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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF MONTANA

OP 19-0573

R. C. “RICK” LUSSY (“RCL”) aka CANDIDATE,
2016 AND 2020-2024 ELECTIONS,

Petitioner,
VY.

HENRY PAUMIE LUSSY, LAUNA LYNN ROQUE,
JENAHLEE MURIE BORNFF; WADE I, DAHOOD,
JEFFREY WADE DAHOOD, INDIVIDUALLY OF
KNIGHT & DAHOOD LAW FIRM, MERMA
GREEN. ASSESSOR MONTANA STATE
DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE; JEREMIAH C. -
LYNCH UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE; BRIAN
M. MORRIS, ARTICLE III UNITED STATES JUDGE
[NO. CV-17-79-BU & NINTH CIRCUIT COURT OF
APEAL 18-35937]; TYLER GILMAN CLERK
[NO.:CV-78-67-BU], KURT KRUEGER, DISTRICT
COURT MONTANA STATE JUDGE [NO. DV 18-37;
DV 18-38 & DP-18-31 [RE: FROMAL PROBATE
DOROTHY HELEN LUSSY]; ANDRE BURKE
DIRECTOR OVER OFFICE OF PRESIDIENT:
AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION TRADE UNION;
JON MUDD EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR: MONTANA
BAR ASSOCIATION TRADE UNION & DIANA
MOSS, PRESIDENT: AMERICAN ANTITRUST
INSTITUTE, , :

Respondents/Defendarits.

FILED
10/15/2018

Bowen Greenwood

CLERK DF THE SUPREME COURT
STATE OF MONTARA

Case Number. OP 19-0573

FILED

0CT 15 2019

Bowen Greanwood
Clerk of Supreme Court
State of Montana

ORDER

Representing himself, Richard C. Lussy has filed a petition for a writ of mandate,
pursuant to M. R. App. P. 14(5)(b)(@). Lussy includes several hundred pages of

attachments.

To state a claim for mandamus, a party must show entitlement to the performance

of a clear legal duty by the party against whom the writ is directed and the absence of a




plain, speedy, and adequate remedy at law, Section 27-26-102, MCA; Smith v. Missoula
Co., 1999 MT 330, 28, 297 Mont. 368, 992 P.2d 834. This type of proceeding, such as a
writ of mandate, must be commenced in accordance with Montana’s statutes.. M. R. App.
P. 14(2). | _

In his petition, Lussy lists various complaints concerning two civil cases i
Montana. He also references at least one federal court proceeding and various federal
claims. Lussy requests supervision over his various proceedings, detailing what facts are
important, and stating what he contends is in error.

Upon review, it is not clear what legal duty Lussy wants mandated. His petition is
difficult to undetstand or follow. It is clear that he does not like the outconies in various
courts. We point out that the Montana Supreme Court has to jurisdiction over any federal
court or presiding federal judge or magistrate.

This Court declines to honor his requests because we have no jurisdiction over
federal courts and Luss has not shown entitlement to mandamus. Lussy has not
demonstrated that he is entitled to the performance of a clear legal duty. We point out that
a court’s issuance of a decision on a pending matter is a discretionary act, not mandatory.
Smith, § 28. We further point out that Lussy has found “a plain, specdir, and a&equate
remedy at law[]” because he has since filed two appeals with this Court. Smith, § 28.
Accordingly, |

IT IS ORDERED that Lussy’s Petition for a Writ of Mandate is DENIED and
DISMISSED. |

The Clerk is directed to send a copy to all parties of record and to Richard C. Lussy
personally. KN |

DATED this /&' _ day of Octobet, 2019.
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- SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
OFFICE OF THE CLERK
WASHINGTON, DC 20543-0001

February S, 2021

‘Richard Lussy

860 Sixth Ave. South
P.O. Box 152
Naples, FL 34106

RE: Petition for Rehearing
20-5028, 20-5029

Dear Mr. Lussy:

The petition for rehearing received February 3, 2021 is herewith
returned. Rehearing was denied in the above-entitled case on January 11,
2021. Pursuant to Rule 44.4 consecutive petitions for rehearing will not be
received.

Enclosures



Supreme Court of the Unlted States
. Office of the Clerk
- Washington, DC 205430001

Scott S. Harris
Clerk of the Court

January 11, 2021~ (202) 479-3011

Mr. Richard Charles Lussy
860 Sixth Avenue

P.O. Box 152

Naples, FL. 34106

Re: Richard Charles Lussy
v. Wade J. Dahood
No. 20-5028
Dear Mr. Lussy: o

The Court today entered the following order in the above-entitled case:

The petition for rehearing is denied. The Ch1ef Justice took no part in
the consideration or decision of this petition.

Sincerely,

Gl L Yo

Scott S. Harns, Clerk -

A 1/}1[ 200/
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF MONTANA |
2020 MT 118N
WADE J. DAHOOD,
Plaintiff and Appellee,
v. FILED
RICHARD CHARLES LUSSY, _ MAY 05 2020
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Defendant and Appellant. Clerk of Supreme Gourt

State of Montana

APPEAL FROM: District Court of the Third Judicial District,
In and For the County of Anaconda-Deer Lodge, Cause No. DV 18-37
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Justice James Jeremiah Shea delivered the Opinion of the Court.

91 Pursuant to Section I, Paragraph 3(c), Montana Supreme Court Internal Opergting
Rules, this case is decided by memorandum opinion, shall not be cited and does not serve
as precedent. Its case title, cause number, and disposition shall be included in this Court’s
quarterly list of noncitable cases published in the Paoiﬁé Reporter and Montana Reports.
92  Richard Charles Lussy appeals from the orders and judgment of the
Third Judicial District Court, Deer Lodge County, releasing Richard’s liens filed on
Appellee Wade J. Dahood’s property and awarding Dahood damages. We affirm.

93  The document Richard filed on appéal is not so much a brief as a rambling and
incoherent screed against the judiciary and the legal profession in general. This Court has
no obligation to research a party’s position or to develop a legal analysis to support it if the
party fails to do so. State v. Hicks, 2006 MT 71, § 22, 331 Mont. 471, 133 P.3d 206.
“[A] district court’s decision is presumed to be correct,” and the appellant has the burden
to demonstrate tl?at an error was made. State v. Gomez, 2007 MT 111,933,337 Mont. 219,
158 P.3d 442. Richard has not even come close to meeting this burden.

94 Richard’s conduqt in this case is far from new. Richard’s abuse of the Montana
legal systém is so ingrained and pervasive that nearly thiﬁy-six years ago, on October 25,
1984, this Court found it necessary to issue an order enjoining him from proceeding pro se
in any Montana court without obtaining leave to file or proceed. Lussy v. Bennett, 214
Mont. 301, 303, 692 P.2d 1232, 1234 (1984). Solely for the purpose of providing the

victims of his abuse with some peace, we lifted that restraining order so as to affirm the

2




district court’s summary judgment order in favor of the individuals Richard had sued.

Lussy, 214 Mont. at 309, 692 P.2d at 1236-37. We held:
Richard C. Lussy, by his various [pro se] actions, has caused the courts of
Montana some considerable difficulty. He has sued judges, attorneys and
others left and right, charging conspiracies, abuse of ‘Justinhoard,” and
expounding like theories of law. While his misdirected efforts have caused
the courts difficulty, thereal tragedy is that he has cost himself a considerable
amount of money and wasted time in his vain pursuits. However much we
desire to keep the courts open to all persons seeking to adjust their rights,
duties and responsibilities, we must also take into account the effect that his
actions bring on other parties to his suits. In this case, the respondents are
entitled to their peace. It is for that reason we lifted the restraining order
heretofore entered against Mr. Lussy, to bring this particular case to a
conclusion. :
Lussy, 214 Mont. at 309, 692 P.2d at 1236-37.
95 Itis clear from the record in this case that the intervening decades have neither
softened Richard’s temperament, nor disabused him of his belief that the courts of this state
are here to serve as a vehicle for his own malevolent pursuits. It is equally clear that the
order prohibiting Richard from initiating any legal proceedings or ﬁling any legal papers
in any Montana court should have been promptly reinstated upon resolution of the appeal
in Lussy v. Bennett. We now take the opportunity to remedy this oversight.
6 The order and judgment of the District Court is affirmed. Moreover, IT IS HEREBY
ORDERED that Richard Charles Lussy is declared a vexatious litigant. Before Richard
Charles Lussy is allowed to initiate any legal proceeding or file any pleading in any court
of the State of Montana, he is required to obtain pre-filing approx}al from the court in which

he seeks to file. The court may prohibit any such filing upon a determination that the claims

asserted are harassing, frivolous, or legally not cognizable.
3



§7  We have determined to decide this case pursuant to Section I, Paragraph 3(c) of our
Internal Operating Rules, which provides for memorandum opinions. This appeal presents
no constitutional issues, no issues of first impression, and does not establish new precedent

or modify existing precedent. Affirmed.

We Concur:
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HONORABLE JUDGE KURT KRUEGER
DISTRICT COURT JUDGE

125 West Granite St.

Buite, MT. 59701

MONTANA THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

ODGE COUNTY
WADE J. DAHOOD, )
Plaintiff, ) CAUSE NO. DV 18-37
)]
Vs. ) .
)
RICHARD C. LUSSY, ) JUDGMENT
) Defendant. )
)
)

The above entitled court Having entered its Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law
and Order on the sth day of April, 2019. The Clerk & Recorder having been ordered to
release the liens filed on Plaintiff’s property by Defendant, Richard C. Lussy, on the gth
day of April, 2019, and damages having been assessed and ordered by this Court on the
oth day of August, 2019. |

Judgment is hereby entered on the Court’s Orders of April 5, 2019, April 9, 2019

and August 9, 2019.

" Dated this _ day Cp7/7%019,

KURT KRUEGER
kT JUDGE




pIoED

HONORABLE JUDGE KURT KRUEGER / o
DISTRICT COURT JUDGE ' SUSIE KR
125 West Granite St. Uf GER, CLERK
Butte, MT. 59701 _,Q/(/l/)f{,( i <,{,( ‘

/

MONTANA THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
DEER LODGE COUNTY -

WADE J. DAHOOD, )
Plaintiff, ) CAUSE NO. DV 18-37
) .
Vs. )
)
RICHARD C. LUSSY, ) ORDER AWARDING DAMAGES,
Defendant. )  ATTORNEY FEES AND COSTS
) .
)

A hearing on the Plaintiff's Motion for Damages, Attomey Fees and Costs was
held on July 12, 2019 at the Butte-Silver Bow County Courthouse before the Honorable
Judge Kurt Krueger.

Plaintiff, Wade J. Dahood, appeared with his attorney, Jeffrey W. Dahood, was
sworn and gave testimony. Respondent, Richard C. Lussy, appeared Pro Se by
telephone, was sworn and gave testimony. Based upon the evidence presented, the
Court Orders as follows:

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the evidence sustained the damages prayed for by
the Plaintiff in his Complaint and the Plaintiff is hereby awarded the sum of Seventy-
Four Thousand Dollars ($74,ooo.00).

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Plaintiff is awarded attorney fees and costs
as established by the Affidavit of Jeffrey W. Dahood filed with this Court in the sum of

Nineteen Thousand Six Hundred Nenty-Three Dollars and 46/100 ($19,623.46). The

1 Order Awarding Damages




attorney fees are awarded for both Cause No. DV-18-37 and DV-18-38, for a total

amount of $19,623.46 for both cases

L—""
Dated this k day of é;'j w3 , 2019.

2 Order Awarding Damages




FILED

HONORABLE JUDGE KURT KRUEGER SUS'E KHUEGER cu—:m(

DISTRICT COURT JUDGE ,
125 West Granite St. 1[-) u%k / ’%M/\O
Butte, MT. 59701 ’;BLERK

MONTANA THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
DEER LODGE COUNTY

WADE. ). DAHOOD, ) :
Plaintiff, ) CAUSE NO. DV 18-37
) .
Vs. ;
RICHARD C. LUSSY, )  ORDERFOR
Defendant. ; RELEASE OF LIEN
)

The above entitled court having entered its Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law
and Order on the 5t day of April, 2019. The Clerk & Recorder of Anaconda-Deer Lodge}
County, State of Montana, is hereby ordered to remove the lien filed by the Defendant,
RICHARD C. LUSSY, as follows: _ .

Lien filed 11/28/2017, Book 352, Page 411, Anaconda-Deer Lodge County
Clerk & Recorder, filed against property known as 113 E. Third St.,
Anaconds, Montana, Lot 3, Original Townsite; and 1016 W. Fifth Street,

Anmndaw g of the Western Addition.
Dated this_ 477 day of April, 2019. ‘
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HONORABLE KURT KRUEGER SYUSIE KRUEGER CLERK
DISTRICT COURT JUDGE ,Z)
155 West Granite Street | AN Nt
Butte, MT 59701 / /_J.ERK
MONTANA THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
DEER LODGE COUNTY
| WADE J. DAHOOD, )
| : ) CAUSE NO. DV 18-37
| Plaintiff, )
V8. )
) FINDINGS OF FACT,
| ) CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
RICHARD C. LUSSY, ) AND ORDER
Defendant. )
)
)
)

The Court held a hearing on this matter on the 5™ day of February, 2019 on
Plaintiff's Motions to Dismiss the Counterclaim, Amended Counterclaim, and Third Party
Claims filed by the Defendant. The hearing was held in the Jury Room of the Second
Judicial District Court, Department No. II before the Hoporable Kurt Krueger. Plaintiff,
WADE J. DAHOOD, was preseﬁt and represented by Jeffrey W. Dahood of Knight and
Dahood. Defendant RICHARD C. LUSSY appeared by telephone. Based upon the
arguments presented to this Court, the Court now finds the following;

FINDINGS OF FACT:

The Pro Se filings of the Defendant are voluminous and are extremely confusing to
the Court. The Plaintiff's arguments made no legal or logical sense and are rambling and
incomprehensible. The Defendant has failed to sufficiently plead any factual allegations

upon which relief may be granted.

1 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND ORDER




Defendant made arguments which rather than state a cause of action or provide

facts which would raise a cause of action against Plaintiff merely provided summations as
to why the Deféndant feels he has been wronged by the Plaintiff. He did not provide
sufficient factual or other evidence to establish any cause of action exists for which he may
be granted relief in this matter.

The only evidence which was provided was that Defendant admitted he had no
judgment, contract, or other authority to support his liens against the property of the
Plaintiff. This action arises from the Plaintiff requesting that the liens filed by thev
Defendant against the property of the Plaintiff be stricken from the County Clerk &
Recorder of Deer Lodge County, Montana, and for damages claimed by the Plaintiff and
against the Defendant. | -

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW:
" To survive a Rule 12(b)(6) motion, the complaint/counterclaim “must contain
sufficient factual, accepted as true, to ‘state a claim to relief that is plausible on its face.”

Asheroft v. Igbal, 556 U.S. 662, 678-79 (2009) (quoting Bell Atl. C’orp vs. Twomnbly, 550
I

U.S. 544, 570 (2007). |

The Montana Sgpreme Court in Ryan v. City of Bozeman, 279 Mont 507, 511-13,
928 P.2d 228, 230-32 (1996) stated it is the claimant’s burden to “adequately plead a
cause of action”. Moreover, in Mysse v. Martens, 279 Mont. 253, 266, 926 P.2d 765, 773
(1996), the Montana Supreme Court held that a complaint must state the factual basis of
all elements of a cognizable legal claim. Even Montana’s liberal notice pleading works
against the Defendant. In Jones v. Montana University System, 2007 MT 82 82, 142,

337 Mont. 1, 155 P.3d 1247, it was held:

3 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND ORDER




«The liberal notice pleading requirements of M.R.Civ. P. 12(b)(6) do ‘not go
so far to excuse omissionof that which is material and necessary in order to
entitle relief, and the ‘complaint must state something more than facts
which, at most, would breed only a suspicion’ that the claimant may be

entitled to relief.”

See also Anderson v. Recontruct Company, 2017 MT 313 (2017).

The United States Supreme Court has held on the sufficiency of facts and claims in
a complaint that a complaint does not need to be completely detailed with factual
allegations. Bell Atl. Corp. v. Twombly, 550 U.S. 544, 555-56, 127 S. Ct. 1955, 1964-65,
167 L. Ed. 2d 929, 75 (2007). The Supreme Court has further explained, “a plaintiff's
obligation to provide the grounds” of his «entitlement to relief” requires more than labels
and conclusions, and a formulaic recitation of the elements of a cause of action will not
do. Papasan v. Allain, 478 U.S. 265, 286, 106 S.Ct. 2932, 92 L.Ed.2d 209 (1986). The
Court also stated, on a motion to dismiss, courts “are not bound to accept as true a legal
conclusion couched as a factual allegation.” Conjecture and speculation are not endugh
to survive a Motion to Dismiss. Bell Atl. Corp. at 555—56.

In a previous case involving the Defendant, the Montana Supreme Court stated
that, “we find appellant’s pro se brief incoherent for all practical legal purposes and does
not merit further consideration.” Richard C. Lussy v. Davidson, 683 P.2d. 915, 210 Mont.
353 (1984). The Defendant’s incoherent filings continue to be an issue today.

The Court agrees that in trying to read the filings of the Defendant they make no
legal or logical sense. Defendant’s cléims are difficult if not impossible to understand. A
cause of action cannot even be interpreted to be pled in any of the numerous
Counterclaims and Third-Party Claims filed by the Defendant,

Plaintiff has further requested an Order enjoining the Defendant from filing any

further pleadings. This is based upon the authority and precedent set forth in Lussy v.

3 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND ORDER




Bennett, 214 Moﬁt. 301, 692 P2d, 1232, 1234 (1984). The Court in that case enjoined

without requesting a

Richard C. Lussy from proceeding pro se in any Montana court

Jeave to file or proceed, and staying all pending actions brought by him pro se. The

Court finds merit in continuing this ruling and applying it to this case.

As a result of the admissions of the Defendant during the open Court hearing, the
facts alleged by the Plaintiff in his Complaint were established.

Rule 56 of the Montana Rules of Civil Procedure states af paragraph (c)(1)(a):

“A party may move for summary judgment at any time.”
After the admissions by the Defendant, the Plaintiff moved for summary judgment. The

Plaintiff is entitled to summary judgment based on the facts and evidence presented in

this case and the admissions of the Defendant.
ORDER:
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss all Counterclaims,
Amended Counterclaims, Third Party Claims of the Defendant is GRANTED.
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Defendant RICHARD C. LUSSY is
enjoined and prohibited from proceeding or filing any further pleadings pro se without |
leave of Court.

FINALLY, IT IS ORDERED that the oral Motion for Summary Judgment

presented by the Plaintiff at the time of hearing is GRANTED.

Dated this%,day of March, 2019.
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7.000 05/17/2018

- 8.000 05/23/2018

Filed
03/07/2018

03/07/2018

04/30/2018
04/30/2018

05/09/2018
06/17/2018
05/17/2018

06/23/2018

Text

Complaint to Strike lllegal Lien and for Civil
Damages

Summons Issued and Returned to Attorney for
Service

Answer, Counterclaim & Third Party Claim

Summons' Issued to Counter Defendants and
Returned to Richard Lussy for Service

Order Setting Scheduling Conference
Motion to Dismiss Counterclaim

Brief in Support of Motion to Dismiss
Counterclaim

Order Resetting Scheduling Conference

User: JLECHMAN

Judge
Dayton, Ray

Dayton, Ray

Dayton, Ray
Dayton, Ray

Dayton, Ray
Dayton, Ray
Dayton, Ray

Dayton, Ray




‘Date: 2/18/2021

Time: 02:35 PM
Page 2 of 4
Register of Actions
Doc. Seq. Entered

9.000 05/25/2018
10.000  06/04/2018
11.000  06/05/2018
12.000 06/05/2018
13.000 06/11/2018
14.000 06/22/2018
15.000 06/22/2018
16.000 07/23/2018
17.000  08/14/2018
18.000 08/27/2018
18.000 08/27/2018
20.000 09/10/2018
21.000 09/11/2018
22.000 09/11/2018
23.000 09/11/2018
24.000  09/11/2018
25,000 09/20/2018

Anaconda-Deer Lodge County District Court

Filed
05/25/2018

06/01/2018

06/05/2018
06/05/2018

06/11/2018

06/20/2018
06/22/2018

07/23/2018
08/14/2018

08/27/2018
08/27/2018
09/10/2018

09/10/2018

09/10/2018

09/10/2018

09/10/2018

09/20/2018

Case Register Report
DV-12-2018-0000037-DS
WADE J. DAHQOOD, et al. vs. Richard C. Lussy, et al.

Text

Motion to Amend Counterclaim & 3rd Party Claim

MCA Rule 15

Consolidated Answer to Dismiss Motion of
Amended Counterclaim by R.C. Lussy Against all
Five Defendants, Not Merna Green; to Enforce
US Seventh Amendment 100% Jury Verdict & No
Constitutional Viewpoint Discrimination to Make

llegal Law

Motion to Dismiss Amended Counterclaim
Brief in Support of Motion to Dismiss Amended

Counterciaim

Self-Recusal Exparte Request of: Hon. Ray J.
Dayton District Court Judge, Anaconda-Deer
Lodge County, to Enforce U.S. (1818) Missing
13th Amendment & US 7th Amendment: 100%
Jury Verduct Per: Pre-employment Oath to

Preserve & Protect U.S. Constitution

Order of Recusal and Assumption of Jurisdiction

Answer (June 17, 2018 from Signed June 5,
2018} Motion to Dismiss Amended Counterclaim
Complaint as Fraud on the Court by Named
Lawyer-Officers of the Court {(Exhibit A-3751)
Voids all Orders & Judgments Denying Richard C.
Lussy Right to Self Defense & To Enforce U.S.
(1818) Missing 13th Amendment Thru US. 7th
Amendment & 100% Jury Verdict With 4-Video
Cameras Pursuant Sworn Judge Pre-Employment
Loyalty Oath to Prserve & Protect the U.S.

Constitution: 100% Jury Trial Verdict

Attorney in fact Written Contract Pro Se
Objection to Richard C. Lussy Filing Counterclaim

Amended

Brief Affidavit Support Against

Motion to Enforce

Objection to amended Counter-Claim and Third
Party Claim and Motion for Order Restricting and
Limiting Further Filing By Richard C. Lussy

Motion to File Second Amended Counterclaim
with Attached Brief to Allow Fourteen Days
@Second Amended and 3rd Party Counterclaim

Brief Affidavit - Support Filing of the Second
AMended Counterclaim and Third Party Counter

Claim: Fourteen Days after Postmark

Motion: Pre-question qualify 50 Interrogatory
Judge @Recusal

Brief Affidavit: Supporty Qualify 50 Interrogatory
Public Servant Lawyer Judge-Justice recusal

@Before Accepting RCL Jurisdiction

Proposed Order Leave to Amend Complaint with
Proposed Counter-claim -Amended attached

User: JLECHMAN

Judge
Dayton, Ray

Dayton, Ray

Dayton, Ray
Dayton, Ray

Dayton, Ray

Dayton, Ray
Krueger, Kurt

Krueger, Kurt
Krueger, Kurt

Krueger, Kurt
Krueger, Kurt
Krueger, Kurt

Krueger, Kurt

Krueger, Kurt

Krueger, Kurt

Krueger, Kurt

Krueger, Kurt



\ .

AN , :
> Date: 2/18/2021 Anaconda-Deer Lodge County District Court User: JLECHMAN

Time: 02:35 PM Case Register Report
Page 30f 4 DV-12-2018-0000037-DS
WADE J. DAHOOD, et al. vs. Richard C. Lussy, et al.
Register of Actions
Doc. Seq. Entered Filed Text . Judge

26.000 09/25/2018 09/25/2018 Claim - Notice of First WJD Lien Krueger, Kurt

27.000 10/02/2018 10/01/2018 Defendant & Third Party Claimant Plaintiff Krueger, Kurt
Objection to JWD Deny 2nd Complaint
Amendement & Restrict Further Filing By RCL

28.000 12/24/2018 12/19/2018 Order Setting Motions Hearing Krueger, Kurt

29.000 01/02/2019 01/02/2019 Motion for Long Distance Telephonic Court Krueger, Kurt
Hearings

30.000 01/02/2019 01/02/2019 Brief in Support Long Distance Telephonic Court  Krueger, Kurt
Hearings Motion

31.000 01/18/2019 01/18/2019 Order Granting Motion to Appear Telephonically ~ Krueger, Kurt

32.000 02/05/2019 02/05/2018 Minute Entry - Minutes attached from hearing held Krueger, Kurt
in Silver Bow County on 2-5-2019

33.000 02/27/2019 02/27/2019 Copy of cover letier and 1st page of Opening Brief Krueger, Kurt
from Rick Lussy - sent to my office

34.000 04/01/2018 04/01/2019 Transcript of Proceedings dated 2-5-2019 Krueger, Kurt

35.000 04/05/2019 04/04/2019 Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Order  Krueger, Kurt

36.000 04/09/2019 04/09/2019 Motion for Release of Lien Krueger, Kurt

37.000 04/09/2019  04/09/2019 Order for Release of Lien Krueger, Kurt

38.000 04/12/2019 04/12/2019 Motion for Hearing on Damages, Attorney fees Krueger, Kurt
and Costs

39.000 . 04/12/2019 05/24/2019 Order Setting Motions Hearing Krueger, Kurt

40.000 07/09/2019 07/09/2019 Affidavit OF Jeffrey W. Dahood Krueger, Kurt

41.000 07/17/2019 07/12/2019 Minute Entry - Motion and Damage Hearing held  Krueger, Kurt
on 7-12-2019 with mintues attached

-® 42000 08/12/2019 08/12/2019 Order Awarding Damages Attorney Fees And Krueger, Kurt

Costs

43.000 08/23/2019 08/23/2019 Transcript of Proceedings Krueger, Kurt

—7 44000 08/29/2019 08/29/2019 Judgment Krueger, Kurt

45000 09/17/2019 09/17/2019 Notice of Entry of Judgment Krueger, Kurt

46.000 10/11/2019 10/07/2019 Notice of Filing Notice of Appeal Krueger, Kurt

47.000 10/15/2019 10/15/2019 Combined Motion with Brief-Affidavit in Support of Krueger, Kurt
Motion to Stay Execution of the Judgment During
Appeal _

48.000 10/15/2019 10/15/2019 Proposed Order for Stay of Execution of the Krueger, Kurt
Judgment Under Appeal

43.000 10/15/2019 10/15/2019 Copies of NOtice of Appeal from Mr. Lussy filed  Krueger, Kurt

50.000 10/29/2018 10/29/2019 Motion for Order from this Court to put in the file  Krueger, Kurt
Granting Leave to File: Stay of Judgment
Execution during appeals

51.000 10/29/2019 10/29/2019 Brief with Affidavit: for Order from this Court to put Krueger, Kurt
file Granting Leave to File: Stay of Judgment
Execution During Appeals

52.000 10/29/2019 10/29/2019 Proposed Order from this Court to putin the file  Krueger, Kurt
Granting Leave to File Stay of Judgment
Execution

53.000 11/04/2019 11/04/2019 Notice of Receipt of File from the Supreme Court Krueger, Kurt




. .
"Date: 2/18/2021 Anaconda-Deer Lodge County District Court User: JLECHMAN
Time: 02:35 PM . Case Register Report
Page 4 of 4 DV-12-2018-0000037-DS
WADE J. DAHOOD, et al. vs. Richard C. Lussy, et al.

Register of Actions

Doc.Seq. Entered  Filed Text Judge

54.000 11/18/2019 11/07/2019 Transfer Receipt from Supreme Court Krueger, Kurt

55.000 12/30/2019 12/30/2019 Copy of Letter from Mr. Lussy and Response from Krueger, Kurt
Clerks office

56.000 05/28/2020 05/28/2020 REMITTITUR--Ordered, AFFIRMED. Krueger, Kurt

> e

v
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Bowen Greenwood
CLERX OF THE SUPREME COURT

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF MONTANA et

Casé Number: DA 19-06578

DA 19-0578 Zee 3r3)

HENRY PAUMIE LUSSY, FILED
MAR 17 2020
Bowen Gréaenweod
Clork ef Supreme Court

v. oD ER*"

Plaintiff and Appellee,

RICHARD C. LUSSY,

Defendant and Appeliant.

Representing himself; Richard Charles Lussy (Richard) has filed a “Motion to Add
Required Joinder 9-Necessary-Indespensable [sic] Parties for 100% Jury {Trial] Verdict
with Four-Cameras” and a briefin support. Counsel for Appellee Henry Paumie Lussy has
. not filed a response.

Richard acknowledges in his pleadings that briefing has concluded in this appeal.
Citing to the Montana Rules of Civil Procedure, However, Richard seeks to add nine
additional parties. He requests that “these nine necessary and indispensable parties” be
added “to an Amended Complaint Pleading fot a second opinion ... .”

Richard’s Motion is improper and pot well taken for several reasons. As a
procedural point, in the State of Montana, the Montana Rules of Civil Procedure apply to
district courts and not the Supreme Couwrt. M. R. Civ. P. 1. The time for joinder or to
amend a complairit has long since passed, See M. R. Civ. P. 10, 15, 19, and 20. The parties
that Richard seeks to add at this late point in appellate review are not necessary and
indispensable. These patties include the District Court Judge, the Clerk of District Court,
as well as a federal judge and federal magistrate. Moreover, these named individuals were
not parties in the original underlying civil case in the Anaconda-Deer Lodge County
District Court. M. R. App. P. 2(4) and (6). Lastly, this case on appeal has been classified
and sent to this Court. This is not the time for an appellant, such as Richard, to file a
motion. M. R. App. P. 16 and 19. A decision will be issued in due course. Therefore,




IT IS ORDERED that Richard’s “Motion to Add Required Toinder 9-Necessary-

Indespensable [sic] Parties for 100% Jury [ Trial] Verdict with Four-Cameras™ is DENIED.

The Clerk of the Supreme Court i3 directed to provide a copy oi this Order to all

Z& 4

counsel of record and to Richard Charles Lussy,
i
DATED this ! ¥ day of March, 2020,

. {‘ / / /-"‘\
S . e -

C// Juslmcs

2

*
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Bowen Greeniwood
GLERK OF THE SUPREME COURY
STATE OF MONTANA

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF MONTANA | s

DA 19:0578

o AW i .

