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StaYement OF e Case

Ow December 92004, "\De.}\'%‘soxoe‘m) heveatter known 0s Veyer was
aereigned w The Crecunt Couet & Thrawamba Cousty , State of Miss,
ov The ?e\omg charge of Sexun) Ballery. A woman presided overthe
‘w@ceeé‘m(g »UJ‘;\C)W\(%‘(‘}{QV assuineq c&%fhg Yine was ahowi?\eaguﬁeo
Bu\{\%“}e P’qgcee&\mg’\)‘cy\q_\\ was QPQO\MREA Q Pu\\\‘\t C\)@R@wé@x" CW@
estered o plea of Mot Ao Wy - There were sevewol diers presest That

du}i who were Also being oveeigued.

On @c\o\)e\s 4 QOO.’:,%@%@X was Touwd 3@1‘\\3 & atrigl \}4 {(MA ol -
ter o fwo (2 dag Frial and wos setenced Yo twesty (30) yeaxs With
Sfﬁ\eem L15) years Y0 Seeve aud bve () Jeoss 3u3\>éméeéOT\Q Yrial
Audge_ Was “]e \-\DM,CPQ\L\ So Fumée’ﬁ‘%u\fﬁ, ’Px‘[\{@\“‘b C@UDS&\ QXC JW'\OX UdO.S o
How. Lorl Basham. | |

T Moy of 801, vearly six (6) yeass ofker s cowviction Ryes
was Yeadivg an aedicle Trom ¢ vewspapes oy ivmate Nad given i that
mentioned The Civcund Cleex of Thawaimba Qow\;(; Cool Gaes f\bvcx;{ex
\“ecegw\??.eé Yhe 9‘\&\“& o Gates as Be\mg*\\e ove who pvesi&e& over his
orrer\gumest of QOM./P‘(‘XQ‘Y made inguities o the Mississippi Por Assu,
'ir\’m} cemgixmeé Gates Was wot licensed 1o K

‘ | vatice \Qu) o NOg had she ever
beew o e Nate of M'\ss‘\ss’%\)p\ Stnce Gates could wot have presid -

ed \e(qa\\g 0S O A'\}\ége oY Pryers oxeeigomenty he (Feyee) ossumed that

s Fria) coust Judge (Fmﬁgevbuw\ should have beew assigred Yo
Wis O\\c‘fe"\g%éme& proceeding, ,

’?\}{e\r made o wevTTes ‘requeg\ under MCARA%-61-§ (1)(0) of

e Mississipei Public Records Act Yo Cavol Gakes vequesting o copy of
the order appoustivg her as® Judge deYacke Yo The avreigomer g\w
ceec\iwg o} December 299004 awd Mames of those Q;we.”\&me%‘\%\@c 0y
A the Time , the Qrcuit Clerks OFice Niad bo wiithen proceduses iw
ploce covcesing cost, Yime 4 Place avd method S access W Phoce.

~4._



SYaxement OF The Cose  (cont.)

Covel Gales presested the vequest Yo Tudge Thomos Gaxdies
who Thien Mmade oy ordex denying Peger public vecords construing
the vequest as o Telition ‘Fox‘/%@s\e Convickion Relel g5q adding
fﬁm\r immales ave not evtitled Yo Pree ‘\"e_cové& C&eg_qﬂqugﬁ_

