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QUESTI0MS1 PRESENTED
PAGE # I.

FOR REVIEW , THE PARKINSON DISEASED SOMETIME PRODUCE THE SEQUEL 
; DR THE SEQUEL PARKINSONISM PRODUCE PARKINSON DISEASE JSRQNG.

• %/Zim NUMBER ESU.UE• .THAT _ X PRISENTTED^POrJiIYIEW -ISA INJURE^ j£43®&
'WORSENEDJ^QJEgD.■ SHAa’SANGHO CLAIMED HE HAD PARKINSON'S T.TTCK SYMPTOMS) 

’M^AmiMSQIflM^ teEK-WILL-PPGDOOE W ^S35AS1:' -BECAUSE IT IS, AH~SEQUEL*\
£3*F SYMPTOMS IS rAtvKlNs.QNISM"-OR( PARKINSONISM PLUS jERQDUCE . 

in AT IS. PLACED THE OXCART ON FRONT o£ THE OX (THE WAGON IN THE HEAD OF

13®S82S
#TWO TRITTTTC FOR REVTKWtTHE PANEL ALSO DECIDES WHETHERTOCERTIFY THE OPINION FOR' 

PUBLICATION.INGENERAL AN OPINION IS PUBLISHED IF IT ESTABLISHES ANEW RULE 
OF LAW INVOLVES A LEGALISSUE OF OF CONTINUING PUBLIC INTEREST CRITICIZES 
EXISTING LAW OR MAKES A SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION TO LEGAL LITERATURE. 
UNPUBLISHED OPINION DO NOT ESTABLISH PRECEDENT AND MAY NOT BE CITED AS AUTHORS? 
TO SUPPORT AN ARGUMENT NOT BY PARTY NOT BY THE COURT.
CALIFORNIA COURT CEL. APPEAL SIXTH APPELLATE DISTTRICT INSAN JOSE.

, i OF CIVIL PROCEDURE# #3$&OEXiSTING DISABILITIES
■Ak^xS^£...Lilkz'MTItefif- > P£ftIOD?I$?OQRRSCT?. ' . . - ,

•JOUR _xsuii£ FOR REVIEW* all TiffiTSAMAGES Harm AND NOW THE IN JURY PARKINSON, 3 
..:DISEASE 0 £KARS OFT'ARKINSONISM REHABILIT AC ION WITH PHICAL THERAPEUTIST 
TRAUMATOLOGIST. AND TREATMEN2’:OF THE BEST NEUROLOGIST OF 0? BORN -COUNTRY 

^GAN"BE A PRODUCT OF FEW HOURS OF ONE NIGHT AND FEW HOURS THE NEXT DAY?.
# FIVE ISUUE FOR REVIEW./?IS CQRRE CT

DOCUMENTS OF ONE PARTY IN favor op mm amm*THERE PRECISELY tonore T------

PARKINSON

TO CUT JUDICIOUS LITTLE PIECES OF

STTT.T. .SONS*.-!'PARTY. Aim THAT TS

# SIX ISUUE FOR REVIEW. I DID KNOW THAT IN IN CRIMINAL CASES THE 
COURT OR THE DEFENDANTS ARE ABLE TO BRING BACK OLD CASES AS PREVIOUS 
BUT MY TREE CASES ARE CIVIL? IS CORRECT WHAT THEY DID?
I AM THE PLAINTIFF AND APPELLANT$ THE FIRST CASE ^ ^Qm Q&m ^ ^ ^
SJmPIS' 1 ** THS * PLAINTIFF AND APPELLANT I DETERMINE WHICH IS MY CASE. 
NOT THE RESPONDENTS AND DEFENDANTS, NEITHER THE COURT CAN’T IMPOSE CASESOR 
ANYTHING ELSE TOMY DEMAND.
? IS CORRECT THTS STATEMENT?.

■c:-____

SEVEN_______ISUUE FOR REVIEW» I EXHAUSTED ALL POSSIBILITY ;.TO GET JUSTICE IN
CALIFORNIA FROM: THE 5o PAGES OF PTITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI SEE
FROM PAGE 25 TO 37. A IS IT ANOTHER REASON FOR FOR GRANTING THE PETITIONS
MffffT ISUUE FOR REVIEW t IS NOT ONLY IN CONTRAST BETWEEN SECOND APPELLATE AND
SIXTH APPELLATE DISTRICT.,INSIDE SEGQH&J^KELIAfflS BETWEEE DIVITION EIGHT AND
DIVITION FIVE. SEEt FROM APPENDIX (A) FROM PAGE 129 TO PAGE I38.F»QI« THE
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI- PACES 2 AND 3. S IS IT ANOTHER REASON S2GRANTING THE PETITIONS —■ 11 awo™ER_REASON FOR



FIRST CASE RELATED BUT HOT THE SAME.