HENRY PAUMIE LUSSY,

Plaintiff and Appellee,
V. ORDER

RICHARD C. LUSSY,

Defendant and Appellant.

- iR b AN 00l s o 3 O NG T

Pursuant to the Internal Operating Rules of this Coutt, this cause is classified for

submission on briefs to a five-justice panel of this Court.
The Clerk is directed to provide a copy hereof to Richard C. Lussy, to all counsel of

record, and to the Honorable Kurt Krueger, District judge.

For the Court,

Electronically sighed by:
Mike McGrath
Chief Justice, Montana Supreme Court
March 11 2020




Supreme Court of the United States p.2 //,uf{ o H
Office of the Clerk
Washington, DC 20543-0001

Scott S. Harris
Clerk of the Court

January 11, 2021 . ' (202) 479-3011

Mzr. Richard Charles Lussy
860 Sixth Avenue

P.O. Box 152 .

Naples, FL 34106

Re: Richard Charles Lussy
v. Henry Paumie Lussy
No. 20-5029

Dear Mr. Lussy:
The Court today entered the following order in the above-entitled case:

The petition for rehearing is denied. The Chief Justice took no part in
the consideration or decision of this petition.

Sincerely,

- Gutl £ o

Scott S. Harris, Clerk
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Justice James Jeremiah Shea delivered the Opinion ot: the Court.
91  Pursuant to Seétion 1, Paragraph 3(c), Montana Supreme Court Internal Operating
Rules, this case is decided by memorandum opinion, shall not be cited and does not serve
as precedent. Its case title, cause number, and disposition shall be included in this Court’s
quarterly lislt- of noncitable cases published in the Pacific Reporter and Montana Reports.
92 Richard Charles Lussy appeals from the orders and judgment of the Third Judicial
District Court, Deer Lodge County, releasing Richard’s liens filed on Appellee
Henry Paumie Lussy’s property. We affirm.

93  The dogument Richard filed on appeal is not so much a brief as a rambling and
incoherent screed against the judiciary and the legal profession in general. This Court has
no obligation to research a party’s position or to develop a legal analysis to support it if the
party fails to do so. State v. Hicks, 2006 MT 71, § 22, 331 Mont. 471, 133 P.3d 206.
“[A] district court’s decision is presumed to be correct,” and the appellant has the burden
to demonstrate that an error was made. State v. Gomez, 2007 MT 111, 933,337 Mont. 219,
158 P.3d 442. Richard has not even come close to meeting this burden.

94  Richard’s conduct in this case is far from new. Richard’s abuse of the Montana
legal system is so ingrained and pervasive that nearly thirty-six years ago, on October 25,
1984, this Court found it necessary to issue an order enjoining him from proceeding prd se
in any Montana court without obtaining leave to file or proceed. Lussy v. Bennett, 214

Mont. 301, 303, 692 P.2d 1232, 1234 (1984). Solely for the purpose of providing the




victims of his abuse with some peace, we lifted that restraining order so as to affirm the
district court’s summary judgment order in favor of the individuals Richard had sued.
Lussy, 214 Mont. at 309, 692 P.2d at 1236-37. We held:
Richard C. Lussy, by his various [pro se] actions, has caused the courts of
Montana some considerable difficulty. He has sued judges, attorneys and
others left and right, charging conspiracies, abuse of ‘Justinhoard,” and
expounding like theories of law. While his misdirected efforts have caused
the courts difficulty, the real tragedy is that he has cost himself a considerable
amount of money and wasted time in his vain pursuits. However much we
desire to keep the courts open to all persons seeking to adjust their rights,
duties and responsibilities, we must also take into account the effect that his
actions bring on other parties to his suits. In this case, the respondents are
entitled to their peace. It is for that reason we lifted the restraining order
heretofore entered against Mr. Lussy, to bring this particular case to a.
conclusion. '
Lussy, 214 Mont. at 309, 692 P.2d at 1236-37.
95 It is clear from the record in this case that the intervening decades have neither
softened Richard’s temperament, nor disabused him of his belief that the courts of this state
are here to serve as a vehicle for his own malevolent pursuits. It is equally clear that the
order prohibiting Richard from initiating any legal proceedings or filing any legal papers
in any Montana court should have been promptly reinstated upon resolution of the appeal
in Lussy v. Bennett. We now take the opportunity to remedy this oversight.
96  The order and judgment of the District Court is affirmed. Moreover, IT IS HEREBY
ORDERED that Richard Charles Lussy is declared a vexatious litigant. Before Richard

Charles Lussy is allowed to initiate any legal proceeding or file any pleading in any court

of the State of Montana, he is required to obtain pre-ﬁlihg approval from the court in which




he seeks to file. The court may prohibit any such filing upon a determination that the claims
asserted are harassing, frivolous, or legally not cognizable.

€7  We have determined to decide this case pursuant to Section I, Paragraph 3(c) of our
Internal Operating Rules, which provides for memorandum opinions. This appeal presents
no constitutional issues, no issues of first impression, and does not establish new precedent

or modify existing precedent. Affirmed.

/S/ JAMES JEREMIAH SHEA

We Concur:

/S/ DIRK M. SANDEFUR
/S/INGRID GUSTAFSON
/S/ LAURIE McKINNON
/S/ JIM RICE
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Justice James Jeremiah Shea delivered the Opinion of the Court, ’ P

/

91 Pursuant to Section I, Paragraph 3(c), Montana Supreme Court Internal Operating
Rules, this case is decided by memorandum opinion, shall not be cited and does not serve <
as precedent. Its case title, cause numb;:,:t;i disposition shall be included in this Court’s
quarterly list of noncitable cases published in the Pacific Reporter and Montana Reports.
2 Richard Charles Lussy appeals from the orders and judgment of the Third Judicial
District Court, Deer Lodge County, releasing Richard’s liens filed on Appellee
Henry Paumie Lussy’s property. We affirm.

93 The document Richard filed on appeal is not so much a brief as a rambling and
incoherent screed against the judiciary and the legal profession in general. This Court has
no obligation to research a party’s position or to develop a legal analysis to support it if the
party fails to do so. State v. Hicks, 2006 MT 71, § 22, 331 Mont. 471, 133 P.3d 206.
“[A] district court’s decision is presumed to be correct,” and the appellant has the burden
to demonstrate that an error was made. State v. Gomez, 2007 MT 11 1,933,337 Mont. 219,
158 P.3d 442. Richard has not even come close to meeting this burden. <.

T4 Richard’s conduct in this case is far from new. Richard’s abuse of the Montana

legal system is so ingrained and pervasive that nearly thirty-six years ago, on October 25,

in any Montana court without obtaining leave to file or proceed. Lussy v. Bennett, 214

Moht. 301, 303, 692 P.2d 1232, 1234 (1984). Solely for the purpose of providing the

1984, this Court foﬁnd it necessary to issue an order enjoining him from proceeding pro se
2



victims of his abuse with some peace, we lifted that restraining order so as to affirm the

district court’s summary judgment order in favor of the individuals Richard had sued.

Lussy, 214 Mont. at 309, 692P.2d at 1236-37. We held:
Richard C. Lussy, by his various [pro se] actions, has caused the courts of
Montana some considerable difficulty. He has sued judges, attorneys and
others left and right, charging conspiracies, abuse of ‘Justinhoard,” and
expounding like theories of law. While his misdirected efforts have caused
the courts difficulty, the real tragedy is that he has cost himselfa considerable
amount of money and wasted time in his vain pursuits. However much we
desire to keep the courts open to all persons seeking to adjust their rights,
duties and responsibilities, we must also take into account the effect that his
actions bring on other parties to his suits. In this case, the respondents are
entitled to their peace. It is for that reason we lifted the restraining order

heretofore entered against Mr. Lussy, to bring this particular case to a
conclusion.

Lussy, 214 Mont. at 309, 692 P.2d at 1236-37.

9 " Itis clear from the record in this case that the intervening decades have neither
softened Richard’s temperament, nor disabused him of his belief that the courts of this state
are here to serve as a vehicle for his own malevolent puréuits. It is equally clear that the
order prohibiting Richard from initiating any legal proceedings or filing any legal papers
iﬁ any Montana court should have been promptly reinstated upon resolution of the appeal
in Lussy v. Bennett. We n0\;v take the opportunity to remedy this oversight.

96  The order and judgmentof the District Court is affirmed. Moreover, IT IS HEREBY
ORDERED that Richard Charles Lussy is declared a vexatious litigant. Before Richard
Charles Lussy is allowed to initiate any legal proceeding or file any pleading in any court

of the State of Montana, he is required to obtain pre-filing approval from the court in which




he seeks to file. The court may prohibit any such filing upon a determination that the claims

asserted are harassing, frivolous, or legally not cognizable.

17 We have determined to decide this case pursuant to Section I, Paragraph 3(c) of our
Internal Operating Rules, which provides for memorandum opinions. This appeal presents
no constitutional issues, no issues of first impression, and does not establish new precedent

or modify existing precedent. Affirmed.

/S/ JAMES JEREMIAH SHEA

We Concur:

/8/ DIRK M. SANDEFUR
/S/ INGRID GUSTAFSON
/S/ LAURIE McKINNON
/S/ JIM RICE
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF MONTANA
THE OFFICE OF THE CLERK OF SUPREME COURT
HELENA, MONTANA 59620-3003
May 21, 2020
NOTICE OF FILING
Supreme Court No.
DA 19-0578
HENRY PAUMIE LUSSY,
Plaintiff and Appellee,
V.

RICHARD C. LUSSY,
Defendant and Appellant.
REMITTITUR for the above-named case has been issued on this date.

Sincerely,

o

Bowen Greenwood
Clerk of the Supreme Court

PO BOX 203003 » HELENA MT ¢ 59620-3003 s TELEPHONE: (406) 444-3858 ¢ FAX: (406) 444-5705
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WADE J. DAHOOD, ESQ. - | I LE D

JEFFREY W, DAHOOD, [E5Q.

KNIGHT & DAHOOD / —( -
113 E. THIRD ST. SUSIE UEGER%CLQ}Z
P.0.BOX 727 '

ANACONDA, MT. 59711
TELEPHONE: 406-563-3424
FAX: 406-563-7519

MONTANA THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

. DEER LODGE COUNTY
HENRY P LUSSY, ) e
‘ Plaintiff, } CAUSE NO. DV-18-38
)
Vs. ) JUDGMENT
) )
RICHARD C. LUSSY, ) -
Defendant. )
)
)

The above entitled court having entered its Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law
and Order on the 5th daiz of April, 2019. The Clerk & Recorder having been ordered to
release the liens filed on Plaintiff's property by Defendant, Richard C. Lussy, on the oth
day of April, 2019, and damages having been assessed and ordered by this Court on the
gth day of August, 2019.

Judgment is hereby entered on the Court’s Orders of April 5, 2019, April 9, 2019
and August g, 2019.

. Datedthis_é; day OW

SLE JUPGE KURT KRUEGER
CT COURT JUDGE




HONORABLE JUDGE KURT KRUEGER F' 7 j
Ay

DISTRICT COURT JUDGE S
125 West Granite St. , USIE Kﬁ’UEGE
Butte, MT. 59701 O A WL ’ "\ w 9([/

CLERK"

MONTANA THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
DEER LODGE COUNTY

HENRY P. LUSSY,

Plaintiff, CAUSE NO. DV-18-38

Vs.
ORDER AWARDING DAMAGES,

RICHARD C. LUSSY, ATTORNEY FEES AND COSTS

Defendant.

L AN A AN AN A T A A A

A hearing on the Plaintiff's Motion for Damages, Attorney Fees and Costs was
held on J uly 12, 2019 at the Butte-Silver Bow County Courthouse before the Honorable
Judge Kurt Krueger. |

Plaintiff, Wade J. Dahood, appeared with his attorney, Jeffrey W. Dahood, was
sworn and gave testimony. Respondent, Richard C. Lussy, appeared Pro Se by
telephone, waé sworn and gave testimony. Based upon the evidence presented, the
Court Orders as follows: |

| IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the evidence sustained the damages prayed for by
the Plaintiff in his Complaint and the Plaintiff is hereby awarded the sum of Seventy-
Four Thousand Dollars ($74,000.00).
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Plaintiff is awarded attbrney fees and costs
as established by the Affidavit of Jeffrey W. Dahood filed with this Court in the sum of
Nineteen Thousand Six Hundred Twenty-Three Dollars and 46/100 ($19,623.46). The

1 Order Awarding Damages




attorney fees are awarded for both Cause No. DV-18-37 and DV-18-38, for a total

amount of $19,623.46 for both cases

Dated this Z day of,

2 Order Awarding Damages



WADE J. DAHOOD, ESQ.

JEFFREYW. D Aggon’ ESQ. SUSIE KRUEGER, CLERK
KNIGHT & DAHOOD JO - K

113 E, THIRD ST. N Ve, KMA93S
P.0. BOX 727 | T7AR

ANACONDA, MT. 59711
TELEPHONE: 406-563-3424
FAX: 406-563-7519 :

MONTANA THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
DEER LODGE COUNTY

HENRY P, LUSSY, )
Plaintiff, ) CAUSE NO. DV-18-38
) .
Vs. ) ORDER FOR RELRASE
) OF LIEN
RICHARDC. LUSSY, )
Defendant, - ;
)

The above entitled court having entered its Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law
and Order on the 5th day of April, 2019. The Clerk & Recorder of Anaconda-Deer Lodge
County, State of Montana, is hereby ordered to remove the lien ﬁled by the Defendant,
RICHARD C, LUSSY, as follaws:

Lien filed 11/30/2015 and 12/22/2015, Book 334, Page 911, Book 334, Page 912,
Book 335. Page 447, Clerk & Recorder, Anaconda-Deer Lodge County, Montana, and
filed against property known es 1818 Tammany Ave., Anaconda, Montana; 301 Main

Street, Anaconda, Montana, and 305 Main Street, Anaconda, Montana,
Dated this day of April, 2019.




Dy

HONORABLE KURT KRUEGER SUSIE KRUEGER, CLERK

DISTRICT COURT JUDGE N
155 West Granite Street ﬂb@t{, f’&u(%

Butte, MT 59701 7 . (_KCERK

MONTANA THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

DEER LODGE COUNTY
HENRY P. LUSSY, ) ‘
) CAUSE NO. DV 18-38
Plaintiff, ) -
vs. )
) FINDINGS OF FACT,
) CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
RICHARD C, LUSSY, ) AND ORDER
Defendant. )
) Gad
) {5
)

The Court held a hearing on this matter on the st day of February, 2019 oﬁ
Plaintiff’s Motions to Dismiss the Counterclaim, Amended Counterclaim, and Third Party
Claims filed by the Defendant.  The hearing was held in the Jury Room of the Second
Judicial District Court, Department No. II before the Honorable Kurt Krueger. Plaintiff,
HENRY P. LUSSY, was present and represented by Jeffrey W. Dahood of Knight and
Dahood. . Defendant RICHARD C. LUSSY appeared by telephone. Based upon the |
arguments presented to this Court, the Court now finds the following;:

FINDINGS OF FACT:

The Pro Se filings of the Defendant are voluminous and are extremely confusing to
the Court. The Plaintiff's arguments made no legal or logical senée.and are rambling and
incomprehensible. The Defendant has failed to sufficiently plead any factual allegations

upon which relief may be granted.

1 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND ORDER
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Defendant made arguments which rather than state a cause of action or provide

facts which would raise a cause of action against Plaintiff nierely provided summations as
to why the Defendant feels he has been wronged by the Plaintiff. He did not provide
sufficient factual or other evidence to establish any cause of action exists for which he may
be granted relief in this matter.

The only evidence which was provided was that Defendant admitted he had no
judgment, contract, or other authority to support his liens against the property of the
Plaintiff. This action arises from the Plaintiff requesting that the liens filed by the
Defendant against the property of the Plaintiff be stricken from the County Clerk &
Recorder of Deer Lodge County, Montana, and for damages claimed by the Plaintiff and
against the Defendant.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW:
To survive a Rule 12(b)(6) motion, the complaint/counterclaim “must contain

sufficient factual, accepted as true, to ‘state a claim to relief that is plausible on its face.”

Asheroft v. Ighal, 556 U.S. 662, 678-79 (2009) (quoting Bell Atl. Corp vs. Twombly, 550 -

U.S. 544, 570 (2007).
The Montana Supreme Court in Ryan v. City of Bozeman, 279 Mont 507, 511-13,

028 P.2d 228, 230-32 (1996) stated it is the claimant’s burden to “adequately plead a
cause of action”. Moreover, in Mysse v. Martem;‘, 279 Mont. 253, 266, 926 P.2d 765, 773
(1996), the Montana Supreme Court held that a complaint must state the factual basis of
all elements of a cognizable legal claim. Even Montana’s liberal noﬁce pleading works

against the Defendant. In Jones v. Montana University System, 2007 MT 82 82, 142,

337 Mont. 1, 155 P.3d 1247, it was held:

2 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND ORDER




“The liberal notice pleading requirements of M.R.Civ. P. 12(b){(6) do ‘not go
so far to excuse omission of that which is material and necessary in order to
entitle relief, and the ‘complaint must state something more than facts
which, at most, would breed only a suspicion’ that the claimant may be
entitled to relief.”

See also Anderson v. Recontruct Company, 2017 MT 313 (2017).
The United States Supreme Court has held on the sufficiency of facts and claims in

a complaint that a ooniplaint does not need to be completely detailed with factual
allegations. Bell Atl. Corp. v. Twombly, 550 U.S. 544, 555-56, 127 S.-*Ct.'1955, 196465,
167 L. Ed. 2d 929, 75 (2007). The Supreme Court has further explained, “a plaintiff's
obligation to provide the “grounds” of his “entitlement to relief” requires more than labels
and conclusions, and a formulaic recitation of the elements of a cause of action will not
do. Papasan v. Allain, 478 U.S. 265, 286, 106 S.Ct. 2932, 92 L.Ed.2d 209 (1986). The
Court also stated, on a motion to dismiss, courts “are not bound to accept as true a legal
conclusion couched as a factual allegation.” Conjecture and speculation are not enough
to survive a Motion to Dismiss. Bell Atl. Corp. at 555—56.

| In a previous case involving the Defendant, the Montana Supreme Court stated
that, “we find appellant’s pro se brief incoherent for all practical legal purposes and does
not merit further consideration.” Richard C. Lussy v. Davidson, 683 P.2d. 915, 210 Mont.
353 (1984). The Defendant’s incoherent filings continue to be an issue today.

- The Court agrees that in trying to read the filings of the Defendant they make no
legal or logical sense. Defendant’s claims are difficult if not impossible to understand. A
cause of action cannot even be interpreted to be pled in any of the mnﬁerous
Counterclaims and Third-Party Claims filed by the Defendant.

Plaintiff has further requested an Order enjoining the Defendant from filing any
further pleadings. This is based upon the authority and precedent set forth in Lussy v.

3 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND ORDER
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| Bennett, 214 Mont. 301, 692 P2d, 1232, 1234 (1984). The Court in that case enjoined
Richard C. Lussy from proceeding pro se in any Montana court without requesting a leave
to file or proceed, and staying all pending actions brought by him pro se. The Court finds
merit in continuing this ruling and applying it to this case.

As a result of the admissions of the Defendant during the open Court hearing, the
facts alleged by the Plaintiff in his Complaint were established.

Rule 56 of the Montana Rules of Civil Procedure states at paragraph (c)(1)(a):

“A party may move for summary judgment at any time.”

After the admissions by the Defendant, the Plaintiff moved for summary judgment. The
Plaintiff is entitled to summary judgment based on the facts and evidence presented in
this ease and the admissions of the Defendant.

ORDER:

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss all Counterclaims,
Amended Counterclaims, Third Party Claims of the Defendant is GRANTED.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Defendant RICHARD C. LUSSY is
enj.oined and prohibited from proceeding or filing any further pleadings pro se without
leave of Court. |

FINALLY, IT IS ORDERED that the oral Motion for Summary Judgment
presented by the Plaintiff at the time of hearing is GRANTED.

Dated thlsé -2 day of March, 2019.

4 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAV AN,
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Date: 2/18/2021 Anaconda-Deer Lodge County District Court
Time: 02:33 PM Case Register Report
Page 1 of 4 . DV-12-2018-0000038-DS

Henry P. Lussy, et al. vs. Richard C. Lussy, et al.

Filed: 3/7/2018
Subtype: Damages
Status History .
Open ' 3/7/2018
Closed , 4/4/2019
Active 5/24/2019
Closed 9/18/2019
Plaintiffs
Pl. no. 1 Lussy, Henry P.
Attorneys .
Dahood, Wade J. (Primary attorney) Send Notices
Pl.no. 2 Lussy, Richard C.
Defendants
Def. no. 1 Lussy, Richard C.
Def. no. 2 Lussy, Henry Paumie
Def. no. 3 DAHOOD, WADE J.
Def. no. 4 Dahood, Jeffrey W.
Def. no. 5 Roque, Launa Lynn
Def. no. 6 Bornff, Jenahlee Murie
Def. no. 7 Green, Merna
Attorneys :
Willette, R. Samuel {Primary attorney) Send Notices
Judge History
Date Judge ' Reason for Removal
6/22/2018 Krueger, Kurt : Current
3/7/2018 Dayton, Ray Recused
Register of Actions
Doc. Seq. Entered Filed Text
1.000 03/07/2018 03/07/2018 Complaint to Strike litegal Lien and for Civil
Damages
2.000 03/07/2018 03/07/2018 Summons Issued and Returned to Attorney for
Service

3.000 04/30/2018 04/30/2018 Answer, Counterclaim & Third Party Claim

4.000 04/30/2018 04/30/2018 Summons' [ssued to Counter Defendants and
Returned to Richard Lussy for Service

5.000 05/09/2018 05/09/2018 Order Setting Scheduling Conference
6.000 05/17/2018 05/17/2018 Motion to Dismiss Counterclaim

7.000 05/17/2018 05/17/2018 Brief in Support of Motion to Dismiss
Counterclaim

8.000 05/23/2018 05/23/2018 Order Resetting Scheduling Conference

Bi-18-35

~ User: JLECHMAN

Judge
Dayton, Ray

Dayton, Ray

Dayton, Ray
Dayton, Ray

Dayton, Ray
Dayton, Ray
Dayton, Ray

Dayton, Ray

9.000 05/25/2018 05/25/2018 Motion to Amend Counterclaim & 3rd Party Claim Dayton, Ray

MCA Rule 15

cA4IE R
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Date: 2/18/2021
Time: 02:33 PM
Page20of4

Register of Actions

Doc. Seq. Entered

10.000

11.000
12.000

13.000

14.000
15.000
16.000

17.000

18.000
19.000
20.000

21.000

22.000

23.000

24.000
25.000
26.000

27.000
28.000

06/04/2018

06/05/2018
06/05/2018

06/11/2018

06/18/2018
06/22/2018
06/22/2018

07/05/2018

07/23/2018
07/23/2018
07/27/2018

08/14/2018

08/20/2018

08/20/2018

08/20/2018
08/22/2018
08/22/2018

08/27/2018
08/27/2018

Anaconda-Deer Lodge County District Court

Case Register Report
DV-12-2018-0000038-DS

Henry P. Lussy, et al. vs. Richard C. Lussy, et al.

Filed
06/04/2018

06/05/2018
06/05/2018

06/11/2018

06/18/2018
06/22/2018
06/22/2018

07/05/2018

07/23/2018
07/23/2018
07/27/2018

08/14/2018

08/17/2018

08/17/2018

08/20/2018
08/21/2018
08/22/2018

08/27/2018
08/27/2018

Text

Consolidated Answer to Dismiss Motion of
Amended Counterclaim by R.C. Lussy Against afl
Five Defendants, Not Merna Green; to Enforce
US Seventh Amendment 100% Jury Verdict & No
Constitutional Viewpoint Discrimination to Make
ilegal Law

Motion to Dismiss Amended Counter Claim

Brief in Support of Motion to Dismiss Amended
Counterclaim

Self-Recusat Exparte Request of: Hon. Ray J.
Dayton District Court Judge, Anaconda-Deer
Lodge County, to Enforce U.S. (1819) Missing
13th Amendment & US 7th Amendment: 100%
Jury Verduct Per: Pre-employment Oath to
Preserve & Protect U.S. Constitution

Return of Service
Order of Recusal and Assumption of Jurisdiction

Answer (June 17, 2018 from Signed June 5,
2018) Motion to Dismiss Amended Counterclaim
Comptlaint as Fraud on the Court by Named
Lawyer-Officers of the Court (Exhibit A-3751)
Voids all Orders & Judgments Denying Richard C.
Lussy Right to Self Defense & To Enforce U.S.
(1819) Missing 13th Amendment Thru US. 7th
Amendment a 100% Jury Verdict With 4-Video
Cameras Pursuant Sworn Judge Pre-Employment
Loyalty OQath to Prserve & Protect the U.S.
Constitution: 100% Jury Trial Verdict

Unopposed Default Motion and Affidavit against
3rd Party Def.

Attorney in fact written contgract pro se
Brief in Support of Clerk Default Entry .

Clerk's Order of Default on Merna Green,
Montana Dept of Reveune

Objection to Richard C. Lussy Filing Counterclaim
Amended

Notice of Appearance as Counsel for Merna
Green in Her Capacity as an Employee of the
State of Montana-Department of Revenue

Third Party Defendant Merna Green's MOtion to
Set Aside the Order of Default and Motion to
Dismiss Green as Counter-Defendant for Lack of
Personal Jurisdiction

Affidavit of Janet Myers
Motion for Telephonic Hearing Default Judgment

Brief in Support of Court Ordered Default
Judgment

Motion to Enforce
Brief Affidavit Support Against

User: JLECHMAN

Judge
Dayton, Ray

Dayton, Ray
Dayton, Ray

Dayton, Ray

Dayton, Ray
Dayton, Ray
Krueger, Kurt

Krueger, Kurt

Krueger, Kurt
Krueger, Kurt
Krueger, Kurt

Krueger, Kurt

Krueger, Kurt

Krueger, Kurt

Krueger, Kurt
Krueger, Kurt
Krueger, Kurt

Krueger, Kurt
Krueger, Kurt

Bl
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Date: 2/18/2021

Time: 02:33 PM
Page 3 of 4

Régister of Actions

Doc. Seq.

29.000

30.000

31.000

32.000

33.000

34.000

35.000

36.000

37.000

38.000

39.000

40.000

41.000

42.000

43.000
44.000

45,000
46.000

47.000
48.000
49.000

50.000
51.000

52.000

Entered
08/29/2018

08/298/2018
09/10/2018

09/11/2018

09/11/2018

09/11/2018

09/11/2018

09/20/2018

09/25/2018
10/02/2018

10/02/2018
12/24/2018
01/02/2019

01/02/2019

01/18/2019
02/05/2019

04/01/2019
04/05/2019

04/09/2019
04/09/2019
04/12/2019

04/12/2019
07/17/2019

07/23/2019

Anaconda-Deer Lodge County District Court

Case Register Report
DV-12-2018-0000038-DS

Henry P. Lussy, et al. vs. Richard C, Lussy, et al.

Filed
08/29/2018

08/29/2018
09/10/2018

09/10/2018

09/10/2018

09/10/2018
09/10/2018
09/20/2018
09/25/2018
10/01/2018
10/01/2018
12/24/2018
01/02/2019
01/02/2019

01/18/2019
02/05/2019

04/01/2019
04/04/2019

04/09/2019
04/09/2019
04/12/2019

05/24/2019
07/12/2019

07/23/2019

Text
Motion to Amend Counter Claim & 3rd Party
Claim MCA Rule 15

Counter Claim Plaitiff Pro Se: Oppose Merna
Green's Default Set Aside and to Retain Clerk
Default while proceeding...

Objection to amended Counter-Claim and Third
Party Ciaim and Motion for Order Restricting and
Limiting Further Filing By Richard C. Lussy

Third-Party Defendant Myrna Green's Reply in
Support of Motion to Set Aside the Order of
Default and Motion to Dismiss Green as
Third-Party Defendant for lack of Personal
Jurisdiction

Brief Affidavit - Support the Filing of the Second
Amended Counterclaim and 3rd Party Claim
within fourteen days of postmark

Motion Pre-question qualify 50 Inetrrogatory
Judge @ recusal

Brief Affidavit-Support Qualify 50 Interrogatory
Public Servant Lawyer Judge-Justice Recusal

Proposed Order Leave to Amend Complaint with
Prosposed Counter-Claim Amended

Claim - Notice of First HPL Lien:

Defendant & Third Party Claimant Plaintif
Objection to Deny 2nd Complaint Amendment
and Restrict Further Filing by RCL

Third Party Counter-Claimant Plaintiff Opposes
Myrna Green's Motion to Set Aside Clerk Default
and Dismissal for Lack of Personal Jurisdiction

Order Setting Motions Hearing - DV-18-38

Motion for Long Distance Telephonic Court
Hearings

Brief in Support of Long Distance Telehponic
Court Hearing Motion

Order Granting Motion to Appear Telephonically

Minute Entry - Minutes attached from hearing held
in Silver Bow County on 2-5-2019

Transcript of Proceedings dated 2-5-2019

Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and and
Order

Motion for Release of Lien
Qrder for Release of Lien

Motion for hearing on Damages, Attorney fees
and Costs

QOrder Setting Motions Hearing

Minute Entry - Motion and Damage Hearing held
on 7-12-2019 with mintues attached

Affidavit of Jeffrey Dahood

User: JLECHMAN
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Judge
Krueger, Kurt

Krueger, Kurt

Krueger, Kurt

Krueger, Kurt

Krueger, Kurt

Krueger, Kurt
Krueger, Kurt
Krueger, Kurt
Krueger, Kurt
Krueger, Kurt
Krueger, Kurt
Krueger, Kurt
Krueger, Kurt
Krueger, Kurt

Krueger, Kurt
Krueger, Kurt

Krueger, Kurt
Krueger, Kurt

Krueger, Kurt
Krueger, Kurt
Krueger, Kurt

Krueger, Kurt
Krueger, Kurt

Krueger, Kurt
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Date: 2/18/2021

“Time: 02:33 PM
Page 4 of 4
Register of Actions
Doc. Seq. Entered
—3 53.000 08/12/2019
54,000 08/23/2019
-~ 55.000 08/29/2019
56.000 09/17/2019
57.000 10/11/2019
58.000 10/15/2019
59.000 10/15/2019
60.000 10/29/2019
61.000 10/29/2019
62.000  10/29/2019
63.000  11/04/2019
64,000 11/18/2019.
65.000 11/25/2019
66.000 12/30/2019
$7.000  05/28/2020

Anaconda-Deer Lodge County District Court

Case Register Report
DV-12-2018-0000038-DS

Henry P. Lussy, et al. vs. Richard C. Lussy, et al.