" Peyer Filed o movion wih

1s fg\mé gk AWQ m}‘;x\\ D/,a Co‘
he wos devied Tithie Records hat

had mo%ia\;(g o do with Pod-Covviction Relief, Atles Pwe ("Q nowls
Pryese fled o Pedtion For Wk OF Masdamus Yo the Supreme Court
0 éhss‘sss‘\p‘in Afdes being ordeved Yo vespond, Gasdwes agow
dewied e?v(\(ev access Y0 Public Records Srating Whal vecords Ye-
qu@.ﬁe& proving Covcuption did pot exist, Copy of Gardwey!
ey denyinvg MotionTo Show Cause s Pound ol '
Feb,30i9 (\)\ﬂ[\(e\c Fled botice of appeal concerving Goxdwer's de-
nio) of Public Records through courk ovder, Pryexs qroumws o -
peal wese divected o ({wis&vc\‘\om 2 TIgY Yo access public veconds,
wd are prisonets’ Peesons undec MCAS 9= 61-% , The Cout & Appeals
afPirmed the lower courts decision. See Beyer v, S‘tﬁ%ﬂ.&[&iﬂi
(20/3). T 'H'u\x 2013 fpvxe'c Fled o sut w G awcexy Coust o) Thowamba
Cousty undes MEABRS-Gi-I§ boming Cireoit CleeyCorq) Gales ondthe
S\\ev‘(ég ot Trowamba Couslys Chivis Dickensou as &egewéaw)rs Pos Qeny-
\\%Jﬁ RA@: Acwess Yo ?u\s\icr)%ecm&'s , (e sheaitf devied (?\:\,(el‘ copies
o' Capias woreats sexved on December 9 ;’)OO‘JB )
T December 2003 Peyer wos 8““‘&@‘) Cextiorox W e Mississipy
Supreme Couxt To derermive 1t Gavdwer had jurisdictisn 3o we
(VS Aué\c*\q\ 1) ‘feo‘u‘as% %o We Civcyd Cleck Yot Puiic Records ond
to deYesmine it pPrisoness qre Recsods uwder The Yowo ave The

Wight Yo have occess Yo wspect Rublic Recovas.

Goxdnex's Order demyuing Pu bl

-5~



QroXement OF Toe Case C ComX.)
AT 60&\(&4 2014 Pryex Filed o ek iop For Writ O Manvdamas

v The Civeut Cowek oF Thawanba Coum}x uvdes MEAS-YI-)

"\'0 Compe\ sexvice o‘g SUNINONS ANd Com\x\tx\ﬁ Yo CQ.\‘O\ Godes awd
Chris Dickiwson , detendonts W the Tublic Recoeds suit Filed W
Jﬂ}e Q\chew CourY. Uuder MCASW-41-) Yhe Circunt Counts fove sole
| ({u‘v%sc\'\c\‘\ou Yo" commmc\ any ‘\mYex\e\s Js'ei\.\%m\t, cosporation, board,
oMicerq 0 Person Yo do oe vok Yodo an oct... AHer seveval motfs 5
?v&ev Tled avother TeXion For \0\3\5{_ OF Mandamus Yothe M\sg‘{gﬁ‘\w\
Sup%‘eme Cou@c 5(0 Cempe\ *\\Q_Q}‘thQ\)C Cﬁu@t );0 ‘(‘Ui\& oK *\\e (PQA\X 100
for Wert of Mamdamus Tiled There. By Ovder i ihe Mississippt Sup-
veme Courd o the wed Tiled in Civcuit Court was considered, O
OcYobesr 29,9014 Aydge Tomas Gosdver T dewied The werk sta \ogq
h@.()\(ﬂc@ t\)gr adosity Yo gront veliel ?gom o c;a(\se i Chanceg Counts
contyaey Yo } !!Cﬁg\\-‘jk\e Copy of Gorduexs Ovdex Bewx‘mg werk of
Mowéo‘;\%us is found ot ﬂgg‘ endi 6”7 o

On Tave 54 2014, the Mississippl Supvemé Court vendered 1}
decision on Ceetioeart. TY was o split decision, The W\uz{ov‘&_x held
el prisoners ae ot ountside e scope of the Tublic Records Ak 4 bu
GPP\"\&\ MCA825-61-13 (30i1) ovd MChBAS-GI-16 Yo prisoners beivgivg
sunt e Chancery Court. However, The Court denvied Rrgec Yaccess” Yothe
Public Records stating' We have 1o veasonto Helieve the documents exiat”
Fuﬁ\\evg The Coux\ 9(&%@3\?%@@ ma/frcme \*\e maffec o thmcevg C‘mﬁ if
he so desites” Snce the et of Cetiovart contested Ye decision o
Fudge Govdwer, he Courk conld pot have velereed Yo Aypve else . See
Peyex v. State,139 So.34 "II3 (3014) ,_
Ow Tuve 23, 20K Px\}(ev Filed a Motion To Amend Q@m‘g\&(\ﬁ undes

Miss Rules of Civ. Proc, Rule 15 () Yo 0dd Gordner Yo the Rublic Records
At suit Biled Q\mwceq Cous¥ (Yy_xe*c V. Carol GaYes auvd Chnis Dickiwson
eta).case # 3013~ 0903-99) -

