C/e# STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE »
: SUPREME COURT RECEIvED
Case No. 2019-0051
<, Clifford E. Avery v Comdaaioner , New Hampshire Department of Corrections MAR T 8 rapn

B4 D HERE PAUL BLARMER'S IWITED TO SUBMIT AMIOUS QRIAR BRIEF  FIH S4immns oy,

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT:

It is obvious laaman ¢ Helgame 437 F.Sup. 269&t326"3Msdmt1m0f&uscasemspec1f1caﬂ retained."’
is violated/bresched. The mysterious means (see Long Jdn Baldry for "judicial boogeewoogee™™!) exploited to sabotage
this elerent of the D.N.H. oxdermmtmbedete:mndbymsof&elaasﬁdv&rereseamhprwmmtysmte
of New Harpshire Depertment of Corrections (herce D0C). Paul Blacxkmer's request to Clerk Fileed Fox for adequate
research information relative to sabotage of page 326 dicta has not been responded to.

"I’ruﬂ'ldlspos:Lt:LVEJ,sx.ftl'leatlsmeagreerrmt(spe:uflcsofﬂlehereatlsajeaﬂegedtobe'bgrearmt"that
has enabled the sabotage of enforcement of the here at issue Laaman v Helgamoe 437 F. Supp. 269 at 326 imposed
elermtof&ehareatm&EIaamvCanmSﬂaerDmdBawesonhrmmtwallabletymamofsearchofﬂn
mreatmims%ammnddremhmtmal)mﬂassabtageof&elmv%lgmmorﬂaﬂe
Saidnaigé‘esrmt"ismcessanlyvozdastovhatplposedoeslaaraanelgameﬁmtlmmﬂ'mtmforcamﬂ

Nowcares pro se amicus curiae briefer Paul Blackner and says:

1. Tf prisoners are sanctiored to amerd Lazman v Helgemoe and/or the agreements here at issue dispositive
ramifications relevant to this saction justly inpose it functiond dispositively relative to this that the
Concord Prison law library finctions in above the law capecityy relative to Casey v Lewis 43 F.3d 1261 in toto
imposed imperative where said Casy v Lewis functions to erhance and expand constitutionally imposed imperative
of law of the land according to Bouds v Smith 430 US 817 in toto .

2. Truth dispositive imposes to conpel conclusion Paul Blackner is unable to determine vhat has imposed to
enable State of New Hampshire to agree to enforce Laaman v Helgenoe order and then litigate means to endble
StateomeEhrpsthedelclalaﬂe)mjtlveb:amhofgovmrmt to breach said agreament hased on soe

scrvengn immuity rationale that smacks of resurrection of states rights rationale that went south with Jim

3. Paul Blackmer in his possibly astute pro se analysis sees that if State of New Harpshire conclides the
agreement agreed to as party to laaman v Helgemoe desision is mot to be enforved, then the matter of enforcement
oflaalmvhe_]gmnemtotolaxﬂsbackmttelapof[bltexiStatelesmgtCmrtforNeﬁHarpsl'nreatﬂls
not sn.rmﬁrxlyvmdedas to prisoner rights?
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4.PaﬂBlmhmm&ntﬂﬁsSmm@rtMlgrmt&atPaﬂBlml«mdﬁllmqporuniwwm
effort to competently submit amicus curiea brief in this instant irwitation matter after State of New Hap-
shire prison Hbrary is capelled by order of this Supreme Court to corply with Casey v Lewis 43 F.3d 1261
imposed imperative while said Caseyv Lewis functions in support of Bounds v Suith 430 US 817as law of the
land. At issve law library has sare soverign inmnity asexcuse to defy imperative imposed by Casey v Lawis
43 F.3d 1261 in toto as applies to individual prisoner litigants such as but not limited to Paul Blackmer?
This vhere relative to such capacity Casey v Lewis 43 £.3d 1261 in toto is Shepardized 63 times.

mm%mmhmf&m&&kmmmﬂnshugammmmdmkm
Fox' irwitation dated ? and in accordance with granted expansion of time of Febnuary 3, 2020.

Possibly a copy shall be provided as Casey v Lewis 43 £.3d 1261 dimposes

to corpel, but this finctions problamatically as usugl. R y itted:
’ Pt Bl o
Pautl Blackmer swears under penalty of perjury that the facts Paul Blackmer #71470
presented at this brief are truth as Paul Blackmer koows truth State Prison, FBox 14
to be ard copy requirement satisfaction is p;o(b}peratlc as usual. Concord, NH 03301-C014, March 16, 2020
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FXHIBIT as posted by alleged to be law likrarian Dera Bermer on March 16, 200! In this see firctionirg
conterpt of imperative imposed by Casy v Lewis 43 F.3d 1261 as example of cantinuing contempt thereof!

(id Bl ™ 7214703/ 16/20

PPD 7.22: “Library typewriters
are a service and are not
provided by mandate.”

NH Courts have ruled that
Resident legal filings do not have
to be typed. As long as that is in
effect, the DOC will not supply
new typewriters or repair them.

Two of our five working
typewriters have recently been
broken by users. There is no
DOC budget for repair or
replacement.

At present, we now have only 3
working typewriters. We cannot
reserve typewriters. They are on a

first come / first served basis.
See Casey v Lewis 43 F.3d 1261 at 1280 'C.TVPEARITERS ..." for Pail Blackrer's fundamental right to due process
of law while the irmolved State of New Hampshire and Federal Courts criminally krowirgly cbsthwct justice by
meens of refusal to order retained defense consel Mark Sisti is to provide transcript producirg testimony that
shall provide proof Mi's Attorney General's Office has enabled Paul Blackmer's long known to be patently uwon-
stitutional inprisorment by means of Cctober 199% criminal obstnction of justice! HHZ W [3-0