Filed
08/12/2019

08/23/2019
08/29/2019
09/17/2019
10/07/2019
10/15/2019

10/15/2019
10/29/2019

10/29/2019

10/29/2019

11/04/2019
11/07/2019
11/25/2019

12/30/2019

05/28/2020

Text

Order Awarding Damages Attorney Fees And
Costs

Transcript of Proceedings

Judgment

Notice of Entry of Judgment

Notice filing Notice of Appeal

Combined Motion with Brief-Affidavit in Support of
Motion to Stay Exectuion of the Judgment during
Appeal

Copies of NOtice of Appeal from Mr. Lussy filed
Motion for Order from this Court to Put in the File
Granting Leave to File Stay of Execution during
appeals

Brief with Affdavit: for Order from this Court to put

in the File Granting Leave to File Stay of
Execution during appeals.

Proposed Order from this Court to put in the file
Granting Leave to file: Stay of Execution during
appeal .

Notice of Receipt of File from the Supreme Court
Transfer Receipt from Supreme Court

Notice of Filing re: REceipt of Transcript of
Record on Appear

Copy of Letter from Mr. Lussy and Response from
Clerks office

REMITTITUR--Ordered, AFFIRMED.

User: JLECHMAN

Judge
Krueger, Kurt

Krueger, Kurt
Krueger, Kurt
Krueger, Kurt
Krueger, Kurt
Krueger, Kurt

Krueger, Kurt
Krueger, Kurt

Krueger, Kurt

Krueger, Kurt

Krueger, Kurt
Krueger, Kurt
Krueger, Kurt

Krueger, Kurt

Krueger, Kurt
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APPENDIX: IDENTICAL DOCUMENTS With Two-Different CAPTION PAGES (1-Heariné 2'cases)
APPELLANT LISTS: 34-Manifest Abuses of Discretion By: JUDGE & CLERK KRUEGERS’

IN THE: SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF MONTANA N i
CAUSE NO. DA 19-0577 [ B I
WADE J. DAHOOD Plaintiff-Appellee ; i
RICHARD CHARLES LUSSY Defendant fAppellant] )

DEFENDANTS COUNTERCLAIM Ok
RICHARD CHARLES LUSSY Counter-Claimant Plaintiff, Appellant) ) b
) 4

Vs P
WADE J. DAHOOD Counter-Defendant-Appellee ) P

. _____DEFENDANTS ADDED PARTIES______
RICHARD CHARLES LUSSY Counter-Claimant Plaintiff-Appellant ) i
Ve :
WADE J. DAHOOD, JEFFREY W. DAHOOD, HENRY PAUMIE LUSSY, ) _ :
LAUNA LYNN ROQUE & JENAHLEE MURIE BORNFF ) Counter-Defendants-Appellees-34 Parties

INITTAL BRIEF: Pk

APPELLANT LISTS: 84-Manifest Abuses of Discretion: JUDGE KRUEGER . !
ON APPEAL FROM MONTANA 382 JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT, COUNTY OF DEER LODGE
CAUSE NO. DV-18-37
HONORABLE KURT KRUEGER PRESIDING DISTRICT COURT JUDGE

Appearances:

Richard C. Lussy, Esq. MAI, SRA Wade J & Jeffrey Wade Dahood .
RICHARD LUSSY & ASSOCIATES (Prop. Appraiser) KNIGHT & DAHOOD !
860 Sixth Avenue South, P.O. Box 152, 113 E Third Street, P.O. Box 727 “
Naples, FL. 34106 . Anaconda, MT 59711
Telephone (239) 263-5413  FAX NIA Telephone No. (406} 563-3424
E-mail: ricklussy@yahoo.com. E-Mail: co/ Jdahood@kdesdlaw.com

Pro Se Appellant FAX (406) 561-7519

Pro Se Appellee & Counsel for

Henry Paumie Lussy, Launa
Lynn Roque, Jenahlee Murie Bornff 8 Party Appellees

IN THE: SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF MONTANA
ICASE NO. DA 19-0578.

HENRY PAUMIE LUSSY, Plaintiff-Appellee )
-vs- . )
RICHARD C. LUSSY Defendant-Appellant )
DEFENDANT COUNTERCLAIM ____
RICHARD C. LUSSY Counter-Claimant Plaintiff-Appellant )
-vs- )
HENRY PAUMIE LUSSY, Counter-Defendant-Appellee ) THIRD PARTY CLAIM-AMENDED
AMENDED DEFENDANT ADDING PARTIES
RICHARD C. LUSSY Counter-Claimant Plaintiff-Appellant )
Vg )
HENRY PAUMIE LUSSY, WADE J. DAHOOD, JEFFREY W. )]
DAHOOD, LLAUNA LYNN ROQUE, JENAHLEE MURIE BORNFF, )
MERNA GREEN ASSESSOR MONTANA DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE ) Counter-Defendants-Appellees 380 Parties)
INITIAL BRIEF:
PELLAN TS: 34- ifest Abuses of Discretion: JUDGE KRUEGER

ON APPEAL FROM MONTANA 38D JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT, COUNTY OF DEER LODGE
CAUSE NO. DV-18-38
HONORABLE KURT KRUEGER PRESIDING DISTRICT COURT JUDGE
IDENTICAL =»Appearances EXCEPT to ADD) :
Daniel J. Whyte, Special Assistant to Attorney General Tim Fox PO Box 201401
Helena, MT 59620-1401, (406) 444-3340, Email: dwhyte@Mt.Gov
Counsel for Merna Green, Assessors Office Montana Department of Revenue.
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ORIGHAEL | - W FILED

N
! Bowen Greenwood
CLERK OF THE SUPREME COURT

IN THE: SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF MONTANA o™
CASE NO. DA 19-0578 as0 Mo

HENRY PAUMIE LUSSY, i Plaintiff-Appellee ) FILED
-VS- ) )
RICHARD C. LUSSY ' Defendant-Appellant ) AN i6 amp

DEFENDANT {COUNTERCLAIM Bowen Greer, WO
RICHARD C. LUSSY ; Counter-Claimant Plaintiff- Appellanteﬁ;t;%‘?‘?&iﬁf;ﬁf’“
-Vs- ’ )
HENRY PAUMIE LUSSY, J Counter-Defendant-Appellee )

THIRD PARTY CLAIM-AMENDED

__________ AMENDED DEFENDANT ADDING PARTIES

RICHARD IARD C. LUSSY Counfter-Claimant Plaintiff-Appellant | )
-Vs- ‘ )
HENRY PAUMIE LUSSY, WWADE J. DAHOOD, JEFFREY W. )
DAHOOD, LAUNA LYNN ROQUE, JENAHLEE MURIE BORNFF, )
MERNA GREEN ASSESSORMONTANA DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE )

: ‘Counter-Defendants-Appellees 3®P Parties)
INITIAL BRIEF:

APPELLANT LISTS: 34-Manifest Abuses of Discretion; JUDGE KRUEGER
ON APPEAL FROM THE M NTANA THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT,
COl Y OF DEER LODGE
CAUSE NO. DV-18-38
HONORABLE KURT KRUI?GER PRESIDING DISTRICT COURT JUDGE

' Appearances:

Richard C. Lussy, Esq. MAI, SRA Wade J. & Jeffrey Wade Dahood
RICHARD LUSSY & ASSOCIATES (Prop. App.) KNIGHT & DAHOOD
860 Sixth Avenue South, P.O. Box 152, 113 E. Third Street, P.O, Box 727
Naples, FL. 34106 \ : Anaconda, MT 59711
Telephone (239) 263-5413 N/A Telephone No. (406) 563-3424
E-mail: ricklussy(@yahoo.com. E-Mail: co/ Melissa@kdesdlaw.com

Pro Se Appeilant FAX 9406) 561-7519

| . .1 Pro Se Appellee & Counsel for:

Daniel J. Whyte, Special Assistant to Henry Paumie Lussy, Launa Lynn

Attorney General Tim Fox PO Box201401 Roque, Jenahlee Murie Bornff.
Heiena, MT 59620-1401, (406) 444—3340

Email: dwhyte@Mt.Gov

Counsel for Merna Green, Assessors Office

Montana Department of Revenue. Appellee n

i



mailto:Melissa@kdesdlaw.com

o
L

TABLE OF CONTENTS

A W

MONTANA SUPREME GOURT STANDARDS OF REVIEW..oocsrseserse VI
STATEMENT OF CASE & FACTS '
CASE FACTS: _
ISSUES ON APPEAL: 100% MANIFEST ABUSE OF DISCRETION ........ .
ARGUMENT WITH REGARD TO EACH ISSUE...courmn '
CONCLUSION FROM ARGUMENT 23
SIGNATURE: ..... | 24
CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE.... R 25
APPENDIX i 26
TABLE TABLE OF AUTHORITIES:

UNITED STATES CONSTITUTION
US Amendment VII Comnfon Law Suits, Right of Trial by Jury.......... v, 12 & 24
1t AmMEendmEnt .....coveeveidiiiniiiiiiiiiieeeieeieeeneereranaas ereeerieieaanaean 21

5™ AMENAMENL.1etevteee et i e e et et eeeee e e aab e e 24

13% Missing Amendment aka Titles of Nobility Amendment (1819).......3, 21 & 22
MONTANA STATE CONSTITUTION:

Article IT § 1 “All Political Power Is Vested In People For Good Of Whole” ....viii

Article I § 7 Freedom of Speech..........c.oiiviviiimiiiiiieiiiii s 4
Article II § 16 State Subject To Suit........covviiieiiiiiiiiiirniiirriiinn, iv& 4
Article IT § 26™ Right t0 THal BY JUIV.....vvvvveeeieeeeeecieeee e ceeneee s v&4
Article III § 3 Oath Of Offige..... e ereeaeanrereanretere et teeeraareraaenanns 4&15
Article V § 13 Impeachment.................. O TP 4

FEDERAL (U.S.) CASE LAW:
Adams v United States ex rel. McCann, 317, U.S. 269 (1942) , No. 79 Argued Nov

17-18, 1942, 317 U.S. 269, Certiorari to Circuit Court of Appeals For 2™ Circuit

(Cannot force lawyer on client) ......ocovvieniiiiiniiiiiiiiiiiiiiiniicineen 23
Consumer Product Safety Commission et al., v. GTE Sylvania, Inc. et al
447 U.S. Sup. Ct. 102 (1980)..civviiiiniiiniiiiiiiiiiiicii e ceeenee 17

Connecticut Nat’l Bank v. Germain, 112 U.S. Sup. Ct. 1146, 1149 (1992) ....... 17

ii




Dred Scott v. Sandfore, 60 U.S. (19 How.) 393, 15 L. Bd. 691 (1857).......000x-- 24
Johnson v Zerbst, 304 U.S.458, 304 U.S. 468, 304 U.S. 469 ..ovruninnnns e 24
FEDERAL (U.S.) CASE LAW CONTINUED:
P. 317 U.S. 275, 126 F. 2d réversed. Certiorari 316, U.S. 655 Criminal Code.. 22
Regan v Taxation With Repr sentation, 461, 547-548 1/8/ 540, 550 (1983)

(no lobbying by nonp ofit-organization, include—bench-judges) ... ....... .22

. MONTANA JUDGE-MADE-CASE STUDIES: STARE DECISIS
Baertsch v. County ofLewi# & Clark, 256 Mont. 114, 119, 845 P.2d

106, 109 (1992)... e ervnnnenrmnnmrnrinnssses s sss st vii

Re Bstate of Spencer (2002) 304, 59 P.3d 1160......ccceneeneee teresnerensnssasenrons 11
MONTANA STATUTES

Evidence Code § 301(a)(1)lConclusive Presumptions. ......ccovvevneecnns vii, ix & 11
Evidence Code § 802 & 801 Hearsay..........uvvvemmmmmmmrmumnnnersennnenneene 11 & 12
§ 1-1-204 “Terms denote state OF MINAT. e eveeeienevineremneiiariarasiaenanes 19 & 20
§ 25-7-103 “Issues of Fact To Be Decided By Jury”........... vii, ix, 11, 15,20 & 22
§ 26-3-101 “When a specif%c thing is subject of judgment..........cccoeeearereenrees 28
§ 28-2-101 “General Duty 0f Care” .......ovvomesmiirinmrsenusnnsannensenee e 19
§ 28-2-701 “What is Unlawful” ....cooivviniiimsiimmmnienennenmmnseensenss vii, ix & 19
§ 27-1-701 Negligent will;ﬁ;cts ......................................................... 19
§ 27-1-1505 Liens (1)(I).ceeeevvvremrennmueeresemmninmmeennensenens 10, 13, 18,25 & 28
§ 45-2-102 Substitute negligence & KNOWIEAZE ..euvvvnirnnreneuninniinenieretieieanes 20
§ 71-3-103 No Lien For ClaimNotDue.....ccoveereveennn 2,5,9,13,17,18,23 &27

§ 71-3-532 Content of Notice of Right To Claim Lien....2,5,9,12,13,17,18,25 & 27

FLORIDA STATUTES IN COMITY

768.28(9)a) Waiver Sovereign TIMUNIEY .« e eveeernnnssrecasrnneensnaseensssnmaanens iv
Evidence Code § 90.403 E)Tclusion on grounds of prejudice or confusion ........ 14
MONTANA RULES CIVIL PROCEDURE

Uniform Commercial Code § 1-104......oviiriamirriniminrsneies e 27
Uniform District Court Rule!2.......c.vvreeiirnnneianen e eere e are s aeeaans 16
8(b)(6) Effect of Failing TO DENY.....ccorurereremrmimmiinsenneesanmessssmneenees 14
10(b) (numbered paragraphs)........ ST U PO PPPRPPPPR 14
12(D)(6) DISIMISSAL .. .cvvveeureeernmeseruvnsassnes st 10
S2(R)(5) (6)(C)- v vrvvervesressmrenrmresnssrbbasn e st 6
56(g) Summary Judgment More EVIAEIICE +envrrennrrinreneaassenessonsimensssessinenans 18
56(d)(1)(2)(e)Case not fully adjudicated on MOLION. ....coeviierrerienncnriineiiinnees 26

fit




SE(A)1Y2)(€). - vemrevrvsemiirrsesameseseresssssesesetapessssensan st s s s st 26

MONTANA RULES c;y_li_ PROCEDURE (CONTINUED]

3. JO UV URUY NPT PPPPSRPTTP PR [T AOTORIN 6
52@)(5)(B)(C).evnneernrrerrenhunirimeeenar et en e e [P 11
() TR e tasetenenrentarserasassaressns ssnimmienionsasnsroansnse 10 & 11
L) ORI TP P PP TRrS a2
805, it ( ......................... 27
MONTAN A RULES APPELLATE PROCEDURE
7 P SO PO P 7
LN 051 C) T PRI RSUCPSNPPP PR 6,10,11 & 14
T T S T T PITRTREE vii & ix
8.2)(TXc) 8. (7)(c)(d) .................................................. viii, 8, 9, 15 & 26
() () T PPN TIS 14
13.2)cceeiiinnns ©eavesarionsteseeraantestatrarstasestasrsotarossensanens e reeeeeieaens 28
(I T ORISR PP PRI 28
L)) veereeeereereannn, ettt et 28
OTHER AUTHORITIES:
AbUSE Of dISCIELION. .. .ivutheernenrn it iri ittt e e e e aaeens 27
American Bar Association a state-approved cartel...........ooooiiiiiiiiinn Xi
Bar Association lawyer cartel cabal behemoth................coioi xii
BAR, Brisish Accredited RegiStI¥......covveveiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii e 24
(031712 (06 T PP PPN 15
(0111 235 o) ORISR ix
Conflicts of Interest-Eight........cevveervereeniiiiiiiinenns. et er e erena 6&19
Content of Notice of Right To Claim Lien (MCA 71-3-5323)................... 2&3
CV-17-79-BU Caption (is similar to DV-18-37/38 Added parties).................... 5
CV-78-67-BU 10(b)5 Securities Fraud..........cooveeveiiiiiiiniiniiiiinnn ix&x
CV-78-67-BU Case Records destroyed..........ocevvviiniiineriiiinnnciiiienennnn iXx&x .
COVETUP. 1t vtevevueneeneaaettioisesteenister st et sasartasssrsns b asnanerasauensernessses 15
Duress (French: abus de faiblesse aka abuse of weakness).............o.cooeeeinnnnie. 2
Emolument & Emolument Clause Black’s 10™ Edition........cccvuveeniernnecrinnns: X
Effect of Failure to Deny (MR.Civ.P Rule 8(b)(a).........coevviniiiiviniinninnininn 14
F. Lee Bailey Defense Never Rests (1971) ....ocoiviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiini e, xi
Falsus in uno (false in one thing, false inall)............cceeviiiiiiiiiiiiinnniinnenn.ee, 4
Florida Judicial Canon 3D3; Judge Candidate Statement & Fraud Policy..........25
Formal Procedure Probate DP 18-31......cvvviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiniiiiiciinaa, 2




\

f
How to be Ready for Your Day in COUrt.......ooriimmimnrmsernemenmmsssmssmnss s snts vi
Habeas corpus ad PespRdentuinn. ..........ccoevesarssessmnnmsessms s 25
OTHER AUTHORITIES:(CONTINUED)
Habeas corpus ad SQUSFACHENAUM .. o vvv s vev ves s sve e con e wee s sm s s 22 A
Judge Friendly Rebooting TJUSHCE (2017) .. vvvrrrnenreeenmnessannnsenenueenee xi &'15
Lack OF CAPACIEY «vvvvvrrerrenyeressensnnensnnnnnannanssnnannaenes ..passim start at page 22
Lawyer enterprise trade LDUON QAN 1o e vveevvevreeeerreransasesensasasannaanassnaessaess X
Montana Mandamus Writ OP 19-573.c.ccuuirieeriinmmmenmnrnnenmnenmnsssnrsssnennst Xi
Moot COUrt/MOCK THAL .. .. fevevrerreerervnmiassaeanrnnns s s e xi
MOIYCOAAIE. .. 1 ovverreers semrcammennsssssnessmus st s e 2T 20
No tickie no laundry pay-to-Play......ooovirrrrrerearrsrmenenmsnmmnsrenenes st s ey xii
No lien for claim not due (MCA 71-3-103)..cccreiesnmieersreneees serearossruses 2&3
One hundred percent jury trial verdict due process redress w/ 4-cameras.......... xii
OP 19-573 Montana Writ 0f Mandamus........cocceesrnmrerensemmnmmennsnsrnnmsresses Xi
anogemture .................. 2
Replevm ........................................... 25,
REDIAIEION. - e vvvvveverrerrssnsarsesessnbrrsasres i saan cs s s as s s s e s 27
Revocable Living Trust-TolBe-Last-Will-&-Testament. ......ocoveeveenneeseseeee: 1
Rule 10-b5 Securities & EXChange.......ccoovemeererecess e eeeereee e eaeenaeanen 19
Secret Surveillance Warrants RS Lo L T P X
Secret Sabotage Agents (“$SA”) ........................................................... X
Slavery ..................... 24
Standards of Review in Mont. Appellate Courts DOCUMENES ...ouvvrnenciernaeeees iv
Textualism Scalia Speaks (2017).......cevvvveieerennnes e 13
RecOrd ON APPEAL.....eervvmiriesirueeeanrnnesennesstassnss st viii
1AUE INMTUEIICE ¢ oo eeevvimensrrrrnmeessessnsaassasesssants st s te st 1 2
Unjust enriCHMENL. .....veveeresmersesnensenes s e 2&25
.S, JUSHCE BIEYET .. veeereiesrrreressnrsneesasssseis s s sesan s s 16




MONTANA SUPREME COURT STANDARDS OF REVIEWFI

«“Service Is Our Only Product” allows individual personal responsibility Montana
State Constitution Article I § 169 in comity with Florida Statute 768.28(9)(a).f

Richard C. Lussy (“RCL”) restates appeal reference.standard in (rourhent
certification) (“d.c. # to fill in”) requirement pertaining to malicious public records
ﬁow before this Montana Supreme Court based on prior use to throw: 1988-92-96-
00-04-08-12-16 Florida Property Appraiser Elections with then-to-now opponent
Pro Se Dahoods’ incorrect claim of héarsay-stare deciszfs-rendit‘ion to create-from-
clear-air Montana Rules of Civil Procedure i.e. non-binding: Bell Atlantic
Corporation v Twombly 550 US 544 US Sup. Court (d.c. #43, #45 page 6 L 18-22
DV 18-37/38) that void-vitiate-vacate Montana Code Annotated/Montana State
Constitution/U.S. Constitution as the imperial judiciary where America’s religion is
to worship lawyers lies in eight-Florida elections past, ad nausea into the future.

Judge Kurt Krueger-Juris Doctor (“KK-JD”) verbal-order that also denied
RCL phone-talk/E-mail Clerk Krueger-for-records on appeal in communications

from Naples-Florida to Helena upon Butte Judge Krueger"s jurisdiction.

El Source: Standards of Review in Montana Appellate Courts Documents by
Jeffrey T. Renz Alexander Blewett III School of Law University of Montana (2015)
Faulty Publications-Journal & Other Writings.

Montana State Constitution Article II, § 16. State Subject To Suit. The state,

counties, cities, towns, and all other local governmental entities shall have no
immunity from suit for injury to a person or property. ... after July 1, 1973.

EI Waiver Sovereign Immunity Florida Statute 768.28 (9)(a) No officer, employee,
or agent of the state or of any of its subdivisions shall be held personally liable in
tort or named as a party defendant in any action for any injury or damage suffered as

a result of any act, event, or omission of action in the scope of her or his

employment or function, unless such officer, employee, or agent acted in bad faith

or with malicious purpose or in a manner exhibiting wanton and willful disregard of
human rights, safety, or property. (emphasis)

vi
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This Honorable Court will exercise the greatest self-restraint in interfering
with constitutionally mandated processes to remand for jury decision the foremost
source of Montana StateH-U.S. Federal Lawﬁ compliance with both Montana & US
Constitutions, to apply Mont. Rules of Appellate Procedure review of Montana
Rules of Civil Procedure to standards of review. All prequalify & implement petition
for second opinion after remand to District Court for jury trial verdict under camera
after amending complaint adding indispensable parties Judge Krueger & Clerk
Krueger with Footnote No. 26 to secure a deep pocket(s) prospective judgment as
Pro Se Wade J. Dahood (“WJD”) only had $120,000 to settle his part in CV 78-67-
BU (d.c. #1, #1 sole Exhibit DV 18-37/38), to teopen (Exhibit A-8538 in
Appendix) v Mark Davidson: Story-behind-story in Appendix.

A standard of review is not a standard for decision. All attorney’s duties
include knowledge to understand the standards of review as emphasized by Hon.
James C. Nelson; “How to Be Ready For your Day in Court,” source: Montana

Lawyer September 1995 at 10. Review must include (1) District Court’s application

of law for correctness, (2) while the opposing view is whether the District Court’

abused its discretion, in a review for factual findings for clear error. (3) A district

court’s determination whether legal authority exists for an award of attorney fees,ﬂ

HMontana State Constitution Article II Declaration of Rights § 26. (1889) Right of -

trial by jury is secured to all & shall remain inviolate. But upon default of
appearance or by consent of parties expressed in such manner as law may provide
.. In all civil actions, two-thirds of jury may render a verdict ... .

US Amendment VII (1791) In Suits at common law ...the right of trial by jury '

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

ﬁ Two identical Appellant Pro Se RCL: d.c. DV 18-37(DA 19-577) & DV 18—’

38(DA 19-578) RE: 3-Orders for correction including Judge K. Kruger Judgment
$74,000 punitive damages include $19,623.46 attorney fees. With no written
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701)[FN#10] proclamations.ﬁ Remedy is 100-percent continue to jury decision
(MCA 25-7-103[FN#11]) as after forty-one years (CV-78-67-BU,@ records
destroyed.@ This Federal case is free to reopen. RCL has been targeted-stalked-

attacked-bullied-badgered-tormented by American Bar Association (“ABA”) sibling
Montana Bar Association 24/7 sabotage surveillance agents (“SSA”) 4%, 5™, 6™ ...
proxy/party saboteurs from sabotage surveillance warrants (“SSW”). RCL free
speech protections: Sicilians that call themselves Italian.

See Appendix Exhibit A-8571 evidence Racketeering Organized Crime:
International Green Machine Sex Solicit then Threat to RE: petitioner pro se R.C.
“Rick” Lussy Candidate 2016 & 2020-2024.

[4 WID-TWD at KNIGHT & DAHOOD LAWFIRM unlawful proclamations after
physical hand-to-RCL Exhibit A-8281-heading, aid-&-abet hand-it-to Henry
Paumie Lussy (“HPL”) with a history of not sharing pleads Primogeniture. HPL cut
HEADING-OFF-&-PASTE to Exhibit A-8306 “Full Release of Recipients In
Connection With The Dorothy Lussy Revocable Living Trust” blank lines allow
“four-‘fine’ boys” signatures. WHEREBY WJID-JWD & HPL refused RCL a
complete-copy of “Dorothy Lussy Revocable Living Trust-to-Last-Will-&-
Testament” is now is intestate(no-will) for First Montana Bank to release DHL-
financial accounts to HPL. HPL had no-Power-of-Attorney & no-Appointment-of-
Personal Representative. WID-JWD-HPL refuse lawyer fee contract to RCL.

ﬂ CV_78-67-BU caption Henry F. Lussy and Richard C. Lussy vs. Francis R.
Bennett; Knight, Dahood, Mackay and Mclean, as a partnership composed of Wade
J. Dahood, Conde F. MacKay and David J. McLean; and David J. Mclean as an
individual Defendants. :

B CV 78-67-BU case record destroyed: Office Of Clerk United States District
court For The District of Montana Tyler Gilman Clerk of Court, Beth Conley Chief
Deputy Clerk, February 18, 2015. Dear Mr. Lussy, I regret to inform you that I am
unable to supply copies of the documents you requested in Case CV 78-67-BU, as -
the case file has been destroyed. I apologize for the inconvenience this has caused.
Sincerely, Beth Conley Chief Deputy Ph 406-542-7260, FAX 406-542-7272
R.E.Smith Courthouse, P.O. Box 8537, 201 East Broadway, Missoula, MT 59807 a
channel to interstate commerce regulation. :
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is a conclusion of law, which is reviewed in the instant case for correctness. The
Montana State Supreme Court’s review apply de novo (Law Latin “we give.anew”)

to mixed questions of law and fact. Thus, this Montana Supreme Court reviews

district court’s factual determination is for clear error, “whether those facts satisfy

the legal standard is reviewed de novo. This bifurcated standard of review ‘affords
appropriate deference to the trial court’s fact-finding role & responsibility, while
pi'oviding this Supreme Court with opportunity to review legal conclusions & apply
legal standards de novo. |

(4) Montana State Supreme Court tends to adhere to three basic standards. These
are de novo review, abuse of discretion and clear error. There are, however
gradations within those standards for “slight” to “manifest (read: clear or obvious to
the eye or mind)” abuse of discretion. This superior court’s scope is plenary (read:
full complete entire). (1) The review for correctness The Supreme Court has the
last say on interpretation of law. It is conceptionally better to think of the
correctness standard as the Supreme Court’s review of an adequate record on
appeal (incomplete despite Motions-Briefs-Staternents-Proposed Orders’ for Leave

To File) are in identical law standard DV-18-37/38. This is to determine if the

contract it does not comply with Uniform Commercial Code § 2-201(1) requiring
written contracts with over $500 (1) Statute of Frauds.

|?|'Uniform Commercial Code § 2-201 (1) Statute of Frauds. Except as otherwise
provided in this section a contract for the sale of goods for the price of $500 or more
is not enforceable by way of action or defense unless there is some writing sufficient
to indicate goods for contract for sale has been made between the parties ... is not
enforceable ... show in such writing. (2) Between merchants ... .

Source: Baertsch v. Cnty. Of Lewis & Clark, 256 Mont. 114, 119, 845 P.2d 106,
109 (1992) “We are not bound by the trial court’s conclusions and remain free to
reach our own.” The Supreme Court has the last say on interpretation of law.
Conceptually, it is better to think of the correctness standard as the Supreme Court’s
review to determine if the district court agreed with it.”
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district court agreed.with it. This Court understandably, exercise plenary power over
matters that are its alone to consider, such as whether or not an appellant has
waived its right to appeal In equity, under MCA § 3-2-204( 5). This waive the right
to appeal example does not apply in this instant appeal case as sufficient evidence
exists for manifest abuse of discretion requiring remand-back to 100-percent trial for
jury’s prerogative to weigh that evidence allowed by M.R.App.P. Rule 6(1) for

Evidence Rule 301(b)( l)ﬂ conclusive presumption specifically declared conclusive

by statute after intentional torts by all opponents accomplished by Pro Se Wade J.
Dahood (“WID”), Jeffrey Wade Dahood (“JWD”) & Judge Kurt Krueger juris
doctor (“KK-JD”)'unlawﬁll admission (MCA 28-2-701@ for issues of Fact decided
by & jury (MCA 25-7-103) ]

Ultimately, a bona fide (in-good-faith) second-opinion from a jury trial verdict
‘due process redress shall determine from slight to manifest abuse of discretion as
Mont. R. App. P. Rule 8.(2)(7)(0)@ was expedited with a WID-JWD oral motion
for summary judgment Civil Rule 56(d)(1). Case was not fully adjudicated on
motion with facts both in & out of record continue contest given extraordinary

conflict-of-private-to-public-governance interest between Judge KK-JD favoring

MCA Evidence Rule  (2017) 301(a)(1) Conclusive presumptions are
presumptions that are specifically declared conclusive by statute. Conclusive
presumptions may not be controverted.

E’} MCA 28-2-701. What is unlawful. That is not lawful which is: (1) contrary to an
express provision of law; (2) contrary to the policy of express law, though not
expressly prohibited; or (3)otherwise contrary to good morals.