- G-



Stotement OF The Cose  Ceont))

AtYer audther Petition Vor Wit 0F Mandamus Yo the Sugprene
Coucl OF Mississipp, Jeave wos grawted Yo amend The comploist o
Wwelude ?TuAEQ"W\o’mas %G\\SNE‘&‘ 0 deg:\ewé%} \to .C‘_q;eﬁﬂ 2013-0203- &9 on
October 352016, Ywo () yeavs and Theee €3) months dtee Mation To
Am@.t\)é WGS ?,\eé Gavdwer watved sevvice and Filed Motios To Distaiss o
H&w&\c& 134301, ?v[\{er"s Yespowse Yo Qsmémgﬂr% Mction To Distmiss was a\-
legedly lost in Yravsit avd was vehiled withthe Chavee Coutt ov Macch
653017, On !\m‘\\ 2152011 Order Disrussing Gardnec me“\\\e Comx\c‘i,\_gL
Was issued. Sasdner was dismissed Svom %@_ Comp\ainY ox qeourods &
“dudicia) Immuw%ﬁ and Statute OF Limdations. The onder Adistmissing
G&vég\)@x s {:OW\)& (R)t B%M°T‘}{@V% Mo\‘io&o FO*: RGCOMCQE’,\‘ &‘,\\Y\O\)
Was dewied oN Apal 24, 2010. Ragrieved Peyer appe aled The \ower couct
decision ?rxex pled o (2) issues Yo be concidered on appeal (1) The
Chance lloe exced gmeo}\m‘g Gaxdwes \mmmo\“cx co&vm&% MCA&RIS-6\-13
(2011) avd MCA8S-6I-(5 (2) The Choncellor erved Tollig the Statite of
Limitabions undes MchA&\S-\-H9 |

‘e Mississipp Supreme Courk 1ssued \Ys decision alFiemiog e
\owes Counts ovder on Mag 17,20/8. The Mississipp Supreme Court dec-
1sion 1s Yound ot Aggem&’f "A° Tegex Fled o Metios For Reheaving with-
v the Yime alletied , T the “ﬂ\o*'\mb%?rgm‘ P'QO'dié\Gé teretutolle evidence
that Gacdwer had kept Prger From Pablic Records Yo cover up W Cxim-
iwa) Qc}iv}:}rg CONCEXNIY f&gm‘s oxeeigument December?,2609. Royes
presevted e Court w\'%\ oedexs From ol duy et weve allegedly sign-
ed by Gordvec. The only problem was, ¥ was Ko Gasduers siguousre.
T¥ uos o siquaute stamp used by Cavol Gates o The Qivewid Clerk, Pryer
had sluays believed Pau) Tuederburk was assiqred Yo preside overthe or-
Ve quweit W question. Hovever, Tablic Records prove 1 wos Gardoec
whe used fudicia) power Yo Xeep Boyer Som Firding the Yrath, 0o Rugastd,

- 2018 fhe Coust denid Yehearion, The Omgé\r denying rehearingis Fowd c%\‘ Ap-

gewé\x“c’i




Reasows For Gravt wg—“:\e'?e}ﬂ\ow
The Foundation tase Yo ?Tué%e’mx'(( Toctsdiction asd Absolute

