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forof of anthe house representativesThe requestfollowing
and filed with the courtof wasthe supremejustices adoptedopinion

23,on 1975:April
“Whereas, forof has it actionthe House beforeRepresentatives

660, ofAct theBill An readingHouse No. requiredprohibiting
obscene andbooks or which containsmaterial language;

“Whereas, shall thestates that no reading,said bill requireperson
orin aof a of instruction elementary secondaryas course publicpart

school, whichcontains isor material whichof book languageany
650:1; nowthat term in RSAto the definition ofobscene according

therefore, be it
House of“Resolved the Representatives:by

theirto“That Court isthe requested giverespectfullySupreme
the followingopinion upon question:

ofof Constitutionof the the“Does violatethis bill any provisions
the of Newthe United or Constitution Hampshire?States

ten of this resolu-of the transmit“That the House copiesSpeaker
the Clerk of theof House 660 to Supremetion and ten Billcopies

Court for.consideration.”
wasThe answer returned:following
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the HouseTo Representatives:of
the follow-court submitof theThe justices supremeundersigned

andin resolutioncontained adoptedto the yourinquiryreplying
23,court on 1975.filed with this April

reads as follows:House bill 660
Prohi-Obscene“1. and Material LanguageBooks Containing

theafter section 26 followingAmend RSA 189bited. by inserting
new section:

Obsceneand Material LanguageBooks Containing“189:26-a
of courseas atheNo shall reading, partProhibited. requireperson

school, ofor anyin a secondaryof instruction elementarypublic
is obscene accord-whichwhich containsbook or material language

whoinof that term RSA 650:1.to the definition Any personing
be of a misdemeanor.violates this shall guiltyparagraph

itseffect afteract shall takeEffective Date. This sixty days“2.
passage.”

to “which containsThe enactment materialanyappliesproposed
under RSA 650:1.which is obscenelanguage”

constitutionalheld that RSA 650:1 meets require-This court has
335, (1974). We are114 N.H. 646v. 320 A.2dments. State Harding,

whichof RSA 650:1that theof the also purportprovisionsopinion
fromfor childrento materialdifferent standards designedto apply

York,v. New 390constitutional.for adults is Ginsburgthat designed
629, (1968).638-43U.S.

15, the Court(1973),In 413 U.S. SupremeMiller v. 24California,
whether afordown the constitutionallaid determiningguidelines

whether ‘the“(a)are:work or material is obscene. averageThey
findwouldstandards’contemporary communityperson, applying

interest,whole,work, Koisto thetaken as athat the appeals prurient
489;States,230, atWisconsin, Roth v. Unitedat suprav. quotingsupra

offensivein(b) way,whether the work or describes adepicts patently
law; andstateconduct defined thesexual applicablespecifically by

artistic,whole,work, a lacks serious(c) whether the taken as literary,
or scientific value.”political,

theIt be noted that these consideringshould requireguidelines
Wisconsin,whole, U.S.v. 408material as a as does RSA 650:1. SeeKois

(1972).229
we are of the that theopinion proposed legislationConsequently,

it wouldis of doubtful because requiringproscribeconstitutionality,
it “containsthe of book or material becausereading any solely

obscene”, ofwhich is without also considerationrequiringlanguage
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whether, whole”, to to the“taken a it could be foundas appeal
interest, and to value.lack seriousprurient
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