MCA 25-7-103 Issues Of Fact To Be Decided By Jury. All questions of fact,
where the trial is by jury, other than those mentioned in 25-7-102 are to be decided
by the jury, and all evidence thereon is to be addressed to them, except when
otherwise provided by this code. ,

@ Mont. R. App. P. Rule 8.(2)(7)(c) The Record-Duty to present sufficient record
transcript with Statement (lawyer fee contract) by motion & order from Dist. Ct.
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WID with son JWD of KNIGHT & DAHOOD Law Office in this record-on-
appeal.@ Petition here is for Supreme Court to remand for completion or
_supplement the record M.R.App.P.8(2)(3)(2) for clear error{r_a] from KK-JD.
Elections are Popular Sovereignty: Montana Constitution Article IT § 1.

" “All political power is vested in the people ... for the good of the whole.”
Monopoly government lawyer judge policy is to resell the free public domain to the
people, regulated by RCL’s p?tition for 100-percent jury trial verdict due process
redress with four sound-&-light video cameras. Montana lawyers as graduates from
the governmental American Bar Association (“ABA”) certified three-year law
school diploma: juris doctor requires no doctor experience what-so-ever this
misleads-public & Public Taxpayer Supported Court System is fraud.

Respectful jurisdiction of Anaconda-Montana District Court: self-
administered by Judge Kurt Krueger who refused to be verifiable and neutral is
provisioned by M.R.App.P. Rule 6(1) for Evidence Rule 301(b)(1)[FN#9]
conclusive presumption by statute to quickly resolve: Genuine Disputes To All
Material Facts Continue in form of: intentional torts against RCL by opposition to-
probate-declared 100-percent-complete by opposing father Pro Se Wade J. Dahood
(“WJD”) with Pro Se son Jeffrey Wade Dahood (“JWD”) unlawful (MCA 28-2-

E] Record On Appeal. The record of atrial-court proceeding as presented to the
appellate court for review.-Also termed appellate record. See RECORD, Black’s
Law Dictionary 8 Edition (2004) page 1301.

E] Clear Error A trial judge’s decision or action that appears to a reviewing court to
have been unquestionably erroneous. *Even though a clear error occurred, it may
not warrant reversal. Black’s Law Dictionary 8" Edition (2004) Page 582.

E M.R.App.P. Rule 6(1)What a court may review upon appeal from a judgment ...
this court may review the judgment, as well as all previous orders and rulings
excepted or objected to which led to and resulted in the judgment. '
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The ABA is vested to self-protect to block-&-stop (1819) Missing. 13t
Amendment/Titles of Nobility Amendment during eight 198 8-92-96-00-04-08-12-16
Florida Property Appraiser Elections. RCL is a candidate for 2020 Election. In’the
instant case the reselling of free-public law: benefit is 100-percent to the American
Lawyer-Enterprise—Trade-Union@ membership: bar association lawyer cartel cabal

 pehemoth (BALCCB) in British Accredited Registry (BAR) ska emolument/?
emolument clause Y, Kurt Krueger .;I,uris Doctor (KK-JD) with WID-J wDEPRHA

E’] Lawyer enterprise trade union oath. Men & women took an oath when they
joined the Montana-Bar Association sibling of American Bar Association. They -
raised their right hand and they pledged allegiance to the trade union. More
specifically, they pledged their allegiance to their fellow trade union brothers and
sisters. For these men & women, it was trade union first, client second and country
last. Source In re R.C. “Rick” Lussy.

Eﬂ Emolument n. (15 century) Any advantage, profit, or gain received as a result
of one’s employment or one’s holding of office. Black’s Law Dictionary 10%
Edition (2014) page 638, ‘

Emolument Clause. The clause of the U.S. Constitution prohibiting titles of
nobility & acceptance of a gift, title, or other benefit from a foreign power. U.S.
Construction. Art. I, § 9, cl. 8. Black’s Law Dictionary gth Bd. (2004) page 563.

Ell Moot Court/Mock Trial are not core/required courses” to graduate from 3-year
law school for juris doctor(s) diploma with no doctors’ experience what-so-ever:

University of South Dakota, School of Law Vermillion: Jeffrey Wade Dahood
1.D. 2005. (Mascot Coyotes); University of Montana in Missoula Law School:
Wade J. Dahood graduate (Mascot Grizzly) and University of Arlington, Virginia,
Antonin Scalia/George Mason Law School: Kurt Krueger Montana District Court
Judge in Butte (Mascot Patriots). P

E] Judge Friendly put it well: “[w]ithin the limits of professional proptiety, causing
delay & sowing confusion not only are [lawyer’s] right but may be his duty.”
Rebooting Justice “More Technology, Fewer Lawyers, & Futuré of Law™, Berijamin
HJ. Barton Esq. & Stepanos Bibas Esq. (2017) P. 108.

E“] University of Chicago law professor Todd Henderson ...blunt assessment:

“American Bar Association_operates state-approved_cartel” Atlantic, “Gilded
future of top 10 percent-& end of opportunity for everyone else” 6/2018 page 56.




with no doctor experience what-so-ever. KK-JD takes $136,896 plus benefits a

year, to serve as public servant not a lobbyist for lawyer-patronage/lawyer-pizzo-
tribute gift lawyer fees: $19,623.46 in $74,000 Punitive Judgment X two $148,000
lawyer fees. This follows Montana Writ of Mandamus OP 19-573 9 to add-
necessary & indispensable parties (Order 10/15/19) In re R.C. “Rick” Lussy aka
Candidate 2016 & 2020-2024 that follow incomplete Montana State public records
to judge: 1988-92-96-00-04-08-12-16 unsuccessful Florida Propérty Appraiser
Elections in the ongoing: Pay-to-Play: “no tickie, no laundry”@ lawyers® that self-
administer resale of-free-public-law-policy to preserve-protect bar assocla‘aon
lawyer cartel cabal behemoth (“BALCCB) in a peer-lawyer trade union with 100-
percent market share, no cbmpetition, no consumer freedom of choice after

government lawyer judges express omission, 100-percent concealment for insider

F_—SI “Iaw schools have all but abandoned the education of trial lawyers, and the
truth is that you’ll graduate knowing very little more about the art than you do
now... What you have to do is go to work for someone who’s in court every day. Do
that even if you have to pay him for the education. Cut classes if you have to, but go
to court.” By F. Lee Bailey, The Defense Never Rests, (1971) Page 17. .

Montana Mandamus OP 19-573: Henry Paumie Lussy, Launa Lynn Roque,
Jenahlee Murie Bornff, Wade J. Dahood, Jeffrey Wade Dahood, Individually of
Knight & Dahood Law Firm, Merna Green Assessor Montana State Department of
Revenue, Jeremiah C. Lynch U.S. Magistrate; Brian M. Morris, Article Il US
Judge [No. CV-17-79-BU & 9" DCA 18-35937]; Tyler Gilman Clerk [No. CV-78-
67-BU]1, Kurt Krueger, 3 District Court Judge [No. DV _18-37/DA 19-577; DV 18-
38/ DA 19-578 & DP-18-31 [RE: Formal Probate Dorothy Helen Lussy]; Andre
Burke Director Over Office of President American Bar Association Trade Union;
John Mudd Executive Director Montana Bar Association Trade Union & Diana
Moss, President American Antitrust Institute & Ben Krakowka Deer Lodge County
Mont. Attorney esgondents/Detendants Pro Se Fraudsters/Racketeers.

E’} Pay-to-play lawyer-patronage, for lawyer-pizzo-tribute: lawyer fee: “No ticki’
no laundry” Seattle Times newspaper quote of presiding King County Superior
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trading. All are personal & extrajudicial basis of unclean hands inbad faith to go
straight to 100-percent jﬁry trial verdict due process.[FN#28]. This manipulation &
falsification of public record policy “is a fair-weather friend” to the lawyer-party in
power prohibiting RCL’S opt-in: right to descent against Old English stare
decisis/precedent not a conclusive presumption pursuant Montana Evidence Rule
301(b)(1)[FN#9] and historically not recognized in Bufcte—America. This systematic
award is a statistically significant forty-one year advantage to the lawyer-pro se-
party in power (d. c. #9 & #9: DV-18-37/38). Remedy is 100-percent jury trial

.verdict due process redress@ with four sound-&-light video cameras.

Court Judge Horton Smith ended up owing Pro Se RCL’s 2565 Magnolia Blvd.
West/4527 W. Raye St., Seattle, 98199.

@ A 100% jury trial verdict due process redress with 4-cameras in Anaconda-Deer
Lodge County with 2-judges: 1-Montana State Judge and 1-US District Court Judge
in jurisdiction. with 2-juror oaths, 1-group-juror-oath & 1-individual juror signed
oath written by RCL; jury instructions with MCA’s & no statute editing for liability,
damages & jury verdict certification-consubstantial-referral for criminal prosecution.

Source is: Rick C. Lussy.
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STATEMENT OF CASE & FACTS

CASE-STATEMENT (d.c. #26/#37 complaints’-transcripts: DV-18-37/18-38)
[A] WID-JWD-HPL-LLR-JMB intentional tort to access, commandeer &

disperse for unjust enrichment to themselves, by actual fraud, Civil RICO organized
crime-racketeering from financial account(s), record(s) in lock box & cash
deposited in Anaconda-Deer Lodge County: First Montana Bank with no probate,
" no power of attorney, no trustee & no appointed personal representative with no
complete Living Trust document that in plain black letter law the Living-Trust
did not die when Blessed-Saint Mother DHL died (11/2/2015) Blessed Father-
Saint Henry Francis Lussy (“HFL”) died (3/9/1988)." As WJD advised RCL the
Living Trust died when your mother died, so to secure RCL’s signature for
manipulated Exhibit A-8281 & to dispel worthlesanés of destroyed “living
trust”. WID provided RCL the modified Exhibit A-8306 that later with header
cut off was re-pasted onto A-8306 with a new deceitful header: “Full Release of
Recipients In Connection With the Dorothy Lussy Revocable Living Trust”.

Again this “living trust” could not be retrieved to verify: WID-JWD-HPL—LLR-
JMB. DHL’s “Revocable Living Trust—to—be-Last-Will-&-Testament”@ pursuant
two cherry-picked pages given RCL by WID: Exhibit A-8281 (6/22/2001) Article
V Settlor’s Power To Amend or Revoke” and Exhibit A-8282 (1/16/2014)
Amendment to Dorothy Lussy Revocable Living Trust ﬁaud-claifn 50% of 301-305
Main Street. This destroyed “Living Trust” document allowed HPL to claim

B Exhibit A-8281 “Article V ... Upon the death of the settler, the trust shall
become irrevocable.” Source Article V Settlor’s Power to Amend or Revoke.
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primogeﬁiture.ﬂ His family history did not demonstrate exchanged gifts/or sharing
with RCL. HPL’s undue influence interspersed elder-frail DHL daily abandonment.

He combined with duress (French: abus de faiblesse aka‘abuse of weakness) aided
& abeted with-&-thru WID-JWD to secure unjust enrichment: forced frail Blessed

DHL to sign 1/16/2014 Exhibit A-8282.
[B] WID-J WD-HPL bluff by bluster was the subject of below 4/6/18 boast.

PRO SE JEFFREY WADE DAHOOD: “... It all stems around an Estate
which was handled in the Third Judicial District Court of Deer Lodge County in
 front of the Honorable Ray J. Dayton in which my father handled the Estate of the
parties® parents, and specifically their mother. Your Honor—  page 4 L19-23.
THE LYNCH COURT IN MISSOULA: Not to interrupt you. This is the parents of
Mr. Richard Lussy and Henry (Paumie) Lussy?” Ibid page 4 1.24-25.

MR. JEFFREY WADE DAHOOD: “That’s correct, Your honor. (d.c. CV-17-79-
BU-BMM-JCL/9" DCA 18-35937 p 5, L 25, 4/6/18 transcript DV-18-37/38).

CONCLUSION: 4/17/18 Exhibit A-8544 in Appendix: Clerk proves false.
*Equal treatment is petitioned for jury impeachment of Judge Kurt
: Krueger & Clerk Susie Krueger by law. '
OVERALL; WID-JWD-HPL-LLR-JMB refused accounting in Formal Procedure

Probate; DP 18-31 timely filed inside three years by RCL with plain statutory
language: “No lien for claim not due (MCA 7 1-3-103”)[FN#36] & “Content of
notice of right to claim lien (MCA 71-3-532")[FN#37] Itemized four-Notices’ of
Claim of “Lien”@ that are not “lien(s): notices. WHEREBY WJD-TWD-HPL-LLR-

@ Primogeniture (15century) 1. .... 2. The common-law right of the firstborn son
to inherit his ancestor’s estate, usu., to the exclusion of younger siblings. ... Black’s

Law Dictionary 10% Edition (2014) page 1384.

El i.) DV 18-37/DA 19-577, Exhibit “A” (d.c. #1 & #1, in DV-18-37/38) First Licn '

NOTICE OF CLAIM OF LIEN AGAINST WADE J. DAHOOD ESQ.
FORFEITURE OF HIS PROPERTY PURSUANT: CV 78-67-BU[FN#1, #2, #3,
#4] Henry F. Lussy and Richard C. Lussy vs. Francis R. Bennett, Knight, Dahood,
MacKay & Mclean, By This SPECIAL, GENERAL FACTOR Pro Se Plaintiff

100% STAKEHOLDER: RICK LUSSY ESQ.
2




-

JMB at 1818 Tammany purloined DHL personalty-jewelry that was to be shared
equally with: Sara (RCL) Jana (JCL) etc. etal from “indenture-agreement homestead
in DHL’s life-estate” Exhibit A-8443 [“each to each” devise: real property &/or
bequeath: personal property] Denied Pro Se RCL access. DHIL-HFL parenting

policy as no favorites-equal treatment.

[C] Merna Green Assessor Montana Department of Revenue (“MG-R”) with
(i) a pending $90,001.30 court default, (ii) refused RCL three-property tax (-15%)
assessment filing appeal forms on estate properties after HPL non-assist; (iii) She
defamed RCL on forty-one year old Dahood lawsuit CV-78-67-BU[FN#17] with
records ‘destroyed,[FN#18] are in “content of notice of right to claim lien-&-not
due” (MCA 71-3-532 & MCA 71-3-103) on 3-subject property: “no liens” et al;
(iv) Constitutional challenge on MCA 15-8-111 statute: 100% market (willing
seller) value fails industry standard of assessed (unwilling seller) value for property-
taxation. (v) And reaffirm (1819) Missing 13" Amendment aka Titles of Nobility
Amendment law to Pro Se RCL non-lawyer’s self defense to eliminate USA-50-
state government employee discrimination. And is to assist non-discriminating MAI
(Members Appraisal Institute), SRA (Senior Residential Appraisers) & CPA
(Certified Public Accountants) as gov’t judge employees.

CASE FACTS:

(1) RCL: “And so it would be the ownership of the 1818 Tammany, is to not
giving it to Henry Paumie Lussy in exclusivity.” (d.c. Missoula Transcript 4/6/18;
Page 36, Lines 17-19).

(2.) . Courts will exercise greatest self-restraint in interfering with constitution

ii.) DV 18-38/DA 19-578 Exhibit “A” (d.c. #1 & #1, in DV-18-37/38)
First Lien Netice Lien Terminates Tenancy: Eviction Exhibit A-8529.
iii.) DV 18-38/DA 19-578 Exhibit “A” (d.c. #1 & #1, in DV-18-
37/38) First Lien Notice of Lien By Primogeniture Abolished Exhibit A-8530. :
. __iv.) DV 18-38/ DA 19-578 Exhibit “A” (d.c. #1, in DV-18-37/38) First
Lien Notice of Lien Claim By Special, General Factor To 75%, From 25% (Pro Se RCL)
Stakeholder Exhibit A-8531.




ally@ mandated process: RCL self-defensive speech in courtroom of free public
law: 100% jury selection-decision, 4-video cameras. (d.c.#3/#3 page 50; DV18-

37/38). :
(3) Pro Se WID-JWD-&-client HPL versus Pro Se RCL with non-party

2-Brothers: LFL, JCL are excluded post-Date of Death: Nov. 2, 2015 (d.c. #3/43;
DV18-37/38, Exhibit A-8540) coming with: (a) no Pgwer of Attorney & (b) no
appointed Estate Administrator from parents-DHL-&/or-HFL (DOD 1988) estate.

(4.) DHL-HFL’s missing “Revocable Living Trust” full document at death was
1o be Last Will & Testament. It became unreliable after “cherry picked” pages could
not be combined with full document: false in one false in alPy after Pro Se WID-
HPL denied RCL full copy (d.c. transeript 4/6/18 Page 17, L 9-11). Such cherry
picked pages were Exhibit A-8281, June 22, 2001: “drticle V Settlor’s Power To
Amend or Revoke” and Exhibit A-8282, June 22, 2001 January 16, 2014,
“ smendment To Dorothy Lussy Revocable Living Trust” page One of Two. (d.c.
#26/#37; DV-18-37/38).

(5.) The five-preceding case transcript records’ on appeal prove 100-percent
RCL’s required self-defense within 3-year deadline: Deer Lodge County Formal
Procedure Probate DP 18-31 show WID-JWD-HPL-LLR-JMB as racketeers-in-

EZ] Montana State Constitution Article IT § 7. Freedom of Speech, Expression, And
Press; § 8. Right of Participation; § 16. The ‘Administration of Justice. Courts of
justice shall be open to every person, and speedy remedy afforded for every injury
of person, property, or character; Article II, § 26. The right of trial by jury is
secured to all and shall remain inviolate. Article ITI, § 3. Oath Of Office. ... and
judicial officers, shall take and subscribe the following oath or affirmation, before
they enter upon the duties of their offices:; Article V § 13. Impeachment.

Falsus in uno doctrine [Latin “false in one thing, false in all”] (1956) Principle
that if the fact-issue is intentionally deceitful, the fact-trier is permitted to disregard
all of that witness’s testimony. ... Blacks Law Dictionary, 10" Edition, (2014) page
720. [RCL edit: Revocable Trust purpose was to keep assets from being sold-out-
from-underneath: DHL] :




organized crime-by-cut-&-paste actual-&-constructive fraud Exhibit A-8306 of
WID-JWD-HPL (@.c. transcript 4/6/19. Pp & L 5:9; 6:24; 7:19; 8:15).

(Case-1)  CV-78-67-BU[FN#17]  then judge/court/clerk  destroyed
records[FN#18] in Butte, as cited (next paragraph (5) also WJD’s. (d.c. #1, DV-18-
37 Exhibit “A”).

(Case-2) CV-17-79-BU-BMM-JCLF{ April 6, 2018 (66-page); in Missoula.

(Case 3) DV-18-37 with DV-18-38, June 6, 2018 phone (15-pge) in Anaconda;

(Case 4) DV-18-37 with DV-18-38, Feb. 05, 2019 by phone (28-page) in Buitte.

KK-JD “Will you provide the court with a copy of Judge Lynch’s order in
that?” CV-17-79-BU-BMM-JCL (d.c. #34/#45, page 10, L 12-13; DV-18-37/38).

(Case 5) DV-18-37 with DV-18-38, July 12, 2019 telephone (37-page) in Butte.

(Case 6) DP@o1818-31 Formal Procedure DHL Probate: no Judge assigned.

(6) Pro Se WID-JWD complaints (d.c. #1/#1 Attach “A”, DV 18-37/8)

“evidence” conflict as intentional tort [FN#31].: “liens” immediately impeached.

CONCLUSION: MCA Pro Se RCL is protected as state statute language: MCA

71-3-532 & MCA71-3-103 do provide: No Lien for claim not due & Content of

notice of right to claim lien. Both demonstrate no legal lien ever existed: just notice

to claim as deferred for prospective jury-verdict-judgment.

(7.) Telephone public servant Merna Green “Assessor” Mont. Department
of Revenue in Anaconda (d.c.transcript 4/6/19, Pp 3:17; 45:12; 46:7; 48:4;
52:6; pp 45-65) refused to give 3-appeal forms to RCL. Her excuse was his loss
in CV-78-67-BU Dahood’s lawsuit (d.c. transcript 4/6/19, Page 56 L1-4).
ISSUES ON APPEAL: 100% MANIFEST ABUSE OF DISCRETION
JUDGE LAWYER KRUEGER’S PRE-EXISTING CONDITION TO BIAS
“A” Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law & Order” 3/29/19 (4-pages)
(d.c. #35, #46 in DV-18-37/38)
“B” “Order For Release of Lien” 4/9/19 (1-Page)
(d.c. #37, #48 in DV-18-37/38)
“C» “Order Awarding Damages, Attorney Fees & Costs” 8/9/19 (2-Pages)

E‘] CV-17-79-BU-BMM-JCL caption: Richard C. Lussy vs. Henry Paumie Lussy,
Launa Lynn Roque, Juahlee Murie Bomneff, Mema Green Assessors Office
Montana Department of Revenue, and Wade J. Dahood. :

E] DV-18-37 is identical to DV-18-38 that adds Merna Green.

S



(d.c. #42, #53 in DV-18-37/38)

ARGUMENT WITH REGARD TO EACH ISSUE

Three: “Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law & Order”
“A” “As is” general criteria of this Pro Se RCL petition on three issues on appeal:

+ (1) correct clear error on all findings (2) as to be Set Aside, (3) as entered:
M.R.Civ.P. Rule 58 in the Total Judgment pursuant M.R.App.P. Rule .4.(1)(a)..
predicate M.R.Civ.P. 52(a)(5) (6)(c) as evidence-argumeht was not fully heard by

Judge KK-JD & not fully recorded (Appendix) by proxy: Susie Krueger Clerk of

Court. !

“A-17 MISSING—FULL—LAWSUIT. CASE-CAPTIONS MUST VOID
JUDGMENT (Rule 60(3)(4)): Manifest Abuse of Discretion Clear Error:
inside entire Record On Appeal: Judge Kurt Krueger & proxy Clerk Krueger.

Pro Se RCL a rion;lawyer, non;lawyer-trade union member did file:

FROM: DV-18-37/DA 19-377 CAPTION Wade J. Dahood vs. Richard C.

Lussy & captioned Counterclaim: Richard C. Lussy vs. Wade J. Dahood; THIRD
PARTY CLAIM-AMENDED ADDING PARTIES; Richard C. Lussy Counter-
Claimant Plaintiff-Appellant-vs-Wade J. Dahood, Jeffrey W. Dahood, Henry
Paumie Lussy, Launa Lynn Roque & Jenahlee Murie Bornff, Defendants.

AND=>

FROM: DV-18-38/DA 19-0578 CAPTION: Henry Paumie Lussy, Plaintiff-
Appellee-vs-Richard C. Lussy & captioned Counterclaim: Richard C. Lussy vs.
Henry Paumie Lussy; Defendant-Appellant; Richard C. Lussy Counter-Claimant
Plaintiff-Appellant-vs-Henry Paumie Lussy Counter-Defendant-Appellee THIRD
PARTY CLAIM-AMENDED ADDING PARTIES; Richard C. Lussy Counter-
Claimant Plaintiff-Appellant -vs- Henry Paumie Lussy, Wade J. Dahood, Jeffrey W.
Dahood, Launa Lynn Roque, Jenahlee Murie Bornff, Merna Green Montana Dept.

. of Revenue Counter-Defendants-Appellees 3RD parties. -
AND=>. o

Pro -Se WID-JWD lawyer trade union members are under oath & with eight

conflicts of interest (Appendix) Judge Kurt Krueger’s 100-percent Record On
Appeal consolidated hearings for him, denied consolidation to Pro Se RCL follow:




TO: DV-18-37/DA 19-377 CAPTION Wade J. Dahood vs. Richard C. Lussy &
TO:) TQ:DV-18-38/DA19-0578 CAPTION: Henry Paumie Lussy-vs-Richard C. Lussy.
Conclusion #1: DV-18-38/DA 19-0578 KK-JD omission of Merma Green

Assessor Mont. Depart. of Revenue Clerk Default for Court default. ~ Conclusion
#2: WID-JWD-HPL-LLR-JMB with MG-R intentional torts by manipulation &

falsification of public records case. Conclusion #3: Result is intentional-

misrepresentation, deception for unjust enrichment thru eight elections ad nausea-in
perpetuity thru malicious public records: M.R.App.P. Rule 1.(2) in (d.c. case
docket history) Case Register Report DV-12-2018-37-DS & DV-12-2018-38-DS.

“A2-a & b” IN US COURT HOUSE SABOTAGE: LAWSUIT CASE
RECORDS DESTROYED AS NECESSARY & ESSENTIAL FACTS IN
APPEAL RECORD: (a) Butte Montana CV-78-67-BU[FN#17&#18] (d.c. #1
Exhibit “A” DV 18-37) (Appendix: Exhibit A-8978) & (b) Anaconda: “Revocable
Living Trust-to-Be-Last-Will-Testament” @ Blessed (Sainted) parents Mother-
Father Dorothy Helen Lussy (“DHL”) & Henry E. Lussy (“HFL”) Estate.

“A-2-¢” Case record destruction: DV-18-37. US Mailed 5/23/18 by Pro Se
RCL &-never/not recorded as filed within Anaconda-Deer Lodge County Montana
Case Register Report: [one-only] Amended-(First)-Counterclaim & 3™ Party Claim
(37-pages w/no 50-exhibit pages-in initial Answer-Counterclaim etc.).

“A-2-d” More record destruction: DV-18-38. Pro Se RCL never/not recorded
as filed within Anaconda-Deer Lodge County Montana Case Register Report: [#1]
US Mailed 9/17/18 Motion to File Second Amended Counterclaim With 3™ Party
Claim With Attached Brief Within Fourteen-days (1-page). Brief was filed &
Counterclaim was-filed. [#2] Missing & not filed: 5/23/18 Amended Counterclalm
& Third Party Claim (75-pages w/no 50-exhibit pages in original).

“A-2(a-to-d)” Conclusion~hearsay-all-Iaw-no-fact-veriﬁcation: Appendix:
Exhibit A-8571 & 1988-92-96-00-04-08-12-16 Fla. Property Appraiser Elections.

“A-3-a” DOUBLE MANIFEST ABUSE OF DISCRETION BY JUDGE
KRUEGER & CLERK KRUEGER: EACH REFUSED TO RE-READ-&-
COMMUNICATE: 7/12/19 TRANSCRIPT TO FILE 7/10/19 (Naples Fla.)
RESPONSIVE PLEADING TO PRO SE JWD’S 7/9/19 (Anaconda, Mont.)
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$19,623.46 FEE PLEADING BEFORE 7/12/19 (Butte, Mont.) TELEPHONIC
HEARING; Letter of Clerk Krueger 12/30/19 (Anaconda, Mont.) appendix is

intentional clear error to set aside judgment necessary to Final Appeal record.
«A-3-b” 7/10/19: MOTION & BRIEF IN ANSWER SUPPORT FOR

PERMISSION TO FILE IN SELF DEFENSE _AFFIDAVIT 7/9/19 PRO SE
SEEKING $19.623.46 (3-Hearings Include Scheduling & Recusal-of-
Judge Dayton) BEFORE TELEPHONIC FEE HEARING 7/12/19; in 4-Parts:
pursuant M. Rule App. Pro. Rule 8.(2) & (7)(c) (10-pages);
«A.3-.¢® Pro Se RCL’s 12/23/19 US letter (Appendix*) to Clerk Krueger
reply letter 12/30/19 KX-JD Order (d.c. #43, #54, P20 L6-19 DV 18-37/38):
«A.3-d” MR. R.C. LUSSY: “ ... I'm asking your permission through. this
motion an answer brief that’s in the mail to you from Wednesday to be filed.
, THE KURT KRUEGER COURT: “The Court will I *haven’t seen the — I
haven't seen the pleading. But the Court will allow you to file that document in
response to - just your responsive pleadings to what occurs here today. The Court
will let that be filed: And you do have the ability to file a response in terms of the

hearing today. .
MR. R.C._LUSSY: Your Honor, the number has changed from the over

819,000 now to $74,000. |
THE KURT KRUEGER COURT: “Yeah. You may continue with your

testimony” 7/12/19 (d.c. #43 & #54 Page 20, L 6-19 Transcript: DV 18-37/38).

«A-3-a-to d” Conclusion: Proxy-Clerk Krueger refused (Dec. 30, 2019 letter in
Appendix) Pro Se RCL’S MCA 71-3-103, MCA 71-3-532 answer non-plead
Pro Se JWD MCA-27-1-150509 that RCL cited herein. '

@ Pro Se RCL plead>» MCA 71-3-103 No lien for claim not due. No lien arises
by mere operation of law until the time at which the act to be secured thereby ought
to be performed.

@ Pro Se RCL plead >MCA 71-3-532 Content of notice of right to claim lien.
(1) The notice of the right to claim a lien must be in writing and state that it is a
notice of a right to claim a lien against real estate for services or materials furnished

in connection with improvement of the real estate.
(2) The notice must contain a description sufficient to identify the real estate

against which the lien may be claimed.
(3) The notice must contain the following information: (a) date of mailing; (b)

owner’s name; (c) owner’s address; (d) name of person filing notice; () address of




“A-4-” DEFECTIVE NINE-CASE: STARE DECISIS is to Void Judgment

Indicating Manifest Abuse of Discretion: Clear Error: Must read text: MCA
& 27-1-1505(b)(i)(ii): Findings of Fact, Conclusions of
Law & Order” are primarily focused on Judge KX-JD misconceptions & imprecise
stare decisis-precedent-Judge Ninef Case “law”, all are bad “precedents,” not
credible comparisons & not worth the paper they are written on. These are not
binding & do not control issues in free public lawf & fact. Their stare decisis-
precedent have neither, similar issues nor, similar facts by direct comparison to
RCL’s earlier section: Statement of Case & Facts & Issues vise-a-vise Judge KK-
ID’s Conclusions of Law. (d.c.#35,#46 in DV-18-37 & 38).

“A-4-b” KK-JD imprecise stare decisis-precedent-Judge-made-Case “law” cannot
be made into Rules of Common Law as conclusive presumptions (Mont. Evidence
Rule 301[FN#9]) or by virtue of M.R.App.P 4.(2) final judgment that cannot-do-not
apply to M.R.Civ.P. 12(b)(6) dismissal of DV-18-37/38 pursuant M.R.Civ.P.
81(b)@ as facts of no-notice-no-probate-with no-power-of-attorney, no-trustee &

person filing notice; (f) a description sufficient to identify the property that is being
improved; and (g) the following notice: ... .
Pi'o Se TWD Plead=>MCA 27-1-1505. Liens. (1) ... apply: (b) "Nonconsensual
common-law lien" means a lien: (i) is not provided for by a specific state or
ederal statute (ii) does not depend upon consent of owner of property affected.
DV-18-37 is identical to DV-18-38 Judge Kurt Krueger-juris doctor
defective stare decisis: CONCLUSIONS OF LAW: (1) Ashcroft v. Igbal, 556
U.S. 662, 678-79 (2009) quoting (2) Bell Atl. Corp vs. Twombly 550 U.S. 544, 570
& 555-56, 127 S. Ct. 1955, 1964-65, 167 L. Ed. 2d 929, 75 (2007); (3) Ryan c.
City of Bozeman, 279 Mont. 507, 511-13, 928 P.2d 228, 230-32 (1996); (4) Mysse
v. Martens, 279 Mont. 253, 266, 926 P.Ed 765, 773 (1996); (S) Jones v. Montana
University System, 2007 MT 82 82 942, 337 Mont. 1; 155 P.3d 1247; (6) Anderson
v. Recontruct Company, 2017 MT 313 (2017); (7) Papasan v. Allain, 478 U.S. 265,
285, 106 S. Ct. 2932, 92 L.Ed.2d (1986); (8) Richard C. Lussy v. Davidson, 683 P.
ed. 915, 210 Mont. 353 (1984); (9) Lussy v. Bennett, 214 Mont. 301, 692 P2d,
1232, 1234 (1984).
Precedent, “Contrasting role of case law in common law, civil law, & mixed
systems”. Page 14 of 30, Wikipedia (12/18/19.
Mont. Civ, P. Rule 81. Applicability in General. (b) Rules Incorporated into
Statutes. Where any statute heretofore or hereafter enacted, whether or not
applicable to a special statutory proceeding, provides that any act in a civil
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no-appointed personal representative after a known-destroyed Living Trust-Last-
Will-&-Testament that did not die when Blessed-Saint Mother DHL died as
WID said it did. Pro-Se-WJD recorded incident with his own black-pod-shaped

microphone-receiver. The result is unjust enrichment-for-lawyer fees, preceded

by WID’s make-work to secure from Pro Se RCL’s Mother-DHL-HFL estate: to

close Anaconda-First Montana Bank fmance cash-account access.

“p-4-¢? KK-JD’s stare decisis does not apply to the instant case. In the event of
by use of “tweezers not a sledge-hammer” to

conflict, MR.Civ.P. 2(e) shall control
100-percent void-vitiate-vacate KK-JD’s“Conclusions of Law” with juror-fact-to-
law (MCA. 7 1-3-103) resulting in Manifest Abuse of Discretion (d.c. #35, #46, pp

2-3-4 in DV-18-37/38). It is to Set Aside this Judgment pursuant M.R.App.P.

4.(1)(a) predicate M.R.Civ.P. 52(a)(5)(6)(c). All evidence was not fully heard is

Judge KK-JD’s clear error as he did not want all evidence 10 be heard. He is pre-
disposed-conditioned—as-government lawyer judge-to-discrirninate: inherent bias.

oked comparison-by Judge KK-JD with three-
similar facts-in law is: Re: In Re Estate of Spencer, (2002) Missoula Montana, 304,
59 P.3d 1160 with no notice-probate-for-unjust enrichment.. In common Iaw:
legal systems, stare decisis-precedent has never been incorporated into statutes or
into U.S.-&-or-Montana State Constitutions. To say that again: sfare decisis
cannot become Rule of Common Law to exempt-void-vitiate—vacate RCL’s

rial with four video cameras-statutes. They are not conclusive

pleading for jury ¢
tute language Montana Evidence Rule 301; not persuasive per

presumptions by sta
se &/or per quod, as nine-precedents are-based on 100% complete hearsz

“A-4-d” One-not applied-overlo

a district court shall be done in the manner provided by laworas ina

any statute superseded by these rules, such act shall be
procedure thereon shall conform to

proceeding in
civil action or as provided by
done in accordance with these rules and the

these rules, insofar as practicable.
Attempt to circumvent U.S. Judge Walton’s pre-trial

@ Connotative Hearsay:
instructions. And this time did the only thing be could do. But not before giving (US
Attorney Prosecutor Stephen) Durham 2 humiliating —and on —the mark—Ilecture. “I

think that a first-year law student would know that to you can’t bolster the
credibility of one witness with clearly inadmissible [hearsay] evidence”, the
judge said.” Source: “Might US strikes out Fed whiffs on meatball of a case Vs

Clemens”'New York Post, July 15,2011. page 91.
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without live fact witness testimony M. Evidence Rule 802@ & 801@ for a court or
other tribunal when deciding this case. The instant case voids-vitiates-vacates &
covers-up: US Constitution VII Amendment 100-percent Jury Trial-verdict-due-
process-redress with four cameras and Montana Constitution protections[FN#32].

“A-4-e” Pro Se WID-JWD_Exhibit “A” DV-18-37: Re First Lien Notice of

Claim_of Lien* Against Wade J. Dahood_FEsq.: Forfeiture Of His Property
Pursuant: CV-78-67-BU [FN#1, #2, #3 & #4] Henry F. Lussy & Richard C. Lussy
v. Francis R. Bewnett, Knight, Dahood, MacKay & McLean, By This_Special,

General Factor Pro Se Plaintiff 100% Stakeholder: Rick Lussy Esq.

AND

“A-4-£ Pro Se WID-JWD DV-18-38 (d.c. #1 & #1, Exhibit “A” DV-18-37/38)
Re First Lien Notice Lien Terminates Tenancy: Eviction (Exhibit A-8529).

“A-4-g” Pro Se WID-JWD DV-18-38 (d.c. #1 & #1, Exhibit “A” DV-18-
37/38) Re First Lien Notice of Lien By Primogeniture Abolished (Ex. A-8530).

“A-4-h” Pro Se WID-JWD DV-18-38 (d.c. #1 & #1, Exhibit “A” DV-18-
37/38) Re First Lien Notice of Lien Claim By Special, General Factor To 75%,
From 25% (Pro Se RCL) Stakeholder (Exhibit A-8531). o

«A-4-” *The Montana Statute language complies with Pro Se RCL below:

MCA 71-3-532 “Content of notice of right to clam lien. (1) The notice of the
right to claim a lien must be in writing and state that it is a notice of a right to claim
a lien against real estate for services or materials furnished in connection with
improvement of the real estate. ...(g) NOTICE OF THE RIGHT TO CLAIM A
LIEN ... (see-also-Appendix-Exhibit A-8568)

“A-4-f” Impeachment is copasetic with $A-2-viii* Pro Se Wade J. Dahood
Wade’s Law Firm formed Townhouses LTD in “A-2-iv” CV-78-67-BU case
records destroyed & to be reopened for free (Appendix Exhibit A-8544 & 8978) &
he was a 35%+/- co-investor with Pro Se Richard C. Lussy 35%+/- in Townhouses
LTD builder of 60-apartments on real estate in Anaconda Mont. denied as follows:

Direct Examination of father Pro Se Wade J. Dahood by son Pro Se Jeffrey
Wade Dahood first duly sworn (d.c. #43, #54 pp5 & 7 DV-18-37/8): WID: “I have
o professional relationship with Richard Lussy, no personal relationship with
Richard Lussy... “(d.c. #43, #54 pp 5 & 7 DV-18-37/8).

l“:’,‘ Montana Evidence Rule 802 Hearsay is not admissible except as otherwise
provided by statute, these rules, or other rules applicable in the courts of this state.
Montana Evidence Rule 801 Definitions: (c) Hearsay is a statement... .
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CONCLUSION: Pro Se WID as is in this CV-78-67-BU record as both: hostile-

professionally & hostile personally.

«A-4-k” MCA 71-3-103 NO LIEN FOR CLAIM NOT DUE. No lien arises by
mere operation of law until the time at which the act to be secured thereby ought to

be performed (see-also-Appendix—E)dlibit A-8569).

«A-4-1? MCA (2019) 27-1-1505. Liens. deﬁhitions apply: (b) “Nonconsensual
common-law lien” means a lien that: (i) is not provided for by a specific state or

federal statute (ii) does. not depend upon the consent of the owner of the property

affected for its existence; (iil) ... .
“A-4-a-to-1” CONCLUSION: Pro Se RCL statutes MCA 71-3-103; 71-3-532(1Xg)
& 27-1-1505(b)(i)(ii) are predicate to three US Supreme Court’s plain language,

endorsing the-now mandated by textualismﬁ of U.S. Justice Scaiia.‘

«A-5? KK-JD CONCEALED IN PARTICULARITY ALL PRO SE RCL
FACTS & MG-R FIVE CASE FACTS MUST VOID JUDGMENT &
REINSTATE ALL FACTS WITH MG-R DEFAULT: $90,001.30 (DV-18-38)
IN RECORD DV18-37/38 d.c. #2637, pp3-4) ON MANIFEST ABUSE.

“A-6-a” KK-JD'S NO ANSWER TG MOTION & BRIEF: 50-
INTERROGATORIES (.. “uy324m3435, DV18-3738) NO PARTICULARITY IS
MANIFEST DISCRETION ABUSE: VOID JUDGMENT: REINSTATE MG-
R PROPOSED COURT $90,001.30 (DV-18-38) DEFAULT JUDGMENT.
o Motion: “Pre-qualify SO Interrogatory Judge@ Recusal” (d.c. #23-34 in DV18-37/38)
o Brief Affidavit: Support Qualify 50 Interrogatory Public Servant Lawyer
~ Judge-Justice recusal @Before Accept RCL Jurisdiction” d.c. #24-35 DV18-37/38).
“A-6-b” Pursuant Omission per M.R.App.P. Rule 4.(1)(a) in KK-JD’S “Findings

of Fact, Conclusions of Law & Order” (d.c. #35, #46 in DV 18-37/38) is an

ﬁ “My shtick, as you may know, is textualism. .... Imagine my delight, then, when
1 find, in Aquinas’s discussion of the question. “Whether we should always judge
according to written law?” following seemingly categorical conclusion: “Hence it is
necessary to judge according to written law, else judgment would fall short either of
 natural or of positive right. Bravo! I knew I have been right.” Scalia Speaks, by

Antonin Scalia (2017) US Supreme Justice p 244.
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admission to enforce (M.R.Civ.P. Rule 8(b)(6))@ Effect Of Failure To Deny in
comity with “Florida. Evidence Code 90. 403|f__7| Exclusion on grounds of prejudice or
confusion. Remedy is to void judgment that includes MG-R proposed Court Default
$90,001.30 after the uncontested Clerk’s default Judgment.

“A-7-3” JUDGE KK-JD DOES NOT UNDERSTAND WHAT HE READS
(FUNCTIONAL YLLITERACY!) BY PREJUDICE &/Or CONFUSION.
MUST VOID JUDGMENT: CLEAR ERROR: Findings of Fact “The Pro Se
fillings of the Defendant are voluminous and are extremely confusing to Court.”
Contradicted with “Plaintiff’s (RCL) arguments made no legal or logical sense and
are rambling and incomprehensible. The Defendant has failed to sufficiently plead
any factual allegations upon which relief may be granted.” (d.c. #35, #46 page-1
lines 1-2-3, DV-18-37/38).

Pro Se RCL authority is in comity with “Fla. Evidence Code 90.403[FN#44]
Exclusion on grounds of prejudice or confusion by/of Honorable Judge KK-JD.

«A-7-b” Literate Common Facts Plead & Organized Facts in 47-page 2™
Amended Counterclaim & 2" Amended Third Party Complaint Oppose Judge

" KK-JD insult: “made no legal or logical sense... .

Argument 100% concealment of Pro Se RCL Statement of Case & Facts pp
1-5: & use of discipline M.R.Civ.P. Rule 10(b) Paragraphs; Separate Statements. A
party must state its claims or defenses in numbered paragraphs, each limited as
far as practicable to a single set of circumstances. (d.c. #26/4#37 in DV-18-37/38).

“A-7-¢” Judge KK-ID mischaracterizes takes things out of context &
regurgitates them to fit his own narrative & deliberately omits important relevant
Case Facts-in-record malicious these public records’ judgment voided.

“A-7-d” Literal Common Facts Plead & Organized & Understood:
Abuse & Abandonment to DHL by HPL (page 7) & abuse & abandonment of all
plead law by Pro Se RCL “fits like a glove” to KK-JD’s Civil RICO-racketeering-
Organized Crime: “Predicate Acts per each-defendant pamed (pages 8-12);
“Method of Predicate Acts (pges 12-14) (d.c.#26, #37 pages-8-14, DV-18-37/38).

i.e. “I (RCL) am forbidden to speak to you (Clerk Anaconda-Butte) on the
telephone or via e-mail.” (d.c. #43 & #54 transcript DV 18-37/38 p.20 1.2-8)

@ M.R.Civ.P. (2017) Rule 8 (b)(6) Effect of Failing to Deny. An allegation-other
than one relating to the amount of damages - admitted if a responsive pleading is
required and the allegation is not denied. If a responsive pleading is not required, an

allegation is considered denied or avoided.
IﬂComity Fla.-Evidence-Code-90.403 Exclusion grounds of prejudice or confusion.
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- “A-7-a-b-c-d” REMEDY requires non-bias 27 opinion for 100-percent-
jury-trial-verdict-due-process-redress-with—four-video cameras[FN#28] to impeach
Judge KK-JD as “Service is Our Only Product” (M.R.App.P. 8.(7)(c)(d)) cannot
void oath-Montana—constitutional@ mandated process not to interfere with freedom
of speech: U.S. First Amendment to retard American-progress with Butte-Anaconda
Cletk bench editing to apply juror fact-to-law (MCA 25-7-103)[FN#11] as
particularity as plead to comply with describing actual fraud & civil-RICO exist etc.
et al. (d.c. #35/446 in DV-18-37/8). REMEDY #3: Kurt Krueger Jduris

Doctor[FN#23-#24-#25] (KX-JD) with no doctor experience what-so-ever as
 inadequately trained with juris doctor diploma with-no moot court/mock trial

training. This cover~upEﬂ is for lack of discipline-experience to perform in jury trials.

“A-8-a” VIOLATED MONTANA UNIFORM DISTRICT COURT
RULE TWOﬂ MUST VOID JUDGMENT-KK-JD “JUDGMENT-ORDER
FOR RELEASE OF LIEN AFTER MOTION WITH NO SUPPORT BRIEF.

“A-8-b” KK-JD “Order For release of Lien” (d.c. #37/#48 in DV-37/38)

after WID-TWD Motion for Release of Lien (d.c. #36, #47/DV-37/38) was with no
support brief violated Montana Uniform District Court Rule 2[FN#52].

“A-8-¢® REMEDY document U.S. Justice@ support requiring prompt
dismissal of KK-JD $148,000 judgment & remand for 100% jury trial w/cameras.

M Montana State Constitution Article Tl § 3 Oath of Office. ... and judicial
officers, shall take ... oath or affirmation, before they enter upon the duties of their
offices; allows Pro-Se-RCL use Article V § 13 to Impeach officers.

Cover up n (1927) an attempt to prevent authorities or the public from
discovering the truth about something; esp., the concealment of wrongdoing by a
conspiracy of deception, nondisclosure, and destruction of evidence, usu. Combined
with a refusal to cooperate with investigators. *A cover-up often involves
obstruction of justice. Cover up. vb. Black’s Law Dictionary 10" Edition (2014)
page 446. :

Mont. Uniform District Court Rule 2 Motions (a) The moving party shall file a
supporting brief upon filing a motion. ... (b) Failure to File Brief may subject the
motion to summary ruling. The moving party’s failure to file a brief shall be deemed

_ an admission that the motion is without merit... . '

E| «. iflf it violates some rule of civil procedure other than that, it will be

thrown out.” Quote by U.S. Justice of Supreme Court Breyer. Lines 13-15, page
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«A-9-3” SAME DAY “RELEASE LIEN ORDER” AS PRO SE JWD
“MOTION” IS KK-JD BAD FAITH-CIVIL RICO ETC: M.R.CIV.P. #54(g).
o KK-ID “Order To Release “Lien” on 4/9/19 (d.c.#37/4#48 in DV-18-37/38).
o JWD “Motion To Release «Lien” on 4/9/19 (d.c. #36/#47 in DV-18-37/38).
“A-9-b” The judgment is void (M.R.Civ.P. Rule 60.(4)) from misbehavior on April

9. 2019 is no good behavior (US Const Art. III§1) secret-sabotage-telephone
communications between Judge KK-JD & Lawyer Pro Se JWD-WJD to exclude

non-lawyer Pro Se RCL. Requires voiding-this-judgment.

“A-10-a”KK-JD-PRO SE JWD REFUSE STATUTES’ PLAIN LANGUAGE
A-10-b ARGUMENT from transeript: “RCL: “It’s not a lien”: RCL-A:

“No, sir, It specifies very clearly in the MCA 71-3-352 and 71-3-103 that no lien or

claim is not due. It’s not a lien. So the words are clear. You cannot manipulate and

falsify public records by saying words that are not there. So what you are speaking

to is incorrect, illegal, and unconstitutional, sir. Source (d.c.#43 & #54 7/12/19

transcript, page 27, Lines 4-10; DV-18-37/38). ' .

«A-10-c” “We begin with ... the language of the statute itself. Absent a
clearly expressed legislative intention to the contrary, that language must ordinarily
be regarded as conclusive.” Consumer Product Safety Commission et al. v. GTE
Sylvania, Inc. et al. 447 U.S. Sup. Ct. 102 (1980).

“A-10-3” And “In interpreting a statute a court should always turn to one
cardinal canon before all others...[C]courts must presume that a legislature says in a
statute what it means and means in a statute what it says there.” Connecticut Nat’l
Bank v. Germain, 112 US Sup. Ct. 1146, 1149 (1992). Indeed, “when the words
of a statute are unambiguous, then, this first canon is also the last: ‘judicial inquiry is
complete.’” 503 U.S. Su. Ct. 249, 254.

«A-10-e” CONCLUSION: [FN#31, part i DV-18-37 Name: WADE J.
DAHOOD ESQ.: FORFEITURE OF HIS PROPERTY PURSUANT: CV 78-67-
BU ... (case to reopen Butte US Clerk records were destroyed.)

10, Washington D.C. (20 17); Epic Systems Corp v. Jacob Lewis., No. 16-285. Ernst
& Young LIP. Etal.. v Stephen Morris, No. 16-300-&-National Labor Relations

Board v. Murphy Qil USA, Inc., et al. No. 16-307.
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And “A-10-£ [FN#31 parts ii-thru-iv] DV-18-38 Names HENRY
PAUMIE LUSSY HPL-LLR-JMB secured-solely-by-WJID’s fraudulent provided-
talk-for-fraud-document-Pro Se Signature on Exhibit A-8306.

: «A-11-a” KK-JD BIAS AGAINST TRIED & TRUE FACT/EXPERT
TESTIMONY SUPPORT ATTORNEY FEE-PURSUANT-RULE 60(3)(4)-

«A-11-b” Pro Se RCL requires tried & true fact-expert witness testimony to
collaborate Pro Se JWD & Pro Se WID. "

Pro Se RCL Q “The second question, Your Honor is there any- other lawyer
as an expert that would collaborate this with Mr. Wade J. Dahood?” '

Pro Se JWD: “I'm going to object to that, Your Honor. That'’s speculative. ”
Pro Se RCL appeals the overstated lawyer fee as itself speculative. (d,c, #43, 54
p13 L4 DV-18-37/38) to void judgment M.R.Civ.P. 60(3)(4).

«A-11-¢” CONCLUSION Pro Se RCL requires juror fact-to-law MCA 25-

7.103 to demonstrate voiding this judgment from fraud-misbehavior, not good

behavior.

«A-12-a” KK-JD BIAS NOT-PLEAD MCA 27-1-1505(i) VOIDS PRO
. SE JWD CLAIM: MONTANAIS A NOTICE PLEADING STATE.

«A.12-b” Pro-Se JWD: “As the court knows and well settled in Montana, we
are a notice pleading state. We understand this, but it has not been long settled... -
(d.c.#43, #45, p6 L.16-18 DV 18-37/38)

«A-12-¢” Pro Se JWD: “As «A-11-¢” Pro Se JWD son to father Pro Se
WID: Q “That includes the attorney fee claim” Pro Se WID: A. “Yes” P8 L13.
Pro Se JWD Q. “And pursuant {0 77-1-1505, because the lien was deemed to be a
not sufficient lien, you are entitled to your attorney fees?” Page 8 Line 14-16.

Pro Se WID A. “That’s correct” Page 8 Line 17.
Pro Se JWD Q. “And that’s what you ar¢ asking the Court to award, is $74,000

total? Page 8 Line 18-19.
WID A. “I am asking the Court to award that amount.” Page 8 Line 20-21.
JWD Q. ‘Including the attorney fees” . : Page 8 Line 22.

WID A. “Including the attorney fees.” (d.c.#43,#54, page § L12-23 DV 18-37/38)
«A-12-D” CONCLUSION Pro Se WID & Pro Se JWD did not plead MCA

27-1-1505(i) voids this judgment from fraud: KK-JD “service.is the only product”.
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«A-13-2” KK-JD EIGHT INSTITUTIONAL CONFLICTS' OF
INTEREST NULLIFY JUDGE NEUTRALITY: JUDGMENT RULE 56(g)-
%A-13-b” Pro Se KK-JD’S with eight-category@ conflicts-of-interestjco-

produced Pro-Se-WJD-JWD bad faith affidavit Rule 56(g) M.R.Civ.P. in the
fraudulent “lien-claim” fraud by malice by direct comparison to Pro Se RCL Notice
of claim “Notice of right to claim lien” & “No lien for claim not due”.

“A-13-¢” Opponents’ infamous “fraud-lien-claim” (d.c. #1, #1 in DV-18-

37/38) is specific to Pro Se WJD’s forty-one year old unlitigated CV_78-67-BU
| 10(b)5ﬂ voided $500K-+/-Securities Fraud lawsuit when he-investor-&-Lawyei'-
professionally oversaw-Townhouses Ltd legal documentation, claiming he was
never personally-professionally involved with Pro Se RCL (d.c. #3, #1 page 7
Lines 9-11 DV-18-37/38) with key-man-F.R.Bennett President First Security Bank.

“A-13-¢” KK-JD with Pro Se JWD for father Pro Se WID have violated his
duty of care pursuant violations of general common law duty to use reasonable care
under these circumstances to avoid causing foreseeable harm to non-lawyer

Appellant-Pro Se RCL pursuant Sections 28-2-701(1) MCA “what is unlawful”; §

EEI Eight categorical conflicts of Interest are each manifest-abuses of discretion. 1*
Lawyer patronage for lawyer-tribute Ponzi/pizzo policy by emolument; 2" Express

declaration self-administered “immunity” i.e. Fla. Judicial Code 3D3 of Conduct
that includes Fla. Supreme Court Fraud Code. 34 Technological conflict claim not
to understand what is written; abstract scientific rumination is last thing done. 4t

Financial conflict; All parties paid by same party. 5" Academic conflict; all parties:
schooled by American Bar Association same defective rule making. 6 Ideological
conflict, greed masquerading as altruist public servants. 7* Gov’t against the public
purpose. 8t Theoretical contlict refuse 100-percent jury trial with four cameras.

E] Conflict of interest a real incompatibility between one’s private interests and
one’s public or fiduciary duties. Blacks Law Dictionary 8" Ed (2004), p319.

E‘] Rule 10b-5 SEC rule that prohibits deceptive or manipulative practices (such
as material misrepresentations or omissions) in the buying or selling of securities.-
Also termed antifraud rule. Black’s Law Dictionary 10'™ Edition (2014) page 1529.
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27.1-7T01MCA “Liability for negligence are willful acts™ §28-1-201MCA “General
duty of care’”; §1-1-—204 MCA “Terms denote state of mind” & §45-2-102MCA
“Substitute negligence & knowledge” pertaining to all gov’t lawyer judges.

~ «A.13-¢” CONCLUSION: Rregardless of whethér the trial judge KK-JD
found the evidence credible or not, it is the jury’s prerogative to weigl1 that
evidence. MCA 25-7-103[FN#11] (d.c. #3 &#3 page 50 DV 18-37/38).

«p-14-2” KK-JD BRASS KNUCKLES BIAS MOLLYCODDLING

PRO SE JWD VOIDS JUDGMENT.
“A-14-b” KK-JD .mollycoddlingﬁﬂ Pro-Se-JWD is manifest abuse of

discretion for: tutoring & mentoring giving unsolicited assist denied thru self-evident

hostility to Pro-Se-RCL. (d.c.#43 & #54 page 28-29, DV-18-37/38).

Codification of common law duty and negligence theory is the foundation to
racketeering-in-organized crime: Civil-RICO violations. Discussion duty as a
function of reasonable fore-see-ability of harm. Moreover, based on the relative
disparity of knowledge and to the objectively reasonable expectation that the
recipient would be able to trust and rely upon a “neutral” pre-disposed 100-percent
discrimination policy of American Bar Association: British Accredited Registry
(BAR) a “smoking gun” emolument prohibited by U.S. Const. Emolument Clause.

Mollycoddle noun-&-verb (1864) pampered or effeminate man or boy, to treat
with more kindness & attention than is appropriate : treat t00 nicely or gently;
Synonyms, coddle, indulge, baby, pamper, spoil, wet-nurse. Merriam Webster.

Opposing JWD Q. “Have you reviewed 27-1-1505? RCL A. “] was not provided
that in your affidavit or in responsive pleading. JWD_Q. But—and you have
never reviewed it? RCL A. “What does it say? JWD Q. That’s not my question,
Mr. Lussy. My question is, have you ever reviewed that statute? RCL._A. Well, I
can’t make an answer when you refuse to make a specific question. JWD Q. Okay
RCL A. So I object to your question based upon lack of substance, sir.

(Manifest Abuse of Discretion gov’t lawyer patronage KK-JID putting words in
“adult” Pro Se TWD’s mouth) THE KK-JD COURT: It’s a simple —would you—
just if you will rephrase and tell him the title of that. Give him the statutory, but

| if you will also give basically the title.




ISSUE TWO(®B): FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW & ORDER.
«IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Defendant (Counterclaim-Plaintiff) RICHARD
C. LUSSY is enjoined and prohibited from proceeding or filing any further
pleadings pro se without leave of court.

. «B-1” Pro Se JWD with Pro Se WID refuse to hire lawyers & leave of court.

«B-2” Free public law judiciary “service is the only product” requires a jury verdict.
«B-3” No precedent can be factually verified. No evidence exists for such malicious
public record repetition of libel per se that Pro Se RCL can verify: prohibited from
proceeding or ﬁlingl any further pleadings pro se from CV-78-64-BU[FN#31] a
non-published, non-precedent case with records destroyed[Appendix, Exhibit A-
8978]. Motive is to make work: Judge W.D. Murray for unemployed-lawyer-son-
Charles A Murray &-nephew- Charles A. Murray Jr. in Butte @ 54 W. Galena St.
«B-4” Presiding Judge KK-JD is not adequately trained in mock trials/moot court
and is too busy getting paid to do his work & communicate case to Clerk Krueger
already prohibited Pro Se RCL’s to communicate other that US Mail 1-week delay.
«B-5” Given malice-thru vengeance motive by Pro Se KNIGHT & DAHOOD in
civil RICO in onlyl two-cases-in-record-to-further unjust compensation with 100-
percent market share, no competition and no consumer freedom of choice-continue:
100-percent-to-conceal this fraud-as-“lien” [FN#31](d.c. #1, #1 Ex.“A” DV-37/38).
“B-6” Pro Se RCL is protected from KK-JD’s judgment in U.S. Constitution
paper, yet not in real-life against bar association lawyer carte] cabal behemoth
(“BALCCB”) evidence in CV 78-67-BU eight-1988-92-96-00-04-08-12-16 Florida
Elections Pro Se WID’s fraud “lien” claim (d.c. #1, #1 Ex. “A”, DV-37/38).

«B-7” The United-States-Constitution does not require judges-justices in

judiciary to be 1awyers. Lawyers are not lawfully to be worshiped-a-state religion.

JWD Q. Absolutely Your Honor. JWOQ Q (again) So 27-1-1505 is entitled
Liens. And says, as used in this section the following definitions apply. And it
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er-fee-extortion
48,000) by
_investor individually with Pro -
DV-18-37/38

«B-8” KX-JD lack of capacity for unjust enrichment by-lawy

($19,623 /46) attorney fees in $74,000 punitive damages (two cases: $1

son Pro Se JWD to perjure Father Pro Se WJD a co

Se RCL & Lawyer for Townhouses LTD (60-apartments) source of

fraud “lien” claim by Pro SeJ WD.

Regan v Taxation With Representatio
(1983) court upheld a restriction on lobbying by nonprofit organizations

allowed to receive tax-deductible contributions: sua sponte (of one’s own
accord”). See also Rust, 500 U.S. at 198 to separate from [federal] project in
order to ensure integrity of federally funded program,” is lack of capacity.

0 461 US/ 540, 550 U.S. Sup. Ct.

«g.9” KX-JD lack of capacity in U.S. c_riminal-not—civil prosecution impact 8-Fla.

1988-92-96-00-04-08-12-16:
and intelligent choice and considered

[Aln accused, in exercise of a free
and so, likewise, may waive his

approval of court, may waive trial by jury,
constitutional right to assistance of counsel. P. 317 U. S. 275. 126 F.2d
reversed. Certiorari, 316 U.S. 655, to review a judgment reversing a

conviction and sentence in a prosecution for using the mails to defraud in

violation of Criminal Code, § 21 5. (emphasis)
Argument is raised at Issue tailor-made-for (1819) Missing 13t Amendment

Argument aka Titles of Nobility Ame
«g-10” KX-JD lack of cap
from lobbying with tax-deductible

Property Appraiser elections

ndment challenge this judgment[FN#28].

organizations to form affiliates

lawyers to talk to government lawyers’ KK-JD.

See 461 U.S. at 5
restriction, ibid, observing that affected organization

“any independent benefit on account of its intention

See id. At 553 (Blackmun, J., co
was permissible because of the affiliate provision);

acity Regan prevented nonprofit organizations
contributions, yet a related provision permitted

to engage in active-lobby activities: that require

44. The Court noted that “dual structure” in upholding
had not been denied

to lobby, “ibid. At 545.

ncurring) reasoning that lobbying restriction
see also Rust, 500 U.S. at

.. (d.c#43 & #54 page 28-29 DV-18-37/38).

defines liens. .