Tmmunity hos alwags Yested o Bradley v Fisher, 13 Wall335,90
L.£4, G0 C1872) uhich was cule on ove Hrdted forty- six (196) jears
O&QOJ"RS QOW\“\ \c\eh)hl‘\\ea ‘Q"\Ve (6) YCESONS QG‘v‘O\\Dso\u\e NN u\s\QA Qow "\\\e
”ué“\cm\;g\, as staved oy the Eleverth hmendwment of the 0.9, Conlttution,
4‘6& veasons ore 03 Followsi(A) K Audge must be free Yo act upow Wi oww
Convictions,withowt Tear of covsequences Yo himselt, () Te cowtrav-
E‘rs\cﬁ‘&& Gro \QO\mce & Yhe competivg nterests W contest belovethe
courks are 1} \i vely Thol e wevitoble \osing QG&\A\\\M be oue\;\(i ol -
\\53*’0 Gseeibe ‘\Y\O\\e\}o\em} \'&\@}"\\;es %‘%\\e ;iu ége 1)) B\Z\é es QQ@,K‘?Z‘\‘ "{\\e
prospect of domages ackions woqd be deivens Yo was\e.eu\ and distend-
we sell-protection devices such gs excessive vecord eepy. (4)
Mlesnative vemedies sachas Appea) ond inpenchment veduce the weed
Yor w\v&\"e. vights of ackion G\%&[\k\)é\c 0 Jjudye (5) The ease of alleqing
“had forth wou'ld make a qualitied “god faith ’immw\;\?)c(\{ virtuolly woeth -
\ess, Furlher, o Avdge will wot be deprived oF immunity because Ws act-
\oNS *ﬁxk’e!\) WESE \W AR R WRVE LS dove mo\\'\c\ous\ge, 0f Was wexcess of his
Q\fﬁ\qv\}’c}( s Pt valher e will be su
acted iv cleos” ghsense of all Juy
owent Tothis case, o . .,
_ The Bradley Court 1usteated the distinclion between te \ouv d
((uv@s&\c\\ow ond excess oF JurisQiction which Yhis Howorotle Court and e
Sate of Mississipet sHl adhese Yo todag, e c\\s\‘m&\om oxes Tt pro-
PaYe %uh&& 5 QT /v('txxs\'sé'ic%‘iom over m‘\&s and estaYes ol 5 showld Xy
% Crimivel Case 5 He would be acting v Aear obsense o C{u\ﬁs&ic\m and
would ot be immuwe From Niobilig, “%me\;ex, W0 judee Yeom o crimiva)
Comet should convict o defendany of o wow- existant erime , he would
\\\e\ce\x be Q\@c“\wg‘m excess of s c{u\ﬂ'\sc\k\\ow and would be Tmmuve.

;\ec-}\: \;”6 Vo "’tg\'@b\;{ whens he Yas

" Towisdichion s a Key Comp-

|

..,_8._ |



Reasons Fov Gmx&\\wgﬁe‘?é\'\\‘mm (con.)

The pco\b\iem with Yoe B_\:QA\_Q_\A C”Ow\r:sf ama\eg;\ ot o Criminol couck
Aué\[ge Convicking & Person oF o Mow-existant Cvlm{f_iThal\ﬁ\*\e Cﬁg\g@ be-
g \muve decause e was meselu” v excess o his z{u\"isc\'\c 10N does
mc% accord uith the Bill oF Rights of The U, Constitution , bor does
W accord with stotutes ow Livi\ Rights wor Commonaw . TF o Jude
wos Yo convict q Qerson ob o Now-existant Crime s e would be
violation of e Due Pocess Aauses o The Filth avd Fousteedth Anew)-
ments o the us. Coué\?¥u¥\ow«, oot Yo mewtion a pesson ncarceied be-
Couse of o vok-existal crime Gmounts Yo Ridwappivg, Te wext high
p\‘ome Case Concerning e issue. o hand \m\)@emeé o ce,&m(g( of-
Yer Brodley . T Srump v, Sporkman, 435 us 349 (1978) , o Civcwit
‘dudge. had S%(gwec\ aw ovdes agthorizig the stexilizaYion of of Weew feax
o\ g\ﬂ_ Upow motiot o the girls moher, The 8\\‘\ Wos veveY Yold she was
beiby stexilized, bat wos §o\ld she was Navivg e gppendix vemoved. Tao
(2) ﬁ@o‘os \ates, The gie) mawried and der having problems gfi\\'\wg preg-

ed Q

(\)m} ‘ cx‘\eos\'

, discovered she had \Dee& Sterilized. A st was F
Shmp, (Tre Clecuil E\"\ﬁg@ and 6“\@%_3 Yor vie) q\\s\)_ﬁj Spoexman’s Givil Ry s
The Tederal Court digmissedthe Complaiut undesabsolute '\mmun\)t;&”{%ﬁe
Seveuth (%) Civcuit veversed (wdgment holding Yie Sevucia) tssue” is
w\\é\\_‘tev Stump acted withio Mis ;{u‘dséé'\w; mwé\ug{' NGy h@g fiod ot This Cook'\v
gﬂc c\so\(e‘a Ce&‘\o‘.‘ v QA\)A o G S\)‘\\\' d(‘.’.c"\s‘m\,\) Ae}(ekm‘med ‘\'\Mﬁ S\u“_;é)'g q‘vé@%‘
Was O Auc}icm\ G& ﬁes}o&eﬁ& LpHov \\\m Uuoée‘v s}o\\e \Oma 0s O A\kéﬂ&: . xCﬁ h@-
WS QX@?C"\SNSS gewem\ usisdiction aud imnune Crom civil \'ig\{fl'i%x,ﬁi\~
wy Brodleq:™ Bespite Te udtaimwess 10 Witigants That somelimes ve-
su1ts , The doctvive o Avdicial imunit; "\s‘@@u;{@c%\oe i Me best
intevests A the Proper admisistrotion 0\5 fustice voo ” The dissent telt
hat the motg\o&\}g held e gm‘\s&&\on dockrive Yoo Droodly , ek Audge is
wat Free 4 ive o Voose camwony Yo wtlidd ndiscriminate damage whew -
evee e laims hie is acking W Yiis ;i‘mfc\'\ciq\ Capacity,

-9-



| Reosons For Gmw*‘mg The Pavtion ( Cont.)
Weve Stump decided Yoday, would this Hovorable Couet vile that

o Audge hos Ahxﬁséic\‘\m Yo ocder the stenlization of a fifheen georod
fie) ? e Supreme Yower OF The Lowd (the people of The tvited Shdtes) woold
Never SYand Yor R, Net i our Soc‘ielt;g‘ QOAO\X }

’P‘f;&@? asks tis Couet Yo also covsider WS phaht with Yhe Audiciagy
Yerms of %éuxs application of Fecedom avd Vows that addvess e con-
cept ot freeddm, Tu ?vx@x's case, dudge Gardrer used fudicio) pow-
er to Keep Peyer Trom access aud imspe&:’\ow of Public Records cowteaty

%, MCA € 85-61-5 (4) (a) by issawg Two (9) ovdess. (ﬁge__agi_g&_&i
CE7and'F”) Gosdner also \é‘“\m&e\”eé prosecution of Puyecs Tublic Rec-

.

ords sui} \)A _’é‘@.\\&}{\\\ég @ wY\\} & mandamas Yo Qoﬂ\\ﬁ_@-\ SeEViCE 0% SAMMNONS
and complawt Yo defendants (see Appendin® 67), Did Gavdwer hove
4 Ursdicion to dey Poyer bl @eco_vc\s i (V‘}{e'v: contends e did Yoot
have A'u\"isd\'&kou °"_é@' “‘QO\\»\GS} Vor ublic Recoeds wos A'\%eaeé ¥s Yoo -
Civcont Qe Coxol Goles, (see Appendi V") e vegquest wos wot v
\'\‘u?‘: yo%m" ol Q W\iﬁm (mé g\)@s\%\imﬁ '\\oﬁ&e ‘oequ\es\ asKed ({0‘\' &Aua e’ OP\M‘_OU-
}{e)( Gardwer decided Yo maxe the Yeguest o Auéicloh act, Cyc»ogbﬁv used
proactive pewes The Judiciany does ot have Yo dewy Prger Rublic Records.
The Framers of the US, Congtitution arigivally did woY cousider o Bill
o} R‘@\\s NECEISANY « @EMMI+ e Madison§ insicd —
avce That The fipst Congeess evacted the Bill of Nichts ovthe dea o A
dom o} btrusive government acks s The concept Oé\-\\) ecly wos Al used
g The @v\t\)’c'\p\es e& SQPG«M\'\W & Powers awd Yederalism Yo secure bree-
dom i e political sense . The Fromers Droudht check qudbalaw ces
.“M%\\ Teee (3) bravches of goverm:\es&-g e ExecoYive Booudn g
e LegislaYive Brauch and the Tudiciory Braches of Goveroment. The
Audiciary Nas only veackive powev.'“fé Qoué\"\\u_\j\m does wot empow-
er the ﬁéﬁcim é Yender decisions o tXs OWNy, T o %\A veac Yo e

{ssues \)vo@_\\{ Yo it.