£jst of parties

[ ] All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

PQ All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of 
all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this 
petition is as follows: 2nd Civil No. B288261

Los Angeles County Superior Court Case No. BC633324

In the Court of Appeal of the State of California 

Second Appellate District, Division Eight

Ebner. Family Trust, Wolfgang Ebner and 
Anne Lene Ebner

\

FOR THE FIRST CASE ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SEEi FROM APPENDIX(A) 
PAGES I|I_I52- I53_ AND FROM PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI.
PAGES 22 AND 24. I DID NOT COMPLAINT NEITHER INJURY OR ? PAB&IN50N 
DISEASE. THE OPINIONWAS NOT TO-BE PUBLISHED IN THE OFFICIAL REPORT.

RELATED CASES
No. B172227

' -W<: -fv-

- - • *'■' •

■ , 
5.^ COURT OF APPEAL .

^ # SECOND APPELLATE DISTRICT "
DIVISION 7

A

•»

r
S';

‘ *5

ALFREDO SANCHO 
IN PROPER

■ri V.

-

'’fsatt®
« -

4

' KATHY RAMIREZ ET.AL. l6 z004
V

v
DefemlairtandRespoiident

,* ■
:

Appeal From Los Angeles County Superior Coart CSvH Case No. NCO30937
Honorable Tracy T. Morena



SBC OTTO CASS RELATED BUT WOT THE

UST OF PARTIES

[] All parties appear In the caption of the case on the cover page.

IjQ All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A ifat of 
all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this 
petition is as follows:

EBNER FAMILY TRUST,

WOLFGANG EBNER AND ANNE LENE EBNER,
"for the second case additional information’"see from appendix(a)
PAGES I5*_I55_I56 I57_I58_I59.AND FROM PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIO 
RARI PAGES 23_ 24. I DID NOT COMPLAINT NEITHER INJURY OR PARKINSON 
DISEASE THE OPINION WAS NOT TO-BE PUBLISHED IN THE OFFICIAL REPORT

RELATED CASES
v

2nd Civil NoJB18?817
(Los Angeles Sop. Crt No. NC 037582)

Ill the
Court of Appeal of the State of California 

Second Appellate District, Division 4

ALFREDO MASIS SANCHO,

Plaintiff and Appellant, DECEIVED
HOV T 7 t008vs.

o&tk
KATHY RAMIREZ; ET AL.,

1 -wL—-
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. SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES ,Cf.
O"

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI€
Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorari issue to review the judgment below.

OPINIONS BELOW

€

O
o

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of tie United States court of appeals appears at Appendix —_ 
the petition and is
[ ] reported at
( j has been designated fpr publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix 
the petition and is
£^j reported at—
:[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
j[ J is unpublished.

o
o .too
o ; or,
O
o
oo to
o .. Jv...

O ;or,
O'
O
O ' *

[xl For cases from state courts:..0
o The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at

' : to the petition and fe .FROM THE ¥0 PAGES FROM PAGE 31 TO 3¥.o Appendix J2
I i 4o —;or,, [ ] reported at 

[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
is unpublished. l’

0
0 f ,

-* C0
The opinion of the DIVISION #8S8G0MB APPELLATE DiSTRTnT court
appears at Appendix D to the petition and is

FROM PETITIQN¥0 PAGES FROM 25’TO 29..
0

t ‘0 ;or,[ J reported at
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,0

0 PQ is unpublished.0'
i.0

0
0
rv
0



mand statutory provisions
CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT TOE WAS VIOLATED IN THE CASE

AMENDMENT 1 RELIGION. SPEECH. ASSEMBLY, AND 
POLITICS
Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion, or 

prohibiting the free exercise thereof^ or abridging the freedom of speech 

SE.ffif Pr5§£i or ihe right of the people peaceably to assemble, and to 

petition the Government for a redress-of grievances.
AMEI^MENT7~TKIALBYJnURYy rYlMMIlNT^AWI^Aggg^

IhgjjghLQLMajJiyiury shall be preserved, and no fact tried .by a jury shall be 
otherwise re — examined in any Court "oiFthe United States, than according to the
rules of the common law. r

J~'AMEM>fjranMIF —
Cngislitkitifm ftf certain Tights shall HQt-bS. ♦'IriK-iiiMri

zpr disparage other retained by the people.

AMENDMENT XIV
All persons bom or naturalized in the United States and subject tothe jurisdiction 
there o£ are citizens of the United States and of die State where in they reside. No 
State shag abridge the privileges or irnmanittfis of tadzens of the United States; nor 
shall any State deprive any pexstm of life, liberty, or property, without due process 
<?f law; nor deary to any person within its iurisdictiop-fhc coual protection ofjfac 
Idws,.

. A SOPKEME COURT CASE:
ry HOW IT HAPPENSriK-vii1;

Myftmyv. Madfsca 1803
"A lew repugpant to tits Constitution is void”
Chief Justice Hohn Marshall

MeCaflBtochV.Maiyia^,!^ , ............... ,
"Let dm end be legitimate.- and all means which ere... consistent with the letter 

and spirit the Constitution, are Constitutional "chief justice Marshak

Gibbons k. Ogden 1824 • ___When a jedertd and state law are in conflict, die jedend law is supreme.