198. Forcing a lawyer(s) on a R.C. “Rick” Lussy in a federal funded program
is unconstitutional and lack of capacity. _

«B-11” XK-JD lack of capacity is in contrast to Regan, FCC v. League of Women
Voters, 468 U.S. 364 (1984): '

The Court invalidated a federal law prohibiting noncommercial television-
radio stations that received federal grants from editorializing but Court noted
that if Congress permitted stations to “establish’ affiliate’ organizations which
could then use stations facilities to editorialize with nonfederal funds, such a

statutory mechanism would plainly be valid. Id at 400.
Regan, 461 U.S. at 547-548 uphold lobbying restrictions that applied to non-profit
organizations but exempted veterans’ organizations likened to BALCCB cannot
'lobby for lawyers in public courtrooms now-routine in CV-7 8-67-BU/DV-18-37/38.
«B-12” KK-JD lack of capacity in Adams v. United States ex rel. McCann -
317 U.S. 269 (1942) from Chicago 10.

U.S. Supreme Court, ... and with considered approval of court, ... and so,
likewise, may waive his constitutional right to assistance of counsel. P. 317
U. S. 275. 126 F.2d reversed: Certiorari, 316-U:S.-655; to-review judgment

reversing conviction and sentence in a prosecution for using mails to defraud

in violation of Criminal Code, § 215.
Right to assistance of counsel & the correlative right to dispense with a lawyer's

help are not legal formalisms yet with lack of capacity to compel cooperation.

«_. that faitness ... does not force a lawyer upon a defendant. He may waive
his right to assist of counsel if he knows what he is doing & his choice is
made with eyes open.” Johnson v. Zerbst, 304 US 458, 304 U. S. 468, 304 U.

S. 469. .
«B-13" KK-JD subordinate capacity to U.S. Constitution 5% & 7°

Amendment with Article I, §8, §9 & §10 compel conflict jurisdiction in jury verdict.

«B.14” KK-JD Agency lack of capacity is for U.S.-Supreme-Court-attempt- '

to-resolve-legal-status-of-African-Americans: Dred Scott v. Sandford, 60 U.S. (19
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How.) 393, 15 L. Ed. 691 (1857). Conclusion Congress was powetless to extend
U.S. citizenship rights to African Americans: this-white-RCL-slave-petitioner
demonstrates his lack of capacity at Butte Montana level.

«B-15" KK-ID lack of capacity is subordinafe to federal constitutional term

demand Pro Se RCL involuntary servitude as

“[F]or person laboring against that person's will to benefit another, is coercion
a condition of glavery, ... experienced in chattel slavery; involuntary
servitude may also refer to other forms of unfree labor not dependent upon

- compensation or it’s amount. Seven-Wikipedia references.
Unconstitutional: Appellant-Pro Se RCL in servitude to pro se “sovereign” WJID-

JWD sign as foreign British Accredited Registry (BAR) emolument privilege

franchise fee dues is an-antitrust-policy-failure without exemptions & immunities, -

that further subsidize pro se lawyer constitutional takings in USA fragile democracy.
“B-16” KK-ID lack of capacity except by self-administered, self-immunized
government lawyer judge with “Halo Effect” i.e. Fla. Judicial Canon 3D3 as is
Florida pre-election Judge Statement & State Supreme Court fraud definition-frauds
that réquire Judicial Canon 3D3 is fraud itself plus: “doctors” With no experience.

“B-17” KK-JD extortion attempt ($19,623.46) plus is unjust enrichmenﬂ &
is classic precedent-pizzo . necessity of. lawyer services in personal replevi
(festering since CV-78-67-BU) habeas corpus ad respndendum® ad

Judge Canon 3D(3) Acts of a judge, ... shall be absolutely privileged, ... .
Unjust enrichment (1897) 1. ... 2. A benefit obtained from another, not
intended as a gift and not legally justifiable, for which the beneficiary must make
restitution or recompense. * Unjust enrichment is :.. 3. The area of law dealing with
unjustifiable benefits of this kind. Black’s Law Dictionary 10™ Ed. (2014) P. 1771.
@ Personal replevin (1844) at common law, an action to replevy a person out
of ... another’s custody. Black’s Law Dictionary 10™ Edition (2014) p 1491.
EI Habeas corpus ad respndendum [Law Latin “that you have the body to
respond”] Black’s Law Dictionary 10" Ed. (2014) p 825.)
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satisfactiendum@ for Cases: DV-18-37/38 remand to jury trial herein ie.
government lawyer judge judgment-order/stare decisis are not Montana Statutes
under Legislative law & is no shield to unjust enrichment against DHL-HFL Estate
with sibling Per Se RCL preservation-protection inside Notice of Claim of Lien, all
Statutes in Montana Code Annotated: 71-3-103[FN#36], 71-3-532[FN#37] & 27-1-

1505[FN#36]. :

ISSUE THREE(C): FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS
Of LAW & ORDER.
“FINALLY, IT IS ORDERED that the oral motion for summary judgment presented
by the Plaintiff (sic) (Pro Se WJD with Pro Se JWD) is GRANTED.
. “C-1” Legally KX-JD pursuant M.R.Civ.P. 56(a) “no genuine issue as to

any material fact” must exist for “ORAL MOTION FOR SUMMARY
JUDGMENT”. Inconclusive. Appellant Pro Se RCL elaborates: M.R.Civ.P.
S6(d)}1)(2)(e) case is not fully adjudicated on this Motion, establishing Facts noted |
in Statement of Case & Facts establish lability requiring further testimony
~ demonstrating “Genuine Disputes To All Material Facts Continue” pursuant 28 U.S.

Code § 1746(2) my unsworn verify under penalty of perjury all is true and correct.
“C-2” KK-JD continued bias is documented as conspicuousﬂ culpability
pursuant UCC § 1-104 for unjust-enrichment is in bad faith & with unclean hands.

“C-3” Pro Se-RCL-MR. LUSSY: “...As I mentioned in Missoula (CV-79-

BU-BMM-ICL) the oral argument that uh, with Jeffrey Wade Dahood that ...

say I mean it’s all part of the circumstances and so the jury would be the

neutral decider of the case is my recommendation and my request your honor.

(d.c. transcript 6/6/2018 scheduling conference p 9 L 6-10, DV 18-37/38).
CONCLUSION FROM ARGUMENT

Appellant Pro Se RCL is obligated to Montana R. App. P. 8.(2)) Remand For

Suppiementation Of The Record to build a record denied him since November 9,

F] Habeas corpus ad satisfactiendum [Law Latin “that you have the body to make

amends "] Black’s Law Dictionary 10" Ed. (2014) page 825.)
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2015; stonewalled by Pro Se WID-JWD-HPL-LLR-JMB, separate-&-similar
argument MG-R continﬁe-to-control Blessed Mother-Father: DHL-HFL Estate.
M.R.App.P. Rule 8._(2) specifies RCL’s thirty-four lack of capacity Manifest
| Abuses of Discretionﬁ from hearsay-stare decisis-rendition is/are case studies
require fact witness testimony for direct application was-not-possible from evidence
'of CONCLUSIONS OF LAW (d.c. #44, #42, 45, #37, #35 in DV 18-37 and #53,
#53, #48, #46 in DV 18-38) is illegal hearsay-stare decisis rendition. Hearsay -
not relevant is generally inadmissible (MRC.P..RuIe 402 (2019)) hearsay (MRC.P.
" Rule 805 (2019)) in both DV-18-37/38 aka DA#19-577/DA#19-578 is correctly-

disproved.

SIGNATURE:
I sign this by declaration of compliance to (M.R.App.P. Rule 13(2)) & 28 U.S.

Code § 1746(2) unsworn declaration: “I declare (or certify, verify, or state) under
- penalty of peﬁuxy that the foregoing is true and correct Eiecuted on January 11,
2020 by g{/é Richard Charles Lussy a.k.a Richard C. Lussy appellant
pro se signed for himself with analysis is true. ‘

Iﬁ Construction UCC_§ 1-104 unified coverage Conspicuous UCC § 1-201
Definitions (10) “Conspicuous™ A term or clause is conspicuous when it is so
written that reasonable person against whom it is to operate ought to have noticed.

E‘] Abuse of Discretion is clear error defined “A district court has abused its
discretion if substantial evidence does not support its award of attorney’s fees.” ....”
Source: Standards of Review of Montana Appellate Courts (2015) pp12-13.

E Rendition n. (17¢) 1. The action of making, delivering, or giving out, such as a
legal decision; esp., the filing of a court order with the clerk of court. *A court’s
written order is “rendered” upon filing. 2. .... 3.... Blacks Law Dictionary 10"
Edition (2014) page 1487.
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o APPENDIX ||
Attached: Judgment DV 18-37 &/or DV-18-38 (as appropriate) (1-page);

December 30, 2019 Susie Krueger Clerk of District Court reply (1-page);
December 23, 2019 RCL Letter to Judge Krueger proxy Clerk Krueger (1-page);

July 10, 2019 MOTION As Answer For Permission To File In Self Defénse To
Affidavit: 7/9/19 Pro Se Dahood Secking $19,623.46 Before Telephofl
Hearing 7/12/19 In Four parts Genuine Disputes To All Material Facts Con | €.
(2-pages)
July 10, 2019 ANSWER BRIEF IN SUPPORT FOR PERMISSION TO If LE IN
SELF DEFENSE AFFIDAVIT 7/9/19 PRO SE DAHOOD SEEKING $19, 23.46
BEFORE TELEPHNIC FEE HEARING 7/12/19 IN FOUR PARTS, GE
DISPUTES TO ALL MATERIAL FACTS CONTINUE (8-pages)

i
i

November 18, 2019 (in DV-18-37) & November 15, 2019 (in D\{-118-38)
From Susie Krueger Clerk of Court Anaconda-Deer Lodge County Re: Motion:
Permission Leave to File: Statement of Unavailable Evidence Written Law
Contract: for record on Appeal with a Proposed Order attached. ‘

12/7/2006, “Indenture-Agreement” Life estate Mother Dorothy H. Lussy,
Henry Paumie Lussy allowed in Basement of homestead: 1818 Tammany Street,
Exhibit A-8483 (1-page)

Deer Lodge County Certification of a Death Certificate Blessed Mother (1-page)

4/17/2018 from Susie Krueger Clerk of Court Anaconda-Deer Lodge County
To Whom It May Concem: Dorothy Helen Lussy/Date of Death: November 2,
2015 ...no Estate or Will has ever been filed with this office for the above-named

individual. Exhibit A-8544 | (1-page)

7/18/2015 from Beth Conley Chief Deputy Office of Clerk United States
District Court. “I regret to inform you that T am unable to supply copies of the
documents you requested on case CV-78-67-BU as the case file has been
destroyed. Exhibit A-8978 ' (1-page)

4/10/2018 from Coleen Hanley, Chief Deputy of Operations to Richard
Lussy ...Please be advised that there is no fee required to file a motion to reopen a
civil case in federal court. Exhibit A-8538 (1-page)




11/3/15 from Henry Paumie Lussy ... to Richard Lussy, by the instructions
-.of Dorothy. Lussy’s trust. ... Federal Express Mail Cashiers Check. $35,000
refused. Exhibit A-8304 (inadmissibility Living Trust as destroyed) (1-page)

[7/23/19 Affidavit Exhibit A-8571 is a separate attachment hereafter] evidence
Racketeering Organized Crime: International Green Machine Sex Solicit then Threat
" to RE: petitioner pro se R.C. “Rick” Lussy Candidate 2016 & 2020-24.
LOCATION: Embassy Suites, Hilton-Hotel 3974 NW S.River Dr, Miami Fla.
33412. DATE” July 23, 2019. Monday night, 7:45pm @ Embassy Suites/
. AGENT: SSA (Sabotage surveillance Agent) Christenson’s sex solicit-&-
threat work as proxy: 5%, 6%, 7%... party for lawyer lobbyists... ABA. (as attached)

Story behind the story: Butte Montana CV-78-67-BU: 10(b)(5)[FN#59] case
shall be reopened for free by Coleen Hanley Chief Deputy of Operations (Appendix:

Exhibit A-8538) after case records were destroyed, verified by Beth Conley Chief
Deputy (Appendix: Exhibit A-8978). CV-78-67-BU was a securities fraud claim
that did not litigate $500,000+/- voided interest bearing promissory notes. Stoppage
was due to one thing: Change of client RC Lussy law firm management: From:
Competent high brow, white shoe, original Plaintiff Nick Verwolf Lawyer (Harold
Van Dye Missoula Local Counsel-both University of Montana Law School
Graduates): Hensel, Fetterman, Martin & Todd law Firm. To hostile-incompetent
medical malpractice Seattle Law Firm replacement Mark Davidson prime counsel
(Guy McClelland Missoula counsel) Williams Lanza Kastner & Gibbs law firm
acquisition. Purpose of law-business sale was to vest partner’s pensions. Res
judicata & statute of limitations do not apply. |
Manifest abuse of discretion by Gov’t Lawyer Judge Lawyer Krueger’s 8-
categorical conflicts of interest[FN#57] required bias-discrimination against Pro Se

RCL by ABA institutional mandate.

S




P o1

. Richard . Lussy (“RCL”) Esqg., MAL SRA
RICHARD LUSSY & ASSOCIATES (Property Appraisers)
360 Sixth Avenue South, P.0. Box 152 o
Naples, FL. 34106; Telephone (239) 263-5413;

E-mail: ricklussy‘@yahoo.écm Petitioner pro se

MONTANA STATE SUPREME COURT

From: UNITED STATES MONTANA DI VISTON: Shall Reopen: CV-78-67-BU;
To: Consolidate DV _18-37 With DV_18-38 Before 10/06/19 Notice of Appeal Is

Due & Formal Procedure Probate DP-18-31 Destroyed-Living-Trust-As-Last Wil
& Testarent CV<17-79-BUin 9" DCA 18-35937 With Disgorgement Process.

I_Q_; WRIT OF NIANDATE (MCA 27-26:101) ‘ Cause No.

Inre: R.C.“RICK” LUSSY (“RCL") aka
CANDIDATE, 2016 AND-2020-2024 ELECTIONS
PETITIONER/PLAINTIFF PRO SE/INJURED
VERSUS , |

HENRY PAUMIE LUSSY, LAUNA LYNN ROQUE, JTENAHLEE MURIE
BORNFF; WADE J. DAHOOD, JEFFREY WADE DAHOOD, INDIVIDUALLY
OF KNIGHT & DAHOOD LAW FIRM, MERMA GREEN. ASSESSOR
MONTANA STATE DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE; JEREMIAH C. LYNCH
UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE; BRIAN M, MORRIS, ARTICLE III UNITED
STATES JUDGE [No. CV-17-79-BU & NINTH CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEAL
18-35937]; TYLER GILMAN CLERK [No.:CV-78-67-BUJ, KURT KRUEGER,
DISTRICT COURT MONTANA STATE JUDGE [No. DV 18-37; DV_18-38 &
DP-18-31 [RE: FORMAL PROBATE DOROTHY _HELEN LUSSY]; ANDRE
BURKE DIRECTOR OVER OFFICE OF PRESDIENT: AMERICAN BAR
ASSOCIATION TRADE UNION; JOHN MUDD EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR:
MONTANA BAR ASSOCIATION TRADE UNION & DIANA MOSS,
PRESIDENT: AMERICAN ANTITRUST INSTITUTE.
RESPONDENTS’/DEFENDANTS’ PRO SE/FRAUDSTERS/RACKETEERS’

~rtraordinary Writ Montana Code Annotated Rules 14 & 11 Jurisdiction
PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDATE (ot an Appea)
IN AFFIDAVIT FORM WITH APPENDIX
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FACTS & EXTRAORDINARY CIRCUMSTANCES FOR JURISDICTION
Montana Supreme Courtﬂ Rule Civil Procedurs 14(3)(b)(1) & 11(4)).

PARTIES: A.) R.C. “Rick” Lussy (“RCL") aka Candidate, 2016 And-2020-2024
Elections followed by Defendant Indispensible Parties [FN#2];
B.) Henry Paumie Lussy (“HPL.”); C.) Launa Lynn Reque (“LLR”)
D.) Jenahlee Murie Bomff (“JMB”) E.) Merna Green (“MG”) Montana
Department of Revenue, F.) Wade J. Dalicod (“WID-KD”) Individually & G.)
Jeffrey Wade Dahood (“JWD-KD") Individually In Law Firm Knight & Dahood
(“KD”); H.)  Merna Green Asséssor Montana State Department of Revenue
(“MGR™), L) Jeremiah C. Lynch U.S. Magistrate (“JCL-JD); J.) Brian Matthew
Mortis, Article III US Judge (“BMM-ID); K.) Tyler Gilman Clerk (“TG-CK”); L.)
Kurt Krueger, Montana District Court Judge (“KK-JD”) together with
indispensable parties: M=N-&-0.) M.) Andre Burke Director Over Office of
President American Bar Association Trade Union; N.) Kate Ellis, Chair Mont. Bar
Ass’n Trade Union & O.) Diana Moss, Pres., American Antitrust Institute [FN#3].

Undisputed Public Record Facts For Jurisdiction | |
#1-a-i) Stare decisis is an issue-in-fact. A replication from loser 1776: old
English ossified King George Iif precederit-judge-made-case-law: hearsay! It’s not
American, not legal-constitutional & not codified common law rules for jury trial.
o Stare decisis masquerades to distract & make work to churn lawyer fees against
RCL’s purpose: impeach-sue-prosécute defendants’ in a disgorgement process.
#1-a-ii) Ever confident pro se Kriieger’s “facts” are fraud as heis a
fraud after admitting to his funictional illiteracy. “The court doesn’t understand
your pleadings that are before this couri.” DDV-18-37/DV-18-38 consolidated
transcript 2/5/19, P. 13, L. 21»?_2

KRUEGER piles on DV-18- 37/]3V 18-38 to prohibit RCL from proceeding pro
se filing further pleadings as pro se without leave of this court”. Ibid,
#1-a-iii) Identical to records destroyed: CV-78-67 lead up: CV-

ﬂ Montana Sup. Court. supervisory control. Three courts: Fed. & state: cause
gross injustice: constitution & law issues involve stafe/nation wide importance
include Probate Formal Procedure be utilized 3.9-yeats-passed-to-date.

1



“prohibiting RCL_from proceeding pro se fling further pleadings as pro sé

without leave of this_court. Manufactured malicious public records without a
corrective remedy. Continued into 1088-07-96-00-04-08-12-16 Fla. lost Elections.

#1-b) WID-JWD with unknown contract: HPL for DH Lussy Estate. Knew HPL
had no money except a social security check. LLR-JMB &-children that did not

come to add value to Anaconda. WJD boast to RCL on 11/9/15 of his $1,000

yellow tie. Consequently, lawyer enterprise has deep pockets to pay.
#1-c) December 2006, happy boomerang HPL photo of DHL Exhibit A-8536,

after securing free basement-to-live-in coming vom Seward-Anchorage Alaska.
Thereafter, HPL became a-nest-keeper that hatched the egg of elder desperation-
abuse syndrome to manipulate-emotionally-isolate-contro1 mothers’ “happiness”.
#1-d) LYNCH US COURT: “/DJid defendant Wade Dahood, was he involved
in the probate proceedings”. JW DAHOOD: “He was the atiorney for the
Estate.” CV-17-79-BU transcript 4/6/18, Page 12 L. 7-9.
#1-¢) W DAHOOD: “[T]he Pfau case (CV-17-79-BU-BMM-JCL) ... specific

fraud elements need to be pled... » Ibid Page 11 Lines 16-18. RCL. satisfactorily -

added specific fraud elements-racketeering civil-tort RICO, negligence in
subsequent DV-18-37/DV-18-38 with Third Party Countér Claim-Added Parties.
#1-¢) MGR in DV-18-38: court judgment $90,001.30 default & another court
$89,828.56 default judgment in CV-17-79-BU-BMM-ICL.
#1-f) Nov. 2, 2015 Blessed (saint) Mother Dorothy Helen Lussy (“DHL”)

Death Certificate, Deer Lodge County, Montana.
#1-g) HPL no known ad hominem hate till 11/9/2015 WJID Law Office per
HPL letter (6/6/07) to RCL Exhibit A-8527. Yet, contrarian denied RCL to
process three-property tax-appeal applications with MGR: Exhibits A-8533-34-35.

#1-h) MGR refuse appeal applications: badmouth stranger RCL via Dahood.




#1-1) MGR refuse appeal assessed (unwilling seller) value opposite MCA 15-8-
111(1) All property appraised at 100% of its market (willing seller) value.

#1-j) Son #3-of-#4: RCL (Exhibit A-8287) sibling to quiet competent Blessed
(sainted) parents Mother DHL & Father Henry Francis Lussy (“HFL”).

#1-K) RCL self-defense is against one-judge rulelstare decisis implementing
Titles-of-Nobility-Amendment-aka-Missing 13™ Amendrent (ratified in 1819) to
enforce employee accountability in government at-all-levels.

#1-1) HFL-DHL to RCL in 1983-Seattle: Trust-Was-The-Last-Will-&-

Testament: i.e. “Upon death of seitler, the trust shall become irrevocable.”

Source: Exhibit A-8281. Therefore: Defendants’ manufactured malicious public
records of Exhibit A-8282, A-8306 & A-8304 are malicious public records. As
HPL: (i) has only social security pension; (ii) no limited power of attorney; (iii)
not appointed conservator, (iv) no formal release for 1* Montana Bank. (v) As
DHL-HFL knew HPL never would equal share with brothers. He never gave gifts.

#1-m) Overall: No inventory, no cooperation all-everyone is lying for a living.
Conclusion: HPL, LLR, JMB with WID-JWD-KD must buy brothers ¢ut: not take.

Defendants’ Facts: No Legal Authority before Nov. 9, 2015 Is Racketeering.
#2-a) In Anaconda Deer Lodge County Montana at 113 E. Third Street: Knight

& Dahood Law Office: Lawyer Enterprise plus Indispensable Parties [FN#3].

#2-b) RCL weekly+ phone call(s) to Mother: “A¢ least your happy in your own
home: Mom’s answer: “NO!”; |

#2-¢) Another RCL phone call to Mother: “You have HPL to play cards with &
to talk with? Mom’s answer: “I don’t even know where he is!”; RCL
Conclusion: Elder isolation is a tool to punish & torture to socially control.
Induced isolation is always a key to —-despair/happiness and good/bad health,
“Loneliness won’t just make Mom miserable-it would kill her. Induced loneliness
lock-DHL-in-the-house only return-at-dark. This was not how DHL raised HPL: a
needy-high-maintenance-complaining:baby-pubescent-adolescent-to-75-year-old-
boomarang-home: ingrate, now 62-to-71 years-old (1944 D.O.B. 2006-to-2015).




2-d) After RCL spoke at DHL’s Catholic Burial Mass he asked HPL what aré
your thoughts: HPL said: “She never did anything for me.” Doting, 100-percent
kind-kind-kindness-giving, quiet-competent lifé<givirig-mother. - T

#2-¢) Mother DHL after time of signing Exhibit A-8282: it now makes sense: “J
hope he (HPL) starts whistling again, as he whistled before he got married.”
(DHL had already signed 301 & 305 Main Street over to brother Jer, years before.)

HPL’s isolation-torment despetation syndrome was malicious to DHL.

2-f) Nov. 5, 2015 burial day: HPL, LLR & JMB sealed access to RCL: 1818
Tammany, DHL’s residence “crime scene” removed DHL’s modest diamond ring.

2-g) HPL, LLR & JMB isolated selves 11/5/15 afternoon Washoe Theatre
movie showing & did not socialize JD’s (Jerry’s daughter) west valley new home.

2-h) Post November 9, 2015, HPL shut-off house phone (406) 563-2828, shut-
off cell phone & shut off E-mail address, & refused US mail pickup certified
return receipt to inventory of Blessed Mother DHL personalty.

2-i) Did not-show: under Washoe Theatre Marquee verified by Sheriff Deputy
Exhibit A-8528 (2-p) accompanied by agent Errol-for-RCL standing.

Defendants’ Fraudulent “Aunthority” Purloined On November 9, 2015.
#3-a) In 113 E. Third Street: Knight & Dahood Law Office: #3-b) WID-HPL

both denied RCL a completé copy of DHL’s Living Trust. #3¢) WID eye-to-eye to
RCL “Her living will died when she died’’. This proof of malice is evidenced by

WJD given to RCL document RCL stapled WJD’s card to: “Upon the dedth of this
settler, the trust shall become irrevocable.” Source-Exhibit A-8281.

Defendants’ Deep Pockets’ Control all of U.S. Commerce-&-U.S. Elections
#4-3) Defendants’ deep pockets’ control all of U.S. commerce-&-all-U.S.

elections or else the prior forty-one years would have been lawful & not contrary
to good morals. Defendants’ are well able to pay the $33 Billion with nine zeros.

#4-b) ]-W-DAHOQOD For Defendant W-J-DAHOOD: “... It all stems around
an Estate which was handled in the Third Judicial District Court of Deer Lodge
County in front of the Honorable Ray J. Dayton in which my father handled the
Estate of the parties’ parents, & specifically their mother.” Your Honor ~CV-17-
79-BU Missoula-Trans. 4/6/18 Pg 4 L19-23. [See Dayton’s 6/6/1 8 trans. 15-pg]




#4-¢) Anaconda Clerk Krueger instanily impeaches JWD on 4/17/18, Exhibit A-
8544: “No Estate or Will has ever been filed with this-office: DHLussy 11/2/15.”
#4-d) WID-JWD-KD with other participating indispensableﬂ deep pocketﬂ pro
se lawyers: —enterprise parties stand-alone to pay jury verdict & subsequent
certified-consubstantial disgorgement of assets that-include-diamond-wedding
rings as taken from Mother-DHL & subject to civil RICO IOO% control commerce
& Florida 1988-92-96-00-04-08-12018 (Exhibit A-8339) elections premised on
Old English: hearsay stare decisis, not codified law.
#4-¢) The Lawyer enterprise is publically recognized as a caﬂel.ﬁ
Four-Records Destruction: Undisputed Public Record Facts,
#5-i) Defendants’ cover-up control RCL case evidence within lawyer enterprise.
#5-A) FIRST-DESTRUCTION: CV-78-67-BU. Clerk of U.S. Court letter
proof 2/18/15. (Exhibit A-8978); #5-B) SECOND-DESTRUCTION: HPL-WID-
JKWD-KD destroy DH Lussy Living Trust-As-Last Will & Testament 3.9-years.
#5-C-i) THIRD-DESTRUCTION: CV-17:79-BU-BMM-ICL real tinie tape

record April 6, 2018 hearing for real-time listening. Transeript does not translate

ﬁ Indispensible . parties_in caption: Lawyer Enterprise: JC. Lynch U.S.
Magistrate, B.M. Momis, Article III US Judge [CV:17-79-BU & 9" Cir. Ct.
Appeal 18-35937]; T. Gilman U,S Clerk [CV-78-67-BUJ, K. Krueger Mont. State
Judge [DV 18-37; DV, 18-38 & DP-18-31 [Re: Formal Probate Dorothy Helen
Lussy]; Andre Burke Director Over Office Of President: American Bar
Association Trade Union: Johin Mudd Executive Director: Montana Bar
Association Trade Union & Diana Moss, President: American Antitrdust Institute.

| Deep Pocket Substantial wealth & resources Black’s Law Dict. 8% Ed. P 447.

" Lawyers have apparently learned to play the same game. Even after the
collapse of the so-called law-school bubble... “The dmerican Bar Association
operates a state-approved cartel.” Source: The Atlantic, June 2018 page 56.
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due to the judges Judgitisﬁ as pocket judges-with ABA-Lawyer-Supremacy QOath
to continue the ABA discrimination. in governance policy.against all others.

#5-d) FOURTH-DESTRUCTION: JCL-ID, BMM-ID; TG-CK & KK-JD
for forty-one years use defective pleading stare decisis that is not codified to
distract Pleadings in four complaints that now also -include Estate Security
Agreement: “content of notice of right to claim lien & No lien for claim not due
incorrectly called opposing counsel & Tudge Krueger called: “liens”.

Defendants’ ‘Common Law Piea&ing Stare Decisis: Stops 100% jury trials,
#6-1) Defendants’ malicious stare decisis “equal” rules of common law after

jury trial procedure, requires a re-reading of US Amendment VII noted.
. #6-ii) Defendants’ churn cases: useless, worthless, unnecessary work is at issue. -

#6-iii) Defendants’ must NOW: cease & desist use all Old English stare decisis |
as not Ametican codified-constitutional law.
#7- EXCEPTIONAL—-CIRCUMSTANCE-FACT': Pro se defendant appointee
Us. Judge Lynch (salary $191,000+); Morris (salary $208,000+) & elected
Montana Judge Kruger (salary $132,567+), each are certified in American Bar
Ass’n methoaﬁ three year law school juris doctor diploma with no doctors’
experience what-so-ever; are frauds on RCL, John-Q~Public & Alice-Average-
Public: lawyers sole customers. |

#8-i) Proof ABA-Montana Bar As‘sOciation and AAI (American Antitrust
Institute) do not teach codified-constitutional law per se. America’s fifty states
rely on codified-constitutional law not siare decisis:~loser-1776-King-George
1Il’s: (not- [JS book common law rule publi-sh) Bell Aflantic Corp. v. Twombly
srrelevant as Issue-Pleading not a Commons=law-pleading, a Code-Fact-Pleading

not a Special-Pleading.

'Iudgitis (1956) An emotional disequilibrium. . Judicial Diva(2) Black’s Law
" Dictionary 10" Ed. (2014) p. 970.




#8-ii.) Law-schools-only-teach stare deci: vis/precedent/judge»made-case—law )
to churn-lawyer fees in a masquerade to becoming Rules of Common Law. #8-i1i.)
This vitiates-voids the prospective US Amendmént VII jury trials lawsuit’
purpose, with negligence-racketeering-fraud & malice-of-forethought.

Stare Decisis-No Facts: American Law Lost To Ossified Old English Law.
#9-i) Lawyer-squirrels busy burying stare decisis/acorn: void 100% jury trial.
#9-ii) Defendants’ use stare decisis direct from Old England’s unwritten

constitution is not appropriate post-1776 America’s success against Old England!
#9-iii) Defendants’ Lynch/Motris/Krueger 100-percent deny functional literacy

hold to Lawyer Superiority Oath to self-immunize no good behavior require jury
impeachment and jury certification for cfiminal disgorgement process.

PARTICULAR LEGAL QUESTIONS-ISSUES ANTICIPATED gyt 145)ii).
#10-a) Question-Issue-For-Order to; Cease and Desist: Target-Stalk-Aitack-

Bully-Badger-Tormenting RCL. This behavior began-&-continues after US Judge

Murray-w-Son-&-Cousin in CV-78-67-BU, Racketeering-sex & threat examples:

(i) Sex threat Exhibit A-8571, (ii) graphic bullet hole-glass-crack-age in RCL’s
computer screen; (iii) Sabotage surveillance continues post CV-78-67-BU despite
U.S. Constitution Article 1, § 9 say: “No monéy shall be draw from the Treasury,
but in consent of appropriations made by law.”

#10-b) Cease & Desist court ordéred 24/7 gécret surveillance warrants (“SSW”)

hiring sabotage surveillance agents (“SSA™) &-any-&-all subsequent 3, 4", 5%,
6 7% 8% .. party agents apply electronic computer hacking changing, words,
numbers, file deletions & telephone tapping, physical comiings & goings to-
provide SSA with $60,000 cash walking around money to-purchase-malice oﬁ
RCL. #10-c) This is to pfc')test government lawyer employment.

#11-to-#15) Order Consolidation (MCA (2017) Rule 42(a)(2)). #11-Blessed
(Saint’s) Mother DHL (D.0.D.11/2/15) with Father HFL (D.0.D.3/9/88) Formal

8 4BA Overrules I* Amendment. Wall Street Journal 8/17/2016, Ron Rotunda.
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Procedure Probate DP-18:31] #12-CV-17-79-BU-BMM-ICL in 9" Cir. .Ct
 Appeal 18-359%7 that spavmed #13-DV-18-370) & #14-DV-18-38, #15-Caption
CV-7 8~67~BU@ records destroyed!| Clerk letter to reopen file for fi~ee.

#16) Supervise-jury issue the punitive $83,811.73 @$19,623.46 from Judges
Ray Dayton 1-hearing 6/6/18; Krueger 2-hearings (2/5/19 & 7/12/19) for Guinness
Book of World Record Judgment: Two id’eﬁtical orders two-different captions:
DV-18-37 & DV-18-38.

#18) (i) Supervise allow RCL-pro-se to compete against Montana’s finest
lawyers as neither, adequately trained nor, adequately qualified in/for jury trials.

Law schools have all but sbandoned education of triai lawy‘ers;ﬂ (ii) The three-

l; Cagtion: DP-18-31 RE: Dorothy Helen Lussy, WID-JWD refused to file.
aption: CV-17-79-BU-BMM-JCL, U.S. District Court Montana District,
100% Jury Trial: w/4-video cameras. Richard Charles Lussy Plaintiff v- Henry
Paumie Lussy, Launa Lynn Roque, Jauhlee Murie Bomf, Merna Greeh Assessors
Office Mont. Department of Revenue & Wade J. Dahood Esq. Defendants.

9 Caption: Counterclaim: DV-18-37 Wade J. Dahood vs. Richard C. Lussy &
caption 3™ Party Claim 1% Amended Defendant add Parties Richard C. Lussy-vs-
Wade J. Dahood, Jeffrey W. Dahood, Henry Paumie Lussy, Launa Lynn Roque &
Jenahlee Murie Bornff. _ '

m Caption: Counterclaim: DV-18-38 Henry Paumie Lussy vs. Richard C. Lussy
& caption Third Party Claim First Amended Defendant add Parties Richard C.
Lussy -vs- Henry Paumie Lussy Wade J. Dahood, Jeffrey W. Dahood, Launa Lynn
Roque & Jenahlee Murie Bornff, Metna Green, County Assessor, Mont. Depart.
Revenue Counter-Defendants.
\ EI CV 78-67-BU caption Henry F. Lussy and Richard C. Lussy vs. Francis R.
Bennett; Knight, Dahood, Mackay and Mclean, as a partnership composed of
Wade J. Dahood, Conde F. MacKay and David J. McLean; and David J. Mclean as
an individual Defendants’. _
13 CV 78-67-BU case record destroyed See Clerk Letter: Exhibit A-8978.
3. CV-78-67-BU Please see U.S. Clerk (Exhibit A-8538) to reopen for free.
T4« aw schools have all but abandoned the education of trial lawyers... if you
have to, but go to court.” F. Lee Bailey, The Defense Never Rests, (1971) Page 17.
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year law school ecurriculum refugse t6 teach moot cowrt & moek trial'Eﬂ (iii)

American Bar Ass’n., Mont-Bar Asg’n threes-year law school gov’t certification
power with Atheérican Antitrust Institute complicity grant juris doctor diplomas
with no-doctor-experience what-so-ever: a-fraud-on-the-public.

#19-i) Re-Reconsider Kruger’s “lien” fantasy $83,811.73 (@$19,623.46) DV-
18-37/DV-18-38 as No “lien” ever existed: gnly notice of claim of lien & riot due.

#19-ii) Re-order Mr. Jeffrey Wade Dahood: “That’s correct, Your Honor.
There were some liens put against our law office so we have filed quiet fitle to
that.” 4/6/18 Missoula Transcript, CV~17-79-BU. Page-43 Lines-23-25.

#19-iii) Jurisdiction functional literacy infamous specific “lien” language is below.
Case DV-18-37; Exhibit A-8547 (3-page) “First Lien NOTICE OF CLAIM OF
LIEN AGAINST WADE J. DAHOOD ESQ.; FORFITURE OF HIS PROPERTY
PURSUANT: CV-78:67<BU, [FN#1, #2, #3, #4] Henty F. Lugsy and Richard C.
Lussy vs. Francis R. Bennett, Knight, Dahood, Mackay and McLean, By This
SPECIAL GENERAL FACTOR Pre Se Plaintiff 100% STAKEHOLDER: RICK
LUSSY ESQ.” AND ,
#19-iv) Case DV-18-38: Exhibit A-8329 (1-page) “First Lien Notice LIEN
TERMINATES TENANCY: EVICTION (HFL-DHL Home: 1818 Tammany)
#19-v) Ibid: Exhibit A-8330 (l-page) “First Lien Notice of LIEN BY
PRIMOGENITURE ABOLISHED

#19-vi) Ibid: Exhibit A-8531 (2-pages) “First Lien of Notice of LIEN CLAIM
BY SPECIAL GENERAL FACTOR TO 75%. FROM 25% STAKEHOLDER

E’_’;Moot Court/Mock Trial aré not core/required courses’ to graduate three-year
- law school with juris doctor(s) diploma with no doctérs’ experience what-so-gver:
o Jeffrey Wade Dahood graduate J.1D. 2005. University of South Dakots,

Law School Vermillion: (Mascot Coyotes) no moot-court/mock trial to graduate;

6 Jeremiah C. Lynch U.S. Magistrate with Tvler P._Gilman, Clerk of
U.S. District Court: Missoult & Wade J. Dahood graduate University of Montana
in Missoula Law School: (Mascot Grizzly): no moot ct/mock trial to graduate;

o Brian Matthew Morris U.S. Judge graduate J.D. 1992, University of
Sanford, Palo Alto CA Law School: (Mascot Peregosinus [part bird, part
mammal, completely imaginary: 4-legged with no torso & bird head]) does not
require moot court/mock trial to graduate with juris doctor diploma,
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Argument: RCL states Judge Krueger did not read-&-took JWD-WJD word on:

“Notice.of Claim of Lien” MCA 71:3:532 Content of notice of right to claim lien

& MCA 71-3-103 No lien for claim not due, all-in-court-record.

#19-iii) (RCL 2-page) “Motion As Answer For Permission To File In Self
Defense To Affidavit: 7/9/19 Pro Se Dahood Seeking $19,623.46 Before
Telephonic Fee hearing 7/12/19: In Four Parts. Genuine Disputes To All Material
Facts Continue.

(RCL 8-page) “Answer Brief In Support For Permission To File In Self
Defense Affidavit: 7/9/19 Pro Se Dahood Seeking $19,623.46 Before Telephonic
Fee hearing 7/12/19: 4-Parts. Genuine Disputes To All Material Facts Continue,

Argument: Judge Krueger admitted RCL could read: Motion & Answer BriefIn

support. When no lien existed: only content of notice of ¥ight to claim lien (MCA
71-3-532) & no lien for claim not due (MCA 71-3-103) wartants supervision.

SUMMARY FASHION ARGUMENT-AUTHORITY FOR JURISDICTION

[A]l Order supervised telephonic hearing(s) to pro se R.C. “Rick” Lussy
(“RCL”) aka Candidate 2016 &-2020-2024 Elections: to 215 N. Sanders, #323
Helena Mt. 2,680 miles from Naples FL: (vca 251101 Loeal Rule 3¢(2)(a) & Civil Rule 2).

[B] Apply-order consolidation Rule 42: DV-18-37 / DV 18-38 follow 9/6/19
judgment before 30-day Appeal Notice due 10/6/19: Krueger refused everything.

[C] Order to supervise public servarits’ remedy: each a government lawyer, each
a subservient public servant, not an over-lord: paid public monies: Magistrate-
Judges: Lynch/ Morris[[] Clerk Gilman{™ with Montana State Judge Kurt
Kruegeﬂ involved in four sets of destroyed records, paragraphs: 5-a thru 5-g.

W CV 17-79-BU Jeremiah C. Lynch US Magistrate $191,000/year + benefits.

" 1bid. Art, IIT US Dist Ct Judge B.M Morris $208,000+ benefits: USCourts.gov.
B8 US Clerk Court Mt Dist. Tyler Gilman(avge: 835,868+ benefits)

® DV 18-37/38 Judge Krueger ($136,896 + benefits) wwwi.greatfalls tribune.



http://www.grea

D] Order supervise-temedy for pro se RCL to self defend after forty-one year
CV-78-67-BU Judge Murray (DOD 1994) make work for.son Charles A. Murray

Jr. (dead) with cousin William Murray. As in Butte identical to Krueger's
prohibition of RCL to act in own self defense: DV 18-37/DV 18-38 etc. etal.
“[EJnjoining (RCL) from proceeding pro se in any Mont. court without
requesting a leave to file or proceed, & staying all pending actions bought by
him pro se”
Source: 78-67-BU Judge Murray (Dead 10/3/94.) RCL ask replacement Davidson
& McClullend to conflict-out Peier Meloy CV-80-41/12713 as former employee of
current/again pro se Wade J. Dahood to rig settlement: 10b-5 securities fraud
3500K+/- securities/promissory rotes never were litignied. Both Davidson &
McClullend lawyers laughed about incestuous Montana.

[E] Omitted-ignored RCL argument for written attorney-fée-contract requirement
per Uniform Commercial Code § 2-201{1).
[¥] Recotisider MGR’s two-court judgmient defaults ($89,828.56) i CV-17-79-
BU & ($90,001.30) in DV-18-38) Merna Green Mont. Dept. of Revenue;
o MGR public servant denial to publicly serve the public RCL to-give three
Anaconda appeal forms per HQ Helena policy.
© MGR repetition of libel per se as a stranger to RCL ori Dahood Case;
o MGR unconstitutional 100% rparket (willing seller) property tax assessed
(unwilling seller) MCA 15-8-111 Appraisal-Market Value Standard-
Exceptions warrants a 15% reduction on three properties.

I[G] TWD for WID refuse to comply with Mont. Uniform Civil Rule 2(b)
briefing requirement, submission support of Motions for “Lien” removal.

[H] Judges Lynch, Morris/Kruéger no good behavior moliycoddled-JWD.
[1] Magistrate Lynch, Judges Morris/Krueger are hostile, with false accusations,
by allocution, charges of talking-over, Krueger advised RCL not to argue during a

hearing of argument.

[31 DH Lussy Estate is identical to Mrs. Margaret Alpha Buob Estate via-

corrupt: stare decisis, Mrs. Buob’s three-heirs received nothing.
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(K] ARGUMENT The 78-67-BU Securities Fraud 10(b)(5) was never litigated:
§500K-+--voided interest bearing promissory notés-as-securities. a one-party-in-
power-government. Control is by apostasy requiring Montana State COl;SizI_t;ltlon -
Article II: Section 26 Trial by Jury, formal Procedure Probate MCA 79-1-208(1)

with all Issues Of Fact To Be Decided By Jury MCA 75.7-103 seeking jury-
cess for

verdict that-includes criminal certification referral disgorgement pro

spouses diamond rings from the Jawyer énterprise[FN#B,#ti] that created from

absolutely nothing, aided & abetted: Nov. 9, 2015 this family-fraud-problem in
WID-JWD Law-Office.
{L] Order a supervised-remedy on-oath-judges Lynch/Morris/Gilman/Krueger

- public servant paid employees need funictional literacyie. “to understanding what

quoting hearsay: with no live testimony: Bell Atlantic Corp. V. Twombly pleading.

[N] Bell Atlantic Corp- V. Twombly stare decisis apply as precedent in Old
B England’s uhwritten constitution is a shotgun to Cominon Law/Special Pleading;
[0] RCL’s Notice Pleading in Code-Fact Pleading is legally sufficient for a

- 100-percent jury verdict second opinion with four-cameras.

\
they read”.
] [M1 Order all government lawyers that gave illegal-not-constitutional advice ‘
CERTIFICATE OF FILING & SERVICE ACCOMPANIMENT:

_ | NOTARIZED AFFIDAVIT
The Montana State Supreme Court rulées compliance with Extraordinary Writ of
Mandamus/Mandate Rule 14 & 11 require RCL certify this petition-affidavit in
the nature of existing statutory public duty. !

- Petition for writ of Mandamus/Mandate contains _3.437_ narrative words,

_561_, footnote-words and this certification total word count: 3,998 _ is-less- i

- than-the 4,000 word-limit, on twelve pages Rule 11(4)(c) with 14-point font
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including footnotes, Timies New Romsn print style. Word count by word

- processing system of text and fovthotes, exchuding under Rule T1(4)(d)(e): tables™ ~ -

of-contents, table-of-citations, certificate of service, certificate of compliance, the
appendix that contain statutes, rules, repulstions and other pertinent court
pleading-matters.

STATE OF FLORIDA

County of Collier

Richard (Rick) C. (Charles) Lussy petitioner duly sworn, deposes & states below:

1.)I am 69-years old, Florida State resident with personal knowledge of facts
herein.

2.) I suffer no legal disability, other than tasked with impeaching-to-correct
government lawyer-manipulated-&-falsified public records these forty-one years
in a 100-percent jury trial verdict due process redress with four video carneras: 1-
questioner, 1-repliant; 1-two judges & 1-jury.

3.) I present this in good faith, as to best of my knowledge & belief: truth as
correct-&-brief.
Signature g7/

| NOTARY PUBLIC SWORR & VERIFIED
SWORN To as truth & Subscribed before ;t'l/g}hys 27" day of September, 2019,
by Richard C. Lussy, gyl . who () is personally known to me or who
(__) have produced his Florida Drivers License Class E, No. 1.200-743-50-269-0
as 1dent1ﬁcatlon 860 Sixth Ave. South P.O. Box 152, Naples Fla. 34106. E-mail:

dyahoo.com, Ph 239-263-5413. /& %
By__// Zé/

Notay/ Publi¢, State of Florida

I.NA Lf;E- /gém A ééj// lic

o"‘. Notary Pubtic - Staté of Fiarida , Pfillt, Name Of NOta!'y Public
v Cofmission # GG 042860

'.'.m \
foﬁr\.d# My Coftm. Expires Oct 27, 2020
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CERTIFICATE OF U.S. MAIL SERVICE
Mont. Rule 4(d)(3XAYHA)) Civit Procedure 1, 7/
certify On September 2% 2019 US mail to.

{ " Rick C." Lussy

of Montana State Supreme Court, Mailing
MT. 59620, Main Ph (406) 444-3859,
¢ #323, Helena, MT. 59601 phone (406)
(Original & 9-copies)

. 1-To: Mr. Bowen Greenwood Clerk
Address: P.O. Box 203003, Helena,
Physical address 215 N. Sanders Stree
444-3858. $100 check attached-#008

2-to-6.) Wade J. & Jeffrey Wade Dahood, KNIGHT & DAHOOD 1-copy
Agents per Service Rule 4(e)(2): Montana Rules of Civil Procedure. Law Office,
P.0O. Box 727, 113 E. Third St. Anaconda, MT 59711, Phone (406) 563-3424,
FAX (406) 563-7519 E-Mail: Teff fed@kdesdlaw.com And existing counsel of
record for: Henry Paumie Lussy (temporary for jury verdict: 1818 Tammany
Street, Anaconda MT 59711); Launa Lynn Roque, J enahlee Murie Bornff (shared
address 10221 NE 15™ Ciicle, Vancouver, Washington 98664-3015, Ph (360) 326-
3053); Wade J. Dahood, Jeffrey Wade Dahood Individually in: Federal: (a) CV-
17-79-BU/in 9" Circuit Court of Appeal 18-35937 (b) Anaconda, Deer Lodge
County Montana: DV 18-37; (¢) DV 18-38 and (d) Formal Procedure Probate

D.H. Lussy DP 18-31.

7.) Merna Green Assessor Mont. Dept. Revenue: cases & thru d, ibid: 1-copy
agent Daniel J. Whyte, Mont. Dept. Justice, P.O. Box 201401, Helena, MT.
50620-1401; (406)444-3340, E-mail: dwhyte@Mt.Gov & R. Samuel Willette Esq.

Lynch United States Magistrate, Russell Smith
Suite 370, Missoula, MT. 59802, Ph. (406) 454-
79-BU @.9™ DCA: 18-35937. (1-copy)

8.) Co-author Jeremiah C.
Courthouse, 201 E. Broadway,
7800, Butte Dist. Mont., Cv-17

Ast. TII U.S. Judge, Missouri River

9.) Co-author ibid, Brian M. Motris,
1, Great Falls, MT. 59404 (1-copy)

Courthouse, 125 Central Ave. West, Suite 30

Cletk U.S. Court Montana District, Russell E. Smith
Broadway, Missoula, MT. 59807 Ph. (406)
(1-copy)

10.) Tyler Gilman,
Courthouse, P.O. Box 8537, 201 East

542-7260




1
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|
|

11.) Kurt Krueger, District Court Montana State Judge, 125 West Granite
Street, Butte, Montana, 59701, Cases: DV18-37, DV18-38 for assignment DP-18-
31 Formal Procedure Probate D H. Lussy. (X-copy)

12.) Andre Burke Director Over Office of President American Bar Association
Trade Union, Chicago Headquarters, 321 North Clark Street, Chicago, IL. 60654,
Phone (312) 988-5000, Phone (202) 828-1226, Service Hotline 800-285-2221 E-
mail: Andre.Burke@AmericanBar.org (1-copy)

13.) John Mudd Executive Director, Montana Bar Association Trade Union, 33
S Last Chance Gulch St, Suite iB, Helena, MT 59601,(406) 442-7660 (1-copy)

14.) Diana Moss, President, American Antitrust Institute, 1025 Connecticut Ave.
NW, Suite #1000, Washington DC 20036, Phone (202) 905-5420.  (1-copy)

15.) Ben Krakowka, Anaconda-Deer Lodge County Attomney, Courthouse, 800
South Main Street, Anaconda MT, Phone (406) 563-4019. (1-copy)

APPENDIX AMENDED FOR KRAKOWKA
Original Exhibits follow: with no titles: Filed October 1,2019

Exhibit_A-8302 (2-page w/envelope) Krakowk's ] 1/30/15, RE: Request for
Prosecution (RCL Lawyer Enterprise defendants’ selfabeneﬁt'?99.9-percent
manipulation-falsification of public records’ creation-for-destruction to further
obstruct justice by voiding written contract Uniform Commercial Code § 2-201(1)
with Blessed Mother-Father: Dorothy Helen Lussy (“DHL™) Henry Francis Lussy
(“HFL”) Estate. The second beneficiary afier the lawyers WID-KD-&-] WD-KD is
non-lawyer defendant clients: HPL-LLR-JMB thru lawyers. A scheme (MCA 4s5.
2-101) for theft (MCA 45-2-] 01) RCL 25% heir, now is a 75<percent stakeholder.

Legally sustainable: Exhibjt A-8547 (3-p) is in total compliance with MCA 45-
2-101 “Content of notice of right to claim lien” then-to-now “No lien for claim not
due” MCA 71-3-103 requires: 100-percent Jury trial verdict due process redress‘ﬂ

Exhibit A-8580 (2-page) E-mail correspondence to/from Krakowk,

PY Montana State Constitution Article IT Declaration Of Rights, Section 26. Trial
By Jury is secured to ] and shall remain inviolate; United States Amendment VII,
Jury Trial (1791) Common Law Suits and with Missing 13" Amendment (1819)

aka Titles of Nobility Amendment provides for non-Iawyer~to-lawyer competition.

15
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" LAW OFFIGEY

QST OFFICE BOX 121
113 EAYT THIAD STRELT
AMACQROA, MONTARA 38714t

- Phonas

| LB KniaH? (16891867 . ;
' (400) 5633424

\WADK J, DAKGOD
BRANARD L. EVERETT je3-adid
MICH KLLR SIEVXRE . ) .
Jeermet W.0ARGAD - {inSiate On) .

December 7, 2010 1-300-623-3424
NANGT L. DAOOD, CEATIFIXD LEGAL ASSSTANT

' : Fax
(400) §85-7313

MAUREEN PARROW, ABH(NII’I'M‘I’IV‘MIIITAH?

KELME SAWTLN, FRONATK PARALEOAL
$

Rick Lussy .
2165 Greenback Circle, Suite #5-303

Naples, Florida 34112
Dear Rick, '

[ went into our files and was fortunate enough to find
the litigation concerning your father and me.
: { enclose the order approving the settlement and dismissing the case which should
provide you with all of the information you requested.

the fileg of years ago involving '

with iindest regards, [ am,

Cordi 1y,

' WADE J. DAHOOD

WJID/aw
w/encl.

n

:
f': Is o[é ouly/
Ltefe ot ﬁvvéw‘
2U-258- &-Ry

(2‘-‘601 Y ﬁa/ol./,' poi

[/ Db g d/fq 18
EAAt b-scto fzaedy
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~ CERTIFIE

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT
OF THE STATE OF MONTANA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF DEER LODGE

kot it S = D S P DY Nt W PR G o i

T —"
. .4 w/WADE J. DAHOOD, Esq., '
s A N CAUSE NO. 12773
y plaintiff, \ ,
Lk ‘zgg)sﬂ._mwnev-me SETTLEMENT

i
\is
,%!fwﬁé/ﬂ ENRY P. LUSSY and DISMISSING CASE
o o RICHARD C. LUSSY,

FILED 19 8L
Jhassan, ol laclic o

CLERK

el

A szu%ﬁ4ﬂ' Defendants,

e s T ML IR NP P

ot . o —— A S8 S 8 D N e R T M e ey o

THIS CAUSE WAS CALLED for jury trial on the £ifth day
of October, 1981 at 9:00 o'clock A.M.

plaintiff WADE J. DAHOOD appeared in person,
and informed the Court he wasg acting as his own attorney.

- Defendants RICHARD C. LUSSY and HENRY F. Lyssy
PRy appeared in person with their attorneys, MARK C. DAVIDSON
/,/ ESQ., and ARDEN G, MC CLELLAND, ESQ.

Y

NN

' wh ! Prior to impaneling the jury, the attorneys for
the defendants asked for addltional time to confer with
their clients on the possibility of reaching a settlement.
The defendants request for additional time was granted and,
subsequently, the attorneys for the defendants appeared -
pefore the Court with the plaintiff, WADE J. DAHOOD, acting
as his own attorney and informed the Court that a settlement

had been reached.

At that point in time the Court was called into session
outside the presence of the juxy, and the proposed Settlement '
Agreement was recited for the record. The terms of the

Settlement Agreement indicated that a ment WOESONE HUNDRED
MDD/ RE TG 003% would be made to

CWENTY-E I HOUSANDHDOLLAR 250000
HENRY "F. : RICHARD UssY For all of their right,

title and interest in and to Townhouses Ltd., a tontana

limited partnership. In addition, WADE J, DAHOOD and DAVID
s, MC GEAN would relieve RICHARD C. LUSSY and HEMRY F. LUSSY
from certain obligations owing as a vesult of their partici-
asation in Townhouses Ltd, These obligations were identified

T auihd 1-855% | .
€ (y,{ﬁﬁ\} .,5 B, LJ’«*/ =3 3 (;’é & (8
o ot Extd t A-psqy /95407
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as promissory notes of Richard C. Lussy and Henry F. Lussy
and quaranteed persgnally on behalf of Townhouses Ltd.
The sum of $125,000,00 was to be paid no later than December i,

1981.

As a result of the terms of the Settlement Agreement
outlined above, the partiegs agreed that all of the followinq
actions would be dismissed with prejudice:

1. This action, WADE J. DAHOOD ESQ., v.
HENRY .F, LUSSY and RICHARD C. LUSSY,
CAUSE NO, 12773 filed with the Third
Judicial District of the State
of Montana in and for the County of
Deexr Lodge.

2. DAVID M. MC LEAN ESQ., vs. HENRY F.
LUSSY and RICHARD C. LUSSY, CAUSE NO.
12773-A filed with the Third Judicial
District of the State of Montana in
and for the County of Deer Lodge.

3. HENRY F. LUSSY and RICHARD C. LUSSY
ve, KNIGHT, .DAHOOD, MACKAY and MC LEAN,
composed of WADE J. DAHQOD, CONDE F.
MACKAY, DAVID M, MC LEAN; and WADE J.
DAHOOD and DAVID M. MC LEAN as
individuals, CAUSE NO, DV-80~41, filed
with the Third Judicial Disgtrict of

- the State of Montana in and for the

County of Deer Lodge.

A

4, HENRY F. LUSSY and RICHARD C. LUSSY vs.
"FRANCIS R. BENNETT; KNIGHT, DAHOOD,
MACKAY AND MC LEAN, a partnership com~
posed of WADE J. DAHOOD, CONDE F. MACKAY and
DAVID M. MC LEAN, and WADE J. DAHOOD AND
DAVID M. MC LEAN as individuals, CAUSE MNO.
CY-78-67~BU filed in the United States

,;c;}4“;“"_/“d_‘-‘§ District Court For the District of

ﬁ*‘h L‘* #n&f@ Montana, Butte Division,
| (30“\6"1 U/ Okuf (//,,/-; \
N gy EARYIA N
cv- 18 -67-By
| £V
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The Court having thoroughly acquainted itself
with all of these matters, and having been presented the
proposed Settlement Agreement upon the record, and being
fully advised in he premises, NOW THEREFORE,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the Settlement Agreement submitted to the Court on the open
record was approved in full and adopted by thisg Court and the
above entitled cause was dismissed with prejudice to the
filing of another action, each party to pay their own
costs and each party to pay one-half of the jury assessment
to Anaconda-Deer Lodge County.

DATED this Q& day of Ocﬁober, 1981,

BY-THE COURT,

g

Eﬁm&)* ,{4}/2{03 oo fordit tae Li-15- 67 Ly
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. Susie Krueger, Clerk of the District Gourt of the Third
Jue eial Oistrict of the State of Montana, in and for the County
cr Anzconda Daer Lodge, do hereby cartify that the abave is
a tull. trug and correct copy of the original as the same

ropears in the files and racords })wis office, "WITNESS my

dayel

Hand and Seal of the Co l

R0

J 3 {}Ibl;(( ﬁj\.v‘

L/ Clerk

v
/1

QJQ’ , Deputy
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%

IN THE DISTRICT CQURT OF THE THIRL JUBICIAL oYsTRIcT -

oF THEZ STATE OF MONTAHA
IN AND FOft THE COUNTY OF DEER LOUGE

J T Rtk iond

HENRY ¥, LU3SY and .
AICHARD €, LUSSY, CAUSE NO.  DV-80-4]

plaintiffs, ORDER APPROVING
) SETTLEMENT and
DISHISSING CASE.

LE i 3
KNIGHT, OANCOL, MCAKAY & ’ |
MC LEAN, componad of ) FILED CE> Eﬂ J ,32 “&

WADE J. OAHOOR, CONDE #, MACKAY,
DAVID M. MC LEAN and \_j 14 W
AADE J. DAHOOD and DAVID M. ) - : CLERK
K¢ LEAN, asg individuals, {

Dafendants, %

e ver o S e b A A Ay wr b 0D B G A P 8 by o e 4 Ptk b e B

THX3 CASZE, having boen includad as part of the
tatal sattlemant package pressntod te tha court in the .
d RICHARD C,

cawa of WADE J, DAHOOU ¥sq., ve., HENRY F., LUSSY an
LUSSY, CAUSE NO, 12773 filed with the Third Judiclal Oistrice '
of the Stata of Montana in and fox thn County of Daar Lodgse,
and the samo terms ahd cenditlans apply to this casa a3 ix
outlined {n tha ordar approving settlement and dismissing the
cause In that actfon, NOW THEREYOREH, )

LT 13 HEREHY ORDEREN, ADJUUGED AND DECREED that
tha Settlemant Agreement qubmiktad to the Court on tha open
record wag approved in full and sdopted by thia Court and the
abova entitled cause was dismiyxsad with prajudics to the
Filing of anathar action, each party to pay thair own costs
and nach party to pay one-half of the fury assegsment to

Anaconda-(asyr Ladge County.