_lo-



Rgo\soms Yo Gractivg Pedition Ccomt.)
Thus, Cowtestivg parties must bring tssues belose the fudiciory be-
Pove 1Y can exexcise Vs powes. Some oF e Framers Soi\eo\xeﬁ Q Co-
vrapt dudiciany , That veactive powess weee exploined to e Federal-
i9t Ripers® Were the powes of judging Aoiwe& with the legislative sthe \ife
00d Libeckg oF fhe subject wonld be exposed Yo arbitvar contva) 5 Forthe
249%38 would be \eﬁa@\oﬁ Wece 1t Z%c:{v:oec\ 1o the exee&‘we powes , Toe
Hadge might behave with all violence of an oppresspn) (see The Federal-
ASLN@_.ﬂD_ Uvder MCASRS-GI- 5 () & a\EM‘i;ﬁ '055 (\)m\)\ic{\\‘ecma 3
by o Public Body shall be i writing oa Shall contain o Statement
@é The exemption velied upow by Tre Tolic Bedy for the demia). The
'\“Cv.que:s\' @V\Aer ‘mgée Was 3(0 Qm*o'\ @0}(?,3; e Q’\\'\p\ft}c C\(’."(‘k‘ o N s\ea&
ot Yollowing The Shatate, she possed the vequest 10 idqe Gaxduer.
\33\%&7 Since Moy, a0l Reyer has had o pursue two (2) appeals. Oue ()
AN Ne Missf\sm%f\ Cwﬁé‘ Ap@e(ﬂs QQsée(fD w the M'\s*s\ss‘\,w\ %"VV' , ngu@t.
Has beey qromied ove (1) Wk & Certiovaxt, Tuo () Wreiks of Mavdamus
have deew %\\eé iv Ciecut Court and Ywo (2) Weits of Plawdamus Yo The
Miss\ss%w\ SQ@'&‘@\’!’\Q Cowe}, A Hhis 'A%\T 1o obtaiv c'\)u\s\ic@ecwés."ﬁ{e
soit Filed \ Chawcesy Court woder MCARAS-G1-1S qoinst Caw) Godes
6nd Chis Nickivson is he“mg hindesed Decause S\o&e Ahors vefuse o
do A\j\\etﬂ‘ éu}g 300 SEEVE SUMMNOVS mo& com \aito ;,(ma *\'\48 Q‘wcu\\} Cmﬁg e -
Yuse Y0 ordéer Stale Ackors Yo do sothrough Wed of Masdamus. The owly
oo (2) mélhods OF sevyice qvailoble 1o pro se suis 1o Mississipplis
~ Through mai) avd The Shenths Dept. The dewndants have Ve%seéﬁo w-
swer e mail option and The Sheri$hs Deportiment yeTuses o seve e
SHMMONS C\wa comp\O\im}‘—W\e QiVCu\:}c CO(»@( ‘C'e?use% )to 0‘058\9 Sew\fc\e
Nﬁ'\@o(%%&\ Wiy e%@ Maodomus . The st was Bled v @,0\3,?&4@&5&% \ow&
Wo olhee tase W Mississippt where Stale Actors Nove opevly g -
eved p‘cogec@c“\ow o o \ow st 4 especiolly 0 Pablic Record s suit.
What conld Sate Actoes po'ss\\a\/\& s0ant % hide g;k\\’méev“\wg o \eq-

PE\ ’W\(’h@. QOQL\‘\T P(‘O(Leaé(mg ¥0V oveg \‘\\IE (SSAEC»‘(‘S
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Reasons For GM&\\\)&?&’\B{\%\ (Cont)

Ow o¢ about /\ \o\\i,aOifis (Pr&ev%iwc«\\/\( Qm@\)t o Deeox e\))g\ o0
'\\Mug% o Cound I\gm\s\s}w}om\\e veceied some ot the Public Records
h@ Was S@Qx\@c\\\\wg 5;.30‘(9\5;\ UOC}{\ GQ\ C%\D\KRQCMSS 9?‘%&& é\sco\)e ed o
Jeast Yoo (2) Timge 1) Funderturx » Pryexs Yeial dudae did pot preside
Ovey f\)vfgtev‘s Ox‘ceigmmew\r AT 008 Ga&\s@‘ who wos u&sigtoeﬁ)\*\e Cose.
@) Gvﬁi&m‘v VEVER 6’\‘3\06& any (xﬂ\e@\s\me& ovdecs Mot éq;jﬁ Dec, g 9004/’
ﬂs‘%é\woq ure stamp was used BY Covol Gotes . Gardper was ot present
(l)c ne @Vocee,é‘t wga NO Aua(ge WG ;\—‘i\e @\“O ceeﬂu@g VIS i\\eﬁ&\ Nﬁé O‘\\
plesdivgs would be ‘\pm\'\& . o
(\)%e‘c_w‘% I\ showthis How. Coust that Gavduer did nok QU B G-