Near r Mmuesetit, 1931 ___ , „ „
"The liberty ofthepress... is a scflguardedjbom invasion by state action .
Step & person firon publishing cro^osding a thought-
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE
1 DQNT TQ BB REPETITIVE AMD FILT, IIP «PHg nnnpm 

. AND FROI^PAGE #Fi^0Cp4GE #^6^ {tl mm F&GR#7 TO PA®B 10.
ON ««$ *£ HaSS IwSjS'^Wgi 2?73ra°®ASE * 29 10 »« #35. .ON IHE 40 PA®S OP JK PETITION MR r«Sl OP &I0HARI.

WITH SO MANY PAGES

10 GLARIFY* ombS and for ALL- D_BgCAgSE. WSGET THE PARKINSON ivrsraQgftmm a C ct
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ttSZESKsS

M! C H A E LTT5WE EN E Y, •:-.7.; o
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mxmmmSBS S2SL f? SaSe on »■» **£*6 ^ ST^f
appendix (a) and see on petition for WRIT OF CERTIORARI JROMTFA^^ topa® #I3?* 5S2S5? ^
J^ARUY THE SITUATION OF AMAUROSIS FUGAX SEE PAGESMMBMteBSSMiftB op petition for -a rail?-SERTIORARI ON PA® #14 third paragraph apshao
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(AMAUROSIS S
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AND
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Ij LREASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

_ •'55E

____________________ I EXHAUSTED ALL POSSIBILITY. TTS-GET JUSTICE IN
CALIFORNIA FROM! THE $0 PAGES OF PTITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI SEE
■EROM PAGE 25 TO 37* & IS IT ANOTHER REASON FOR FOR GRANTING- IH&JBTjLTIQll»i>’ ;

bolNOT ESTABLISH PKigngiiKNTAND iiitY«n«P ¥*r rorron AS 
ARGUaSENT NOT BY PARTY NOT BY THE COURT.

GnfrIP0RWlA C0URT APPEtUi SIXTH APEELLATE-aiSTT«TnT INSAN jbSE.
SIXTH~ApSi,i Aim? nTg,nmv„tnIS w°r CKJT' IN CONTRAST ^TVffiEN SECOND APPELLATE AND 
DIVITION FTto e^S2S??,*INSIBB SEGQHtt*ABSEI£ASK BETWEEE DIYITION EIGHT AND 
PETITION FOR tooTSr,/>5R22^APPSNDIX <A) FROM PACES 129 TO PAGE I38.FS0H. THE 
GRANTING the WStt'p?^t^SRTI0RARI' PAGES 2 AND 3* & IS IT ANOTHER REASON FOR

FACT OF..THE VIOLATION OF MY CIVTL RIGHTS ANH OF NY nnNCTTTliTTONAL RIGHTS,
AMENDMENT 7 - TRIAL BY mv Qf COMMOW T a w - , <^c 

—?-1E M C°mm°n " mg » controversy
flis, nsfat of trial By |ury. shall be preserved, and nn W,r ^ it------- -------------- *

. examined m any Court af fhr. TTmr^
nites Of me common law .

rnnnriBS ^PO GO

*T.* ^>- • .u

shall beaotherwise re —
than according to the

'AMENBft

■ 5™ *to «**■***»
Slate shall abridge file jjrfvfleges or {1™™^—'**ere “ reside-No 
^ m,y Slatea; bot

va nor deny to .any Tw*rgi>n :j_ •_• .!
Jaxvfc '

Vne emTnfrerBtrrni irifthe Constitution of certain rights straff not he
^or disparage otfaa: retained by the people. ~ ! ! “

M?3W

» .
v.'-

r

AMENDMENT 1 RELIGION. SPEECH. ASSEMBLY. ANU 
POLITICS
Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion, or 

prohibiting the free exercise thereof^ or abridging the- freedom of speech 

91.9^ foe pres$; or die right of the people peaceably to-assemble, and to 
BgljbojLdieGpyermnent for a retfress-of mevsmegg
OTHSTETOtldl^ OF CAMBOKP0A' 

Tnslov. Jury h m inviolate tjg&and %e sensed to all but in a owl wsase 
thse©— fourths oftbejiay may sender averdict A jray nay he waved ina^hraasl 
cause-by die consent of both parties expressed ia qpsii court fry Ate defendants 
coqdsgL in a civil cause a Jury may be waived by Hie consent of the patties 
expressed as prescribed hy statute.



mandamus: Lat. We command4
* %

*

only in extreme necessity, to a 

public official or corporation,
the performance

•■j

#

f ♦ *tr f
*statute.

to judicial abuse.
onse

CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

Date:


