the Right to Know analysis.

B. There is no significant public interest in the disclosure of Ms. Doe’s identity
as the Powerball winner.

43. The express purpose of disclosing information in response to a request made
under the Right to Know Law is to “inform the public about the conduct and activities of their
government.” Lambert, 157 N.H. at 383. When a disclosure would not serve this function,
“disclosure would not be warranted even though the public may nonetheless prefer, albeit for
other reasons, that the information be released.” Id.

44, While the public certainly has an interest in the transparent administration and
operation of its lottery games, such an interest does not extend to the identity of jackpot winners.

45. Beyond ensuring that lottery funds are properly disbursed, which is accomplished
through the rules promulgated by the Commission at NH Admin. R. Sw 600 & 3000 providing
for a thorough ticket verification process, there is little public interest in making the winner’s

identity publicly available.?

C. Ms. Doe’s privacy interest heavily outweighs the interest of the public in
knowing her identity, and therefore records identifying her as the Powerball
winner should be exempt from disclosure under the Right to Know Law.

46. As described above, Ms. Doe has a substantial interest in the nondisclosure of her

identity as the winner of the January 6, 2018 Powerball drawing. Given the tragedies that so

frequently befall lottery winners because of the publication of their identities, Ms. Doe, who has

2 On information and belief there was only one right to know request following the announcement that Robin Egg
2016 Nominee Trust was the purchaser of the July 2016 winning ticket.

-
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won the 7th largest lottery jackpot in US history, has a significant interest in avoiding public

disclosure of her identity so as to avoid any such tragedy.

47.  Ms. Doe’s privacy interest substantially outweighs the insignificant public interest
in the disclosure of her identity as the winner of the Powerball drawing. Accordingly, all
records identifying her as the Powerball winner should be exempt from disclosure under the

Right to Know Law.

COUNTI
Declaratory Judgment
Against the Commission

48. Ms. Doe incorporates all of the preceding paragraphs as if fully restated herein.

49.  Inlight of the facts alleged herein, Ms. Doe seeks a declaration that records which
would divulge her identity as the winner of the January 6 Powerball drawing, including, but not
limited to, records resulting from an assignment of the Powerball prize to a trust in accordance
with N.H. Admin R. Sw 503.01(c), are exempt from disclosure pursuant to RSA 91-A:5, IV on

the basis that such information would constitute an invasion of privacy.

COUNT II
50.  Ms. Doe incorporates all of the preceding paragraphs as if fully restated herein.
51.  Judicially authorize Ms. Doe to alter the personal identifiers on the back of the
ticket and replace them with identifiers of her trust without invalidating the ticket and allowing
payment to be made to her trust.
COUNT III

Permanent Injunction
Against the Commission

52. Ms. Doe incorporates all of the preceding paragraphs as if fully restated herein.
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53. Ms. Doe seeks an order permanently enjoining the Commission from disclosing
Ms. Doe’s identity as the winner of the January 6 Powerﬁall drawing to any private individual or
entity, including but not limited to the MUSL.

54. “It is within the trial court's sound discretion to grant an injunction after
consideration of the facts and established principles of equity.” Town of Atkinson v. Malborn
Realty Trust, 164 N.H. 62, 66 (2012). The decision to grant equitable relief “necessarily depends
upon the factual circumstances in each case.” Exeter Realty Co. v. Buck, 104 N.H. 199, 200
(1962). “[B]ecause the division line between equity and law is not precise . . . courts have
considerable discretion in determining whether equity should intervene to aid litigants in the
protection of their legal rights.” Sands v. Stevens, 121 N.H. 1008, 1011 (1981) (quotation
omitted).

55.  To the extent that the Commission has a practice of disclosing the identity of
Powerball winners to the MUSL for publication on the Powerball website, or to some other
individuals or entities, such disclosure would circumvent the protection of Ms. Doe’s identity
afforded by the exemption to the Right to Know Law. Accordingly, if the Court holds that
records identifying Ms. Doe as the winner of the January 6 Powerball drawing, whether in
conjunction with a valid assignment to a trust or not, are exempt from disclosure under the Right

to Know Law as an invasion of her privacy, it should also issue an order enjoining the disclosure

of such records to any individual or entity, including but not limited to the MUSL.
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WHEREFORE, Petitioner requests the Court to enter the following relief:

A.

B.

Set this matter for an expedited hearing;

Declare that records which would divulge Petitioner’s identity, including
but not limited to records resulting from an assignment of the Powerball
prize to a trust, are exempt from disclosure under the Right to Know Law;
Issue an order enjoining the Commission from disclosing records
identifying Ms. Doe as the Powerball winner to any individual or entity,
including but not limited to the MUSL;

Judicially authorize Ms. Doe to alter the personal identifiers on the back of
the ticket and replace them with identifiers of her trust without

invalidating the ticket and allowing payment to be made to her trust; and

Grant such further relief as may be just and equitable.
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Date: January Qﬂ, 2018
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Respectfully submitted,

JANE DOE,
By Her Attorneys,

SHAHEEN & GORDON, P.A.

BUALr—

Steven M. darddn (NH Bar #964)
107 Storrs Street

P.O. Box 2703

Concord, NH 03302-2703
Telephone: (603) 225-7262
Facsimile: (603) 225-5112
sgordon@shaheengordon.com
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