veignmeut orders . qupev‘\mpose Thomas Gavdvers s‘f\(g\wc&me oL eachy
o Te Coued Ordecs Tyom ngepé‘\\(\\\-\}'*\\w P@p ey L”, Thomas Gavé,\::e\n’s
.%i(gm}u\ﬂe \s exactly The samel 1Y is impossible Yor someove Yo write
J’Y\?\e:\v NGMe e’m&\' e same dimenvsiov Soo &‘s\\qeg\sg\w Yuwice W @ vow,
\eY qlove Tive (@i‘meg . Next, compare e Nawdweitivg 6F o)
Gates Feomhe Copias Wacrant & ,’\?wew&\\(ﬁ\\"\w with the \%wém\«'\)v'\wg
Civcled ow Ovders Trom .RP?QMEKXQH,/“\\]‘V\X Appendin L7 TY belowgs
To Lavo) Gotes, The QM\X aher Siguatuce appears ot Appendix T ond
Ape eudix K owg is WiaY of ?u\ﬂ%c VDelhewder? Co\\ﬂc\(\{m' 2SON, Juper -

\ o el NIV . . i
impose O \ and % ,?)ewsms Swupature \s '\70} Q‘NC}%\ e
Same )Y,\@, W4y Gavdvers is, Af@me""\\}\ é(mame% could oY g M§
Nawme *uf\a@_ W G Yow ON ?ﬁme% @O()? a}c Qwé\\\ev ome"\fqg\)me& . Super-
iwripose Appendi N oud Appendix 0% aud see For 0. fock thal Gaedues
Could boY sigu Nis bame exactly the same Twice W axow, Yow could
he do the RW\PO&‘Q\SQ\Q on December 2, 2004 tod ot do it Six () mowths
\Q\\'e\‘ CPE (M\)o*he\h oceel w‘me@r? 1Y s Eecw%& C WOS N(?r \eeseﬁ oL
December 3530, Carol bates used gevexic ovders Yo Qcceg pleas and
qpi@o‘m\k com\\se\ 3 ?{\\eé 0 \\W_ ‘b\cmws moa \A&e& G S\,qwc%me S}qm@ 0 S-‘i‘gm
Garduers bome CDOWSM@X ) Gotes 9 (wa Penson Csmm\\*&é Te0uq.

_\Q__




Reasows Yor Gm\z\\*'\mg"\ﬁe%\\’('\on Ceont)

—T\-\h m\wx Gacdwes ¥\0v$ used ‘ué’\c‘\d\ decizions Yo éew{q V@Ae‘v aC-
Cess Yo Public Records. This is wiy Govdwec au dlier Skate Actors Dove
Rindered prosecution of Pyect Tublic Records suik to Choweery Com\j.
This is why defendapts Pepecs suit have 0ot been served summous and
Comp\q'\’\)\v i "‘r\\‘e R‘\N\e _(@ eoks since wm\;ewceme& o ‘ﬂ\_e Sg{&e AW
Plegs Made oX ‘\‘m}s Wega Q‘\“chec\‘\wg m@u\é be ‘xwa\\& \\\q}_x Deing s,
0 Auxy or Judge Poe Mok malec woutd hove 00 sulydect Malfes o ol
Yo' considec. Agoue. ncaxcesated Trom o vesuly & ‘\Sm\ Mege) proceed-
g would be under ilegal sentgnce which gwmouts Yo Aggeavate K\(é~
NGPPIL \m\\\\e S*a'\e . he que;l('iow '\SZV\(\ Qacx\cc\me\s CaaSe Cikizens o
“\‘g\e Umﬁi S?gscﬁes Yo \)({, conviced & Wow-eistack crimes v excess o) his
Awrisdiction? Or did Ne pexpeteate Feand os an_accessory bedove agd
attes e Fack Yo depeive citizens dithe Unided Shates the *{*‘\é\\ Yo be free
from Yyranvical govesvment acts, Does The Coustitation R\@_@& Ausisdict-
iom 35('0 %e f{u&ici(m ~ % c@mm‘i‘r {:\e\omes w\u\e ’\méew \“0&@53 \“\sw Cou\c\ .
excess of AQ\\*\S&(&%OM v s cose ot be a camioal act? Tu o Cilized
society such 08 1o The ited States R Tudes Yowe Ceckoin acks and Wi
es%é{\es change , T fhe Bxgé\_e%_ Courl sd\sf{ec\cs \ixe Q\\sow.x‘\ow and homo-
sexual ity would never Nove Heen Considered e people wauld wot Nave had
awy Tolesace Yor 1%, By he Yime Stump wos decided 5 abortion had be-
Come \QRC\\ 0T<>&qA Sterlization of o Sltees (19) geae o)d giel by ab ovder
eom o fudie would be uwacceptobe awd twcopsit \u%f\@m\fbo fodqe
would \m\:e[’{m{s&“\c}\ou Yo ovdec it Mo judge has Ausisdiction Yo_dey
\\OW\OSQXMO\\ (Loup\es We X‘ig\\\t'\'b \\\QNK‘/\&Q So, Now would e Qom:\,\\xscu\z\—

