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MEMORANDUM	OF	DECISION	

	
David	 R.	 Clark	 appeals	 from	 a	 judgment	 of	 the	 District	 Court	

(Biddeford,	Moskowitz,	J.)	entering	a	final	protection	from	abuse	order	against	
him	following	an	evidentiary	hearing	on	Pat	Doe’s	complaint.		See	19-A	M.R.S.	
§	4007(1)	 (2021).	 	 Contrary	 to	 Clark’s	 contention,	 the	 court	 did	 not	 err	 in	
finding	that	his	actions	constituted	a	“course	of	conduct”	within	the	meaning	of	
19-A	 M.R.S.	 §	 4002	 (1)(B)	 (2021),	 which	 had	 the	 effect	 of	 placing	 Doe	 in	
reasonable	fear	of	bodily	injury.		See	State	v.	Nastvogel,	2002	ME	97,	¶¶	10-11,	
798	 A.2d	 1114;	 Jusseaume	 v.	 Ducatt,	 2011	 ME	 43,	 ¶¶	 17-18,	 15	 A.3d	 714.		
Furthermore,	 the	 court	 did	 not	 clearly	 err	 or	 abuse	 its	 wide	 discretion	 in	
excluding	 evidence	 of	 Doe’s	 mental	 health	 therapy	 as	 irrelevant.	 	 See	
M.R.	Evid.	402;	Jacob	v.	Kippax,	2011	ME	1,	¶	14,	10	A.3d	1159;	State	v.	Marquis,	
2017	ME	104,	¶	13,	162	A.3d	818.	

	
The	entry	is:	

	
Judgment	affirmed.	
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