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Recommendations to the New Hampshire Citizen's Commission on the State Courts 

1. Provide strict and swift accountability of the legal system and its membership to the laws and rules of the nation by fully separating the judicial process and judicial officers from the investigation and prosecution of unethical or illegal acts by judges, clerks or attorneys. This requires a fully independent body to directly oversee all JCC and PCC filings, investigations and disciplinary actions. Such a body MUST NOT contain a significant portion of persons connected with or otherwise beholden to the Judicial Branch or even of the other branches of government, and each of those persons must be personally charged with maintaining the integrity of the courts with the knowledge that their own failure to do so could result in significant penalties under the law. 

2. Provide by statute that the protections of the United States and New Hampshire Constitutions and the laws derived of them shall be honored by all sworn officials. Include in this statutory language that litigants in New Hampshire courts are entitled to honest and unbiased judges, with any willful act by a judge designed to violate a rule or statute, or any pattern of acts indicating prejudice thereby constituting just cause for the mandatory recusal of that judge. Failure to comply with this statute would immediately nullify the court's jurisdiction over the matter, and such nullification powers would be applicable in all matters before the courts. 

3. Eliminate the protection from indictment and prosecution under state laws that the judges and other judicial officers now enjoy because of Article 37, Part 1 of the N.H. Constitution, as well as from the general lameness of the politicians we foolishly trust to protect our rights. This requires amending the Constitution to allow for civil and criminal prosecution of offending officials in any branch of government. 

4. Require that all Guardian ad litems be certified in general psychology plus child psychology as well as be competent attorneys since it is indeed a Constitutional mandate that the children be represented by competent counsel. The certification in child psychology is synonymous with such competency, and no GAL should be blindly stumbling about while trying to figure out what is happening in a crumbing or dysfunctional family. 

5. Require that any report or analysis filed in court cases be done along with a sworn affidavit created under the penalty of perjury. This would in particular include all GAL, CASA or DHS reports filed in family matters, with those persons subject to prosecution under RSA 641:1 if they falsify any relevant information or willfully conceal material evidence. 

6. Require by statute that all instances of criminal acts under state statutes that occur within a state court be referred to the state attorney for prosecution, and rigorously enforce N.H. RSA 637:4 and 637:5 in regards to any official failing to do their duty under the laws of the state and nation. This is particularly important since it is incredibly obvious that many instances of perjury by devious mothers filing domestic violence or stalking complaints have been documented but never pursued by the officials responsible for enforcing the laws. Worse yet, it is also very clear from testimony provided by a number of persons before various New Hampshire commissions and committees that there is a widespread conspiracy to defraud fathers by such filings, that some of the persons behind these acts are in positions funded by public monies, and that the Judicial Branch, the Legislative Branch and the Executive Branch all know about these crimes yet have willfully ignored their duties under the state and federal Constitutions, thus committing a variety of crimes themselves. Quite frankly, if state officials feel they are above the law, then no Citizen ought to feel or be any bit inferior, should they? And that is a dangerous conundrum! 

7. Require by statute that all court records and any evidence be securely retained for a minimum of ten years so that any inequities or violations of law may be preserved for investigation, litigation and correction. This period should be extended in any case where a period of incarceration occurs, with the period to extend for one year beyond that incarceration. In no case should the courts or any other official or person be allowed to conceal or taint any evidence with the limited exception that any documents containing sensitive personal information would be photocopied with that information deleted and then only that copy be made available for public consumption. However, the original documents would remain untainted pursuant to RSA 641, and with all electronic documents securely backed up as needed to preserve their integrity. 

8. Court rules require that pro se litigants be competent in the law, or suffer the consequences. However, all litigants including minor children are entitled by Constitutional mandates to competent counsel, and such counsel shall when requested or otherwise needed be provided either on a reduced rate or pro bono basis. Under no circumstances will different standards for such legal counsel be created by the legislature, courts or the bar associations, which would discriminate on the basis of gender, race, age, occupation, employment or other criteria. In other words, any person requesting legal aid would be required to receive it, and when current and/or future income is strained by the circumstances of litigations-- as so very commonly occurs (especially with men) during and after divorces, those persons would be entitled to either free or substantially reduced representation. In matters where any Constitutional Right is in jeopardy, especially when any filing involving domestic violence, stalking or other commonly used tactic in family matters occurs, the state will be responsible for ensuring such representation exists prior to any official action including for all ex-parte filings requesting any type of restraining order. This would be best accomplished by ensuring that an independent public defenders office be established with the express charge of reviewing, documenting and as need be contesting court actions involving ex-parte petitions for a restraining order. 

9. In family matters where children are involved and any act of domestic violence or child abuse is alleged, a competent Guardian ad litem should by statute be automatically appointed to represent any children involved in the matter. The GAL would by statute be required to file an emergency report at least three business days before any emergency hearing regarding parental rights, a preliminary report at least on two business weeks before any hearing for temporary orders, and a final report at least one month before a final hearing on the matter. The reports would be required to thoroughly document any allegations as well as all evidence, whether pro and con, that was found by the GAL. Sworn affidavits as to the facts would be required from the opposing parties, any other witnesses as well as from the GAL as part of reports. All conversations with the children and other witnesses would be subject to thorough examination by the litigants, with the GAL and any other interviewers required by statute to thoroughly and accurately document those facts, including where appropriate by audio and/or video recordings of interviews. Hearsay would be strictly limited as to admissibility and credibility, with the GAL fully culpable for any falsifications. 

10. The three branches of New Hampshire government need to establish a joint task force to carefully study the rules, statutes and operations of the court system. Their primary task should be to document the failings of current law, to propose new statutes and rules which better serve The People, and to do so with diligent cooperation between the three branches of New Hampshire government. However, at least one-third of the task force should be Citizens that are in no way connected with government or its operations so that the influence of those in government can't overwhelm the interests of The People in the laws and justice system. The remaining membership should be diverse in their positions and authority so as to ensure thoroughness and prevent inappropriate comity. 
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