ow ollow Audges Vike Gavdver Yo hive Jusisdiction o oppress e peop-
\e wilhout civi) \lo, "i\'i\ﬁfllr \DOU\\A be m& 0 believe Yoot wag\\cfa%
woud d‘oegkv e Eleventh Amendment. A‘u&r 3co Qe The dix@i“ci&\;{ )Y\T\E
ophion Yo commit Telovies while undex vohes wilh o i) Viohil tTes
victims of Weir Crimes, |
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Reasons For Gvam\-\mg PetiYion Ceont)

T\_\e eleve (\)‘“\ ﬁ\me»é\*nem\ was evacted Yu V1A%, sevew W) xecﬂ‘g
o¥tec the Bill df Rights . Howevers 1 is havd Yo Yalhom Yoot Cougress
ttended the eleventh mendment Yo exempt judges ?wom st wWhle
violating the e, ibecty 5 aud properiy e B‘\\é & Rights \s sapposed
o pm\ec\s - Undex Bradley awd Stamp 0 4udge cavsig the \oss of
l¥e, Viberty 5 ond Feeedom Tor convichion of o woo- exisiont ceite \s

\\meve\gkh v excess ol A usisdickion, even it dove MaVLcionsly 4 Qod 1Hm-
une Teom sui. What @Y%\e vickim? ?v%e'v aavsthis Nowosolle Count Yo Con-
sidee o Satemen b}ﬂ?\om@swﬁ%erswﬁ“—\é \ose & counts by 0 sceugul-
ous adherence Yo writen Yaw would be Yo ose the low "'\Scse% 5 Wwith \ife, Wib-
exlyq Property and ol who ase enjoring Tem with us; Hus absuedily sac-
\‘i@cf\wg'\\e ends Yo the meanst

Since. r\)‘f/qev veveoled Yhe existence of We R\\Qﬂoﬁ orders 1o We

Mississippt Supreme Cousty Govder has geticed From oM ice wilh Tull
henelits, He cont Ye vemoved Seom ofbice . The Suprene Comet &8 Wiss .
fos held Thot ‘Pqie'c cadt Intiate o suit against Gaedner Sor o ullic Rec-
QY‘Q\S violation beccmse Ne s inmuoe, We ‘\\'\'\ss‘iss\p \ Supreme Qém} Nas
Mso held That \DVAE’X s Yime-Darred Fom ‘Pos\v—Cow}c%iow Relieh and Mok
e Vest-Convidion Pedition is successive, Teyer is SReViug O \\\\@«gC&\ Sen-
Yence wilh w0 wgy ouk Decause Gardver was “mevely™iv excess ot Nis
Z(Wiﬁdi«ériwgevewﬁow&\\ ¥ was malicious. Ryer casd ivigke suiY, Gardver
15 imuwe. Ryec cay Q‘S‘OSECUXYE We Sw\i§c @\,QC\NS}C GaYes ard Wickingow
because Sluogﬁ‘e Aors vetuse Yo seeve The summons and compleno . Where
ove (\%{{e'c’s ad e ohess ‘i'\\e&u\}% ox\ﬂe‘\ggw@,é uwoder Cacdbers Toud Ril)

o R\,g\\ 3 g&\"awlees? Where is the vedvess
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