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QUESTION PRESENTED 

• The primary federal question which has never 
been asked nor answered in American judicial history: 

Are U.S. Federal Court Judges (U.S. District, Ap-
pellate Court and U.S. Supreme Court Justices) and 
former U.S. Attorney General Loretta Lynch immune 
from the proceedings of the International Criminal 
Court at The Hague, the Netherlands? 



11 

PARTIES TO THE PROCEEDING 

Petitioner Brian Mark Burmaster and defendant 
United States of America are the only parties to this 
proceeding. 
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PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI 

Brian Mark Burmaster respectfully petitions for a 
Writ of Certiorari before the Supreme Court of the 
United States to grant this Writ of Certiorari so that it 
is proof positive before the International Criminal 
Courts at The Hague, the Netherlands that it was not 
part of the conspiracy of an International Kidnapping. 

OPINIONS BELOW 

The opinion of the Court of Appeals in the Federal 
Circuit is not reported but is given in the Appendix in 
its entirety. Similarly, the opinion for the lower U.S. 
Federal Claims Court in Washington, DC, is not re-
ported but is given in the Appendix in its entirety. 

JURISDICTION 

The Court of Appeals entered its judgement on 
August 7, 2018, App. infra at 1. This petition is filed 
within 90 days of that date. The court's jurisdiction is 
invoked under 28 U.S.C. § 1254(1). 

STATUTORY PROVISION 

The international prior case law awarding finan-
cial compensation to victims of international kidnap-
ping is the International Court of Justice United States 
vs. Iran (1980) ICJ1 where that court ruled in favor of 
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the United States of America when American Embassy 
workers were held against their will in Tehran, Iran. 
The United States of America government was com-
pensated at the rate of US$10,000 (1979 inflation-
based U.S. Dollars) per hostage-day from prior Iranian 
financial assets held in banks located in the United 
States. 

The Sixth Amendment of our sacred U.S. Consti-
tution states precisely and accurately: 

"In all criminal prosecutions, the accused shall en-
joy the right to a speedy and public trial, by an impar-
tial jury. . . 

STATEMENT OF THE CASE 

The U.S. Courts in Washington, DC, which in-
cludes the U.S. Federal Claims Court and the Federal 
Court of Appeals has never accepted nor stated the 
facts of my illegal international imprisonment case. 

Brian Burmaster, an ex-patriate American citizen 
who was living in Beirut, Lebanon, was falsely accused 
of making an international "threatening communica-
tion" to a Louisiana trial lawyer named Steve Herman, 
who along with others successfully sued BP PLC for a 
lot of real money (US$40+ Billion). 

None of the civil litigants, except those seriously 
injured and family members who had their loved ones 
killed, according to the United States v. Hooton, 693 
F.2d 857-58 (9th Cir. 1982) (per curiam) civil litigation 
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standard that was upheld by the U.S. Supreme Court 
with the denial of my Petition for a Writ of Certiorari 
#09-1370 on October 4, 2010. 

As stated precisely in various other U.S. Federal 
Courts, "He was arrested in Switzerland in September 
2015." (U.S. Federal Judge Daniel A. Poister; NDOH 
in case: Brian Burmaster v. Eli Lilly and Company 
PACER #008 page 2). Likewise, U.S. Federal Judge 
Hildy Bowbeer of the U.S. District Court of Minnesota 
states precisely, "On March 26, 2015, the (U.S.) Govern-
ment requested permission to extradite Burmaster 
and he was detained in Switzerland on September 3, 
2015" 

Judge Bowbeer continues his accurate historical 
account "During the week of January 4, 2016, Burmas-
ter made his initial appearance, was arraigned and 
was ordered to undergo psychiatric evaluation." (U.S. 
Federal Judge Hildy Bowbeer; USMN in case: Brian 
Burmaster v. American Psychiatric Association PACER 
#035 page 3). That "evaluation" ended 2+ years later 
with the case dismissal and Burmaster leaving FMC-
Gulag Butner on September 7, 2017 per Appendix H of 
the U.S. Federal Claims Case. 

These actions were gross violations of interna-
tional laws governing extradition. The United States 
Department of Justice under former U.S. Attorney 
General Loretta Lynch is totally culpable in this inter-
national kidnapping conspiracy. 

I have paid and retained an international lawyer 
(Jad ]Khalil) who is based here in Beirut and also has 
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an office at The Hague, the Netherlands to initiate 
criminal charges at the International Criminal Courts 
against these wrong-doers. No earthling is immune. 

On a plaque at the (ICC) International Criminal 
Courts, the following statement is made, "If a defend-
ant is found guilty, (ICC) judges can also order repara-
tions for the victims." 

I have received $0.00 of real money in compensa-
tion from all my civil litigation in U.S. Federal Courts, 
which is completely unacceptable. 

REASONS FOR GRANTING THE WRIT 

A. PROOF THAT U.S. SUPREME COURT JUS-
TICES ARE NOT CO-CONSPIRATORS 

The only acceptable action by this U.S. Supreme 
Court in the case of Burmaster v. USA is either a Trial 
by an impartial jury of 12 American citizens or wiring 
the requested amount of US$112 million into my Citi-
bank checking account. 

With the granting of this Writ of Certiorari, it will 
be proof-positive that the U.S. Supreme Court Justices 
are not co-conspirators in my international kidnapping 
that occurred with my illegal arrest on September 3, 
2015 and my release on September 7, 2017. 



5 

B. COMPLYING WITH INTERNATIONAL LAW 
INSTRUCTIONS 
In a recent document generated at The Hague, I 

gave very specific and precise instructions (see for ex-
ample, 8th Appellate Court: Brian Burmaster v. Amer-
ican Psychiatric Association, Case# 18-3062 Document 
ID# 4712169 Page 9 Section L): "The only acceptable 
case law citation must involve an internationally ex-
tradited defendant who was forcibly (against his will) 
sent to the United States of America, denied trial and 
was detained illegally or our sacred U.S. Constitution." 

Lower U.S. Federal Court Charles Lettow and the 
Federal Appellate Court in Washington, DC, did not 
comply with this requirement, except the statement by 
the Appellate Court stating that denial of my Sixth 
Amendment right "does not mandate payment of 
money damages." However, Appellate Judges O'Malley 
et al. are too late since their Soviet Sorority Sister U.S. 
Federal Judge Jane Milazzo bypassed a speedy and 
public trial based on the real money economics of a 
pharmaceutical-medical industrial complex (4 ½ tril-
lion U.S. Dollars per year) versus the pathetic salary 
accumulations of a lowly paid Fire-At-Will American 
Chemical Engineer, who was denied his day in U.S. 
Federal Court because of real money. 

C. SERIOUSNESS OF INTERNATIONAL KID-
NAPPING CONSPIRACY CHARGE 

The court documents in my civil litigation shows 
beyond a reasonable doubt that there is no remorse for 



the international kidnapping that occurred for 2+ 
years. With the granting of my U.S. Supreme Court 
Writ of Certiorari, there is acknowledgement of the se-
riousness of the facts and consequences of this case. 

Respectfully submitted, 

BRIAN MARK BURMASTER 
BURMASTER INTERNATIONAL GROUP CEO 
Marfa Building 4th Floor 
Weygand Street at the Souks 
P0 Box 11-2961 
Beirut, Lebanon 
Phone (+34) 689 926 567 