DATED this 22 day of Octobar, 1981,
o
ny-THE Couny,

e w o,

' R Dt
: OISTRICT y&“‘

Krazget, Clard of 1t Gistrict Caurt of hia fairg .
I the Stafe of Mantana, ia 10ad los the County -

yopeatd [a tha Bley 3ad tecords of Lhiy aZico, RINNUESS g e
(7 fxhibit A-2692
slnd aad Sesl of tha Court /2 } f37 4 ) 3
l'::__ e -

e

R T
j‘.f‘/;‘t.\l\ :’1 "" "[': - ?’f;}-..i q ." [ o

Y?Pg? Nl £59) / /'3 ,/6$>
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‘ FEE: $21,00 BY:
Preparggl_ I_)y, R__e_t_:(_)r_ding ) O RICHARD LUSSY & ASSOCTATES - 880 SIXTH AVERUE BOUTH, 9.0. Box \5
-Requested by and Retun to: '

Ovwner's Name: Richard C, Lussy, MAI, SRA
Company: RICHARD LUSSY &ASSOCIATES
Address: 860 Sixth Avenue South, P.O. Box 152
Cityistate: Naples, FL. 34106

Paone (239) 263-5413

E: Mait: ricklussy@yahoo.com Above This Line For Offcial Use Only, '
First Lien NOTICE OF CLAIM OF LIEN AGAINST
WADE J. DAHOOD ESQ.: FORFITURE OF HIS

PROPERTY PURS UANT: C [~18-67-BUrrne, #2,43 3 241
Henry F. Lussy and Richard C. Lussy vs, Francis
R. Bennett, Knight, D hood, MacKay & McLean,

By This SPECIAL, G “NERAL FACTOR Pro Se

Plaintiff 100% STAKEH:OLDER: RICK LUSSY ESQ.

STATE OF FLORIDA
County of Collier

Lienor herein, pro se petitioner Richard C. Lussy ake HON RICK ESQ, duly swom, to speak the truth, hereby
deposes & states;

1.) [ declere to my knowledge & bellef this {nformation is true, correct & complere as principal owner

Wade J. Dahood Esq. is obligated to Richard C. Lussy for $439,453 [FN#6) with property $672,218: herein.
2.), I suffer no legal disabilities, coming into this instant matter with clean hands,

3.) [ am a 67-year old, resident of Naples, Collier County, Florida. I have personal knowledge of faots
herein & when called as & witness oan tostify: completely 88 factor: 10096 stake holder pro se plaintiffia Butte
Montana CV-17-079-BU-BMM-JCIT} and Butte Montena CV-78-67.BUB after 100% racketeering by
organized crime culture of collusion the records have been destroyed® concurrent with Anaconda Montana

%C!—] 1-:079-BU Richard Charles Lussy -vs-Henry Paumie Lussy, Launa Lynn Roque, Jushlee Murie Bomff, Merna
Green ASSESSORS OFFICE MONTANA DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE, AND WADE J. DAHOOD ESQ.
Defendants.. : .

{CV78-67-BU Henry F, Lussy and Richard C. Lussy vs, Francis R. Bennett, Knight, Dahood, Mackay and McLean, as

a partership composed of Wade J. Dakood, Conde F. MecKay and David J. Mclean; and David J. McLean as an
individual )

" B Office Of The Clerk United States District Court For The District of Montana Tyler Gilman Clerk of Cour, Beth

Conley Chief Deputy Clerk, February 18,2015. Dear Mr, Lussy, I regret to inform you that | am unabls to supply coples
of the documents you requested in Cast CV 78-67-BU, ss the cass file has been destroyed. I apologize for the
inconvenience this has caused, Sincerely, Beth Conley Chief Deputy Phone 406-542-7260, FAX 406-542-7272 Russell
E. Smith Courthouse, P.O. Box 8537, 20! East Broadway, Missoula, MT 59807 Exhibit A-8184 with envelop as the

Edelf p-grr (63
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 State DV:8&4 v 127738 pursuant court issued: “Deposition-Interrogatory Subpoena Duces Tecum of Wade ],
ood X act 2ss Issued from 'Iillahasseé Florida Division of Admfnistrative Bearings as
contained in complaint [FIV#1) pages 45 to 60, tgaored as pritﬁary property holder: w;ade J. Dahood Esq. -
') Lien elaim Dahood Esq. (2017) property $672,218 iesue itamizad by HON RICK ESQ. special general
factorff 100% stakeholder in the (2015) instant castf] $439,453 plus, all fact& expert witness testimony, 4-
audio video cameras, recording, costs to include 100% Jjury trial verdict due process redress not including Butte
- Georgetown Mining & Milling Company pre-pasé thru gift part of lawful discovery, yet to be determined.
$)) Lien properties identified here per MCA 70-21-2]} as Dahood Esq, primary property owner is a
member of Montana Bar Association sibling to parent American Bar Assosiation frade union polisy of
discrimination by stopping & blocking existing law by use of: suppression taxes as lawyer fees is piamn,

1 of 4) 113 E 37° ST; Real Property: Geocode:30-1285v03-_-4~36-08~0000, Primery Qwner Barrister Corp.
P..O. Box 727, Anaconda, MT, 5971 1; Legal Desc{-iption Anaconda Original Townsi S03, TO4 N, Rl W,
* BLOCK 57, Lot 3. Occupied then by KNIGHT, DAHOOD, EVERETT, & STEVE S, now KNIGHT &
DAHOOD; Tota! assessed value by Montana Cadastral Mapping: 3$360,100, 5

20f4) 113 E3RD ST; Personal Property Geocode:30-00009} 1400-001, Primary Ownc:% KNIGHT DAHOOD
EVERETT SIEVERS & DAHOOD, P.0. Box 721, Angconda MT. 5971 1, Legal Dcscription Original

Townsite, Black 57, Lot 3, 03, T0O4 N, R11 W, Total assessed valus not available: Mont. Cadastral mapping.

WADE J. Anaoonda, MT 59711, Legsl Description WESTERN ADD (ANACONDA), 504, T04 N, Rl W,
BLOCK 20, Lot 9, Total 2017 assessed vaue by Montana Cadastral Mapping => $284,254,

4 of 4.) 1016 West 5™ STy detached rosidense: geocods: 30-1285-04-05-02-000, Logal Dosoription
WESTERN ADDITION (ANACONDA) S04, T0O4N, R11 W, BLOCK 20, LOT 8, Anaconda, MT 59711 with

82017 Tax year by Montana Cadastral Mapping Total value <»$27,864.

6. ], Richard C. Lussy aka HON RICK ESQ file this “special general lisn pursvant Montana Code
Annotated 71-3-101 as value added to protect & preserve mother: Saint Dorothy Helen Lussy estate pass thru

Instrumentallty of Interstate commerce: US Wire Fraud, for 10-93-SC/writ ol Certiorari, US Supreme Courts cxisting US
Amendment XI1] & Missing 13M Amendment aka Titles of Nobility Amendment (“TONA™).

Anaconds, Mont. DY-80-41 Henry F. Lussy and Richard C, Lussy, vs. Knight, Dahood, MeaKay & MeLcan,
composed of Wade J. Dehood, Conde F, MacKay, David M. McLean and Wade J. Dahood and David M. McLean, as

individuals; and Anaconda Mont. DV-80-12773 Wadc J; Duhood, Esq., vs Henry F. Lussy and Rishard C. Lussy.

Factorn, [Latin “he who does") ( 15¢) 1. An agent or cause that contributas to 2 particularresult, a factor <punishment
was 8 factor in the court’s decision>. .. 5. A person in charge of managing property, esp. real property. 6. A gamishee <the
factor held $400 of debtor’s property when writ of gamishment sembﬂlﬁkmm;nmgu 10%Ed., (2014)p712.

Source: 2 sessed Property Tax Val scorc estimates: {A] Lussy family residence: 1818 Tammany,
Anaconda MT; $145,860 @ 75% RCL share = $109.350; [B] 30! Main Street $33,200 @ 75% RCL share $99.900: [(84]
305 Main Street, Washoe%ealre. $358,751 @ 75% RCL share Is $269,063 less $40K mortgage is $229,063. Grand
Total 2015 property tax assessed value estimate in the public record: $438,373, on estimate date. Add $45/month 24-
months & $1,080 for the heated garage parking space 301 Main Street tota) $439,453,

MCA 70-21-302 Recording as constructive notice-,.., from the time it is filed with the county clerk for record, is
constructive notics of the contents thereof to subsequent purchasers and mortgagees.

Eilt A-670) ooty
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11.) Priority of liens pursuant Mont. Code Annotate ‘l 1-3-113, allows different lienslon same propestyhave
priority according to time of their creation public record November 21, 2015, pursuangt MCA 71-3-531.

12.) Lien of HON RICK ESQ factor has a general Incn, dcpcndcnt on possession, [is duo to his being the
factor upon all activities of value, entrusted to factor pursuant MCA 71-3-1501 to bepefit of Jerry C. Lussy
(with satisfaction of leinor).. Adroit Jerry’s 33-year suolcess as manager is proof, granted him by father, Saint
Henry Francis Lussy (1917-1989), to maintain famity !égacy of Saint Yvonne Paumie Lussy (1885-1972) all
passed thru without probate to mother Saint Dorothy Helen Lussy: The Three Saints.

13.) Any person can correct manipulated & falsified o?ﬁeial public rccords in com with Florida Statute
£39.13(2)(d) that include morsl turpitude as a confidence man in a conf' denee gam¢ crrme(s). n& of uUs

. Federal Court 18 USC § 494 &/or 18 USC 1519 with MCA's itemized in paragraph 22 in Exhibit A-8289.

14.) Duration of lien on future interest pursuant MCA 71-3-105 by HON RICK ESQ. creates a lienupon
property, against Wade J. Dahood Esq. for application, to be acquired, by forfeiture lexcept as provided by
Uniform Commercial Code, . !

NOTARY PUBLIC VERIFICATION
VERJFIED, SWORN to be the whole truth and nothing but the truth & Subsbribed before methe
notary public ,__:_9747/\ this 17% day of November 2017, ky Ric

Florida Driver's License(s) as identification, 860 Sixth Avenue South, P.O.
(239) 263-5413, E-mail: ricklussy@yahoo.com.

C[Jotaxy P‘ubhc, Svate of F orlda

Notasy Public - State of Florida

£ My Comen, Explres Jul 19, 2018
Commlsylon # FF 120003

I

(SEAL) Pnnt. T)fpe, or Name of Notary !’ubllo
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Case 2:17-cv-00079-BMM-JCL  DocumegL3E, L& STIoRIET 8 6206 govrr

. Joay Blodniock CLQRK AND RBCORDER
FEE: $7.00 BY: 4 _Collowarsrdr, Opod*y
, e

TO: RICHARD LUSSY & AS*OCI TES 2840 SHOREVIEW DRIVE, SUITRE #2.

. Prepared by, Recording
Requested by and Return to:
owner's Name: Richard C. Lussy, MAI, SRA

- Corapany: RICHARD LUSSY & ASSOCIATES
Addvess: 2840 Shoreview Drive, Suite #2
Citystate: Naples, FL. 34112 [Exhibit A-8293 , .
Phene (239) 263-5413 A
£: Mait: rick}lussy@yahoo.com Above This Line For Official Use Only

First Lien Notice: LIEN TERMINATES TENANCY: EVICTION

STATE OF FLORIDA

County of Collier

Lienor: pro se petitioner Richard C. Lussy (“RCL#3"), cflm!y swom, to speak the truth, deposes & states:
1) I declare to my knowledge & belief this information is true, correct & complete,
2.) 8.) I declare record property owner is Dorothy Lussy Trustee, passed November 2, 2015 included

personal property therein, “as is” partly occupied by that tenant son/brother #1 Henry Paumie Lussy

(“HPL#1") 25% stakeholder: 1818 Tammany Ave. (Geocode:30-1285-04-2-07-01-0000), 301 Main St.

(Geocode:30-1285-03-4-36-09-0000) factor: Richard C. Lussy (“RCL#3) in Naples, Collier County Florida.
3.) I RCL#3’s “special general lien pursuant Mont. Statute 71-3-101 as holder of lien to enforce as

security for performance of estate settlement after discovery Nov. 9, 2015: fraud by attachment, pursuant

‘Mont. Statute 70-24-429, without holdover remedies. HPLA1 shall comply paragraphs 43-52, Exhibit A-8289.
4.) I RCL#3 gives constructive notice in this lien to terminate tenancy of HPL#1, by eviction.

NOTARY PUBLIC VERIFICATION VERIFIED,,’SWORN}O be the whole truth and nothing but the
truth & Subscribed before me the notary public, Y tisday of November 21, 2015, by

Richard C. Lussy, w who (__) are personally known to me or who (g’h/ave

produced his Florida Driver’s License(s) as identification, 2840 Shoreview Dr., Suite #2, Naples, Florida'

34112, Ph (239) 263-5413, E-mail: ricklussy@yahoo.com. w
| '-Jw\

Notaxy Pubhc State of Florida

Yo%, DANIEL MEDINA . /
o‘*‘g Notary Publlc - State of Florida /! t-voo(/ lv(/({ L{ L \(7

od My Com, Print, Type, or Name of Notery Public

Eslid f- 4. 2009 (1041
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Case 2:17-cv-00079-BMM-JCL  Documerif4FE RRESMAYAGE
RECORDED: 1.1/30/29“

Joey Blodniok CLE
FEE: §7.00

Prepared by, Recording

Requested by and Return to:

Owuer's Name: Richard C. Lussy, MA], SRA
Company: RICHARD LUSSY & ASSOCIATES
Address: 2840 Shoreview Drive, Suite #2
cityrsiate: Naples, FL. 34112 [Exhibit A-8294]
Phone (239) 263-5413 :
E: Matt: rickllus ahoo.com Above This Line For Oicial Use Only

First Lien Notice of LIEN BY PRIMOGENITURE ABOLISHED

STATE OF FLORIDA
County of Collier
Leinor pro se petitioner Richard C. Lussy (“RCL#3”) has been duly sworn, to speak truth, deposes & states:
L) I declare to my knowledge & belief this information is true, correct & complete,
2.) I declare “as is” tenant brother #1 Henry Paumie Lussy (“HPL#1”) 25% stakeholder’s claim to occupy
Dorothy Lﬂssy Trust property 1818 Tammany Ave, (Geocode: 30-1285-04-2-07-01-0000) & 301 Main St.

Ny

;),\ =”¥r 2

(Geocode:30-1285-03-4-36-09-0000) as "oldestf’ son in primogeniture. It has been abolished in history to

inheritance of real property (land), inherited! titles & offices most notably monarchies; abolished
1791 American Bill of Rights & 1938 as Gcrma.ny annexed Bohemian Sudetenland: shrunk Czechoslovakia.

3.) I RCL#3as factor after discovery Nov. 9, 2015 of fraud by attachment with specified remedy to
satisfy RCL#3, HPL#1 shall comply with paragraphs 43 to 52 Exhibit A-8289, resolution in Exhibit A-8290.

NOTARY PUBLIC VERIFICATION VERIFIED, be the whole truth and nothing but the

truth & Subscribed before me the notary public
Richard C. Lussy, _‘W < 95‘) _who (__) are personally known to me or who (\_/T(ave
produced his Florida Driver's Lxcense(s) as identification, 2840 Shoreview Dr., Suite #2, Naples, Florida:

/ 7 No Pubhc State of Florida
A /»/»/«,éa |

e «§ My Comm, Expires Mar 10, 2017 P rint, Type, or Name of Notary Public
Commission # EE 882188

e DANIEL MEDINA
‘ % Notary Public - Slale of Florida

Exui.t A 35307 | ots) ‘
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RECORDED: 12/22/20:5 10:51 KOI: LIENS

. : Joay Blogdniok CLERKAWD RECORDER '\
L FEE: $14.00 BY) ;
Prepared by, Recording TO: RICHARD C. LUSST 2040 SHOREVIEW DRIVE. SUITE H7, wipirs i
Requested by and Return to:

Owaer's Name: Richard C. Lussy, MAJ, SRA

/

Company: RICHARD LUSSY & ASSOCIATES ; T
Address: 2840 Shoreview Drive, Suite #2 : f* v lI\' \ /
Cityisute: Naples, FL. 34112 [Exhibit A-8310 ¢
Phone (239) 263-5413

E: Mail: ric_lgl@_sx@yahog com Above This Line For Official Use Only,

First I.Ien Not!ce of LIEN CLAIM BY SPEC'AL GENERAL
FACTOR TO 75%, FROM 25% STAKEHOLDER

STATE OF FLORIDA
County of Collier
The lienor herein, pro se petitioner Richard C. Lussy, has been duly sworn, to speak the truth, hereby deposes
and states:

L1.) I declare to my knowledge & belief this information is true, correct & complete.

2.) I am a 65-year old, resident of Naples, Collier County, Florida. I have personal knowledge of facts
herein & when called as a witness can testify: completely as factor of Anaconda, Deer Lodge County Mont.

(Factor defined: An agent or canse that contributes to a particular result, a factor differ_from a broker
because the factor possesses or controls the property, a gamishee, a person in charge of managing
Property, especially real property source Black’s Law Dictionary, Righth Edition, (2004) page 630.

3.) I suffer no legal disabilities, with clean hands, & have personal knowledge of facts set forth herein.

4.} I declare to my knowledge & belief this info%niation is rue, correct & complete.

2. I, Richard C. Lussy (“RCL) files this “spccial? generat lien pursuant Montana Statute 71-3-101 as value
added to protect & preserve Jerome C. Lussy’s (“JCL”) adroit 33-management years of 3-subject properties:

6.) The 3-subject properties: (A) 1818 Tammany Avenue (Geocode:30-1285-G4-2-07-01-0000), (B) 301
Main Street (Geocode:30-1285-03-4-36-09-0000), and incorrectly added to trust, separate, previous/current
ownership Washoe Amusement Company Inc. is (C) 305 Main Street (Geocode:30-1285-03-4-36-09-0000).

1) RCL updates to 75% an increase from 25%, after settlement by JCL & Lawrence F. Lussy (“LFL")
their respective 25% shares, The RCL 25% stakehol;der fien was, filed November 30, 2015, #196620 Book

© 334, Records Page 909, 2-Page, now upgraded to 75% stakeholder as factor lienholder: reciprocal-residual-

remainder of 25% is HPL contributing no value added, and affording no proofthereof. .

8.) RCL written notice December 11, 2015; same day as receipt December 11, 2015 reply: “Termination
of Self Contract & Directive of Deposit” Exhibit A-8307 (42-pages), as constructive notice, to correct one
hundred percent (100%) Henry P. Lussy (“HPL”) Exhibit A-8304, “Full Release of Recipient Property Trust.”

Exbdot £ 2537 (1 222
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9.) RCL enforces security, performance to resolve following discovery on November 9,2015 at 11 3 East

Third Street, Anaconda MT. 59711 before Hon. Wade J. Dahood Esq., presenter favoring HPL for expedited

disbursement before JCL & RCL resulting in RCL Motion-ABfidavit to stay 90-days to February 7, 2016.

(“LFL”) was not present as living in Missoula Montana.”

10.) The remaining brother Lawrence F, Lussy
scovery of fraud by attachment as documented in

11.) 1 declare this lien clajim is necessitated after di

Exhibit A-8307 (42-pages): Affidavit Documenting: 100% Fraud By Attachment Vitiates- Vacates-Voids All.

12) As 75% lienholder Richard C. Lussy ("RCL”
as void pursuant Montana Statute 71-3-109, includes outstanding

solely obligates JCL, butnot HPL, who claims part
Washoe Amusement Company Incorporated is a

} in privity executing this notice of lien claim timely to

correct, fraud by attachment, “in the trust”
mortgage for 305 Main Street real & personal property that
ownership by express omission & 100% concealment that
separate ownership. The culpability must be sourced to the trust, legal author pending for conflict resolution.

13.) Priority of liens pursuant Montana Statute 71-3-113, others things being equal, different liens upon the
same property have priority according to the time of their creation publically recorded, as required affiant,
‘signed Nov. 21, 2015; recorded November 30, 2015 document #196620, pursuant Montana Statute 71-3-531.
dependent on possession, for all that is due to the factor upon all

14.) Lien of RCL factorhasa general Uen,
sant Montana Statute 71-3-1501 for the

activities of value as entrusted to factor by same principle purs
exclusive and sole benefit of JCL, whose proof o;f 33-successful management years granted him by #1 Dad,

Saint Henry Francis Lussy (1917-1989), maintain family heritage of Saint Yvonne Paumie Lussy (1885-1972).

15.) All manipulated & falsified official public records can be corrected by any person pursuant authorities

that include moral turpitude, in comity with Flori‘gia Statute 839.13(2)XD) & US Federal District of Columbia

18 USC § 494 &/or 18 USC 1519 with Montana Statutes itemized in paragraph 22 in Exhibit A-8289.

16.) Duration of lien on future interest pursxiant Montana Statute 71-3-105 by RCL creates & lien upon -

property, against HPL for applicaiion to be acqu;ired, except as provided by Uniform Commercial Code.

NOTARY PUBLIC VERIFICATION '
VERIFIED, SWORN to bethe wholé truth and nothing but the truth & Subscribed before me the
notary public _ && LYl A i}u.j_.' this day of December 16, 2015, by Richard C. Lussy,
2y < s, who (_) are personally known to me or who (v have produced his
Toomre License(s) as identification, 2840 Shoreview Dr., Suite #2, Naples, Florida: 34112, Ph

{

Notary Public, State of Florida
HY

?\ K LA Vo f¢

Print, Type, or Name of Notary Public

Florida Driver
(239) 263-5413, E-mail: ricklussy@yahoo.com.

RAL RACHNA PUR} By
Netary Public - State of Fiodda §

" Gomemission # FF 106587
&F 1y Comm. Expires Feb 12, 201¢

(SEAL)

=i

Notar. . Verikieation,  of Tdenlity~ and
6/' 5‘3""“(‘“& Owl\(-i_/. Nol to
the Lads: *

Ewwil t A-553/ (rots])

—
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Signed, Sealed and Delivered in the Presence of Z ( f 7 . . i

! < £ o el 7 " './ H

| * -

e e e e o (Seal)
STATE OF MONTANA, ] ’
County of. An3SQNAAZDEEE Lodan. | i
On iis.... . NN L day of. g o \ S . owenty hyndred and. ¢ i, .. 1'.

W.DPRQL
bnown o nu'. XY r ZBALLY e e veeree e eraosunonn e oe ¢ tsreanas i
z‘ﬁu{vﬂ) to mp on cath nf ....... ) R u
to b lhe Ecrwl "‘Dhy enome . JF... subu nbcd in lhv nn!lml uulrumcnl and aknowledged to
me tha ...,..’.!sl ¢ eecuted the same. l
'..y}'._' i IW 'I‘N[ S5 WHEREQF, 1 have hecunte set my hand and affized my official Y
! e ,';x-w \'iml the day and year in s rq&r!mm first nbuvt‘: n-rzl(cn "
} : B VI X T P NN
' Nalan Public !uf “the Stale of Mantana. !
% Rosiding af... A bt e MY {'ommission expires. Fubruiwy . V20 "a...
/MA \mﬂ BYRT !



T T T Articde V

Settlor’s Power
to Amend or Revoke -

~-

%WL
The settlor reserves the right from time/to time during his or her life, by written
instrument delivered to the trustees, to fmendjor revoke this agreement, but no amendment
may change the trustees’ duties, powers, and ¢ scretions without the trustees’ consent. Upon
the death of the settlor, the trust shall become irrevocable.

LR

Release..

' [alerm ol
HU,, I% e,c;{/aie-n 7e inwsl Sc’éeh e it ?""‘3:127_
\ hewer 7; _sue,. Zﬁgfo/zse, func/g a:;:f Fjolb o
| TRus! .

are o isTRIbuled fﬂ&'m This

O ?@W?’

" Subseribed and svoin W before me this

22 gy
2001 .. 27 '

_ i 'Not; P?mné for ihe Sims or kicatana
esicing al Sngsords, Monisna
WADE J. DAHOOD WMy Commussion Expires__/ /= O =0 [
ATTORNEY AT LAW )

113 HAST THIRD STRERT
{406) 563-342 ANACONDA, MONTANA 59211
N M7 3-800-823-3424 FAN (406) $63-7519

Gl bt #- 8¢ ﬂ//_\
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g Page One of Two

o L’f
January “ . 2014

-~~~ ~AMENDMENT TO DOROTHY LUSSY REVOCABLE LIVINGTRUST___

4.2.2 Remainder Divided into Shares
i

The trustee is directed to divide thei remaining principal and property and all
accrued income to the Trust Estate iinto two ( 2 ) shares. The name of each
beneficiary and his respective share is as follows.

Name and Relationship of Beneﬁqfiary Share of Remaining Estate
Henry P. Lussyzson | g 50 % |
Jerome C. Lussy, son N 50%

. Lawrence F. Lussy,son  § 35,000.00 Dollars TOTAL INHERITANCE
Richard C. Lussy, son $35,0 f 0.00 Dollars TOTAL INHERITANCE
The then living descendants'of a deceased beneficiary of the settler shall
take per stripes the share which the beneficiary would have received if living,
subject to postponement of possession as provided in 4.3 infra.

I hereby give, devise and bequeath to Henry and Jerome Lussy the 1926
Cadillac model # 2889,, and the contents of the additional rooms adjacent to the

Washoe Amusement office, known as the “The Memorial Rooms” to have and to

hold as their property in their own ¥ight forever.

. 1 further declare that in the event any of my sons, above named, contest thé

distribution of my Triist as set forth in paragraph 4.2.2 of this amendment, he

shall forfeit his right to inherit and shall take nothing from the distribution of this

Trust. ‘ )
Release: All recipients must sign a statement, never to sue this estate,

before funds and property are distributed from this Trust.
‘ "‘"l. .4 . L ' -~ SR ,:
A wplTU Ly N 4 Ve & | ’ !/
Dorothy Lussy / : J Date. -

-
=S

Ebdr  A-818) [141\

BRI 0 27 3T IR



to the Revocable Living Trust of Dorothy Lussy and that each will accept
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———

~ ' IN CONNECTION WITH THE )

DOROTHY LUSSY
REVOCABLE LIVING TRUST

Fuaund Vebites Uordt ﬁg%

We, the undersigned, Henry P. Lussy, Jerome C. Lussy, Lawrence F. Lussy, and
any contest with respect

the share that is

- v

Richard C. Lussy do hereby state and agree that there will not be

provided for each of them in the said Living Trust of Dorothy Lussy.

ay of-November, 2015. ;

Dated thi
2SS
-»-1/\,9),2-(/\ Q(;—-—d \(2,.' .

ygﬂﬁ b 1, 0k

| Lot
fed
327~

S - :
~FULL RELEASEOFRECIPIENTS, . o o




November 3, 2015 é&’ X

Enclosed find a cashiers check in thefamount_of $ 35,000,00 gifted to ~
you, Richard Lussy, (y the instructions  of Dorothy Lussy’s t_rqs(@ BT

ST > BT e
Also enclosed is a copy of the full release document edch recipient signed.
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ANACONDA-DEER LODGE COUNTY
Courthouse ~ 80C South Maln
Anaconda, Montana 59711
Telsphone {408) 563-4000
Fax (406) 5634001

e g /;7 ‘ /
Wﬁ;ﬁ"éﬁ”‘ Wﬁ? o

HONORABLE RAY J. DAYTON Telephone (406)563-4040 SUSIE KRUEGER
DISTRICT COURT JUDGE Fex  (406)563-4077 CLERK OF COURT
BARBARA VAUGHN
DEPUTY CLERK
JAMIE BLASKOVICH
. : DEPUTY CLERK
April 17,2018 :

RE: Dorothy Helen Lussy/Date of Death: November 2, 2015)

- To Whom It May Concern:

This office searched through our Full Court Index gnd Probate Index and found no Estate or Will has ever
been filed with this office for the above-named individual. :

If we can be of any further assistance please feel free to contact us.

Susie Kruegef, Clerk of District Court

Byzgﬂx@ s Reputy
i

| M

i .

|

| Sincerely yours,

ELluh 4 A-gf‘*‘" é‘."@' “’/"‘gﬂ"‘(’?‘h



FULL NAME OF DECEASED
DATE OF DEATH:

¢ RacE:

DATE OF BIRTH:
MOTHER'S NAME:
¥ FATHER'S NAME:
MARITAL STATUS:
t SPOUSE:

FIESIDENCE'.
FUNERAL FACILITY:
PLACE OF DISPOSITION:

METHOD OF DISPOSITION:
MANNER OF DEATH:

CAUSE OF DEATH:
a. Pnuemonia
b. Ceclon Cancer

Not Recorded

Robert M. vebster .,

- CERTIFICATION OF A DEATH CERTIFICATE- -~

df SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER:

ﬂTIFiER

NAME AND ADDRESS OF CE
1102 E

DATE iSSUED: January 19, 2016

R A

This certifies that this document is a true duptication
of Ihe orlginal information on file with the Deparimerit
of Public Health and Human Services.

.
IF [ CAT) OI\‘VOF VITAL RECORD

“34 g(,; V..s

DEER LODGE COUNTY

FILE #: 201512-008297

porothy Helen Lussy © SEX: Female

November 02, 2015 PLACE OF DEATH:  ANACONDA

vhite
BIRTHPLACE: Cincinnati, Ohio

' Helen ' Heal

George . Viox

widowed

4619 . VETERAN OF ARMED FOACES: No

Anaconda, Montana
Longfenow-Finnegan-aiddle Funeral & Cremation Ser

All Montana Crematory
Anaconda
Creiation

Natural DATE FILED: November 09, 2015

B ONSET:
10 days 3 hours

OTHER SIGNIFICANT COND!TIONS

. Comercial, Anaconda, Montana 5871l
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Exhibit A-8571 evidence Racketeering Organized Crime: International Green Machine
Sex Solicit then Threat to RE: petitioner pro se RC “Rick” Lussy Candidate 2016 &2020-24— - -
LOCATION: Embassy Suites, Hilton-Hotel 3974 NW S. River Dr, Miami FL. 33412,
DATE: July 23, 2019, Monday night 7:45pm @ Embassy Suites.
AGENT:SSA (Sabotage Surveillance Agent) Christenson’s sex solicit-&-threat
work as 5% 6th, 7th | party for lawyer lobbyists: American Antitrust Society-&-ABA.
PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION. White woman: Ms. Christenson (volunteered 1st
name missed) HEIGHT: 5°3” at 115 pounds-heavy & pushy, grey sweat pants-top and
large deep “V Neck” horizontal stitch. Dyed blond hair-bun on top with dark roots.
HER CLAIM: to be International marketing VP Manager for Med-Line products &
Vice president of Embassy Suites-Hampton Inn-Hilton flip hand up (for others). I said: the
renovations here now are beautifully done. Reply: I know nothing of that (done 1-year).

AGENT'S QUESTION: She asked what I was doing. I said “writing a speech”.
She said she is a public speaker. ] asked a motivational speaker. She said Yes.

Petitioner pro se asked: “I should get vour card.” (She made no comment-no
answer). This petitioner pro se also said: You are surely busy 40-hours-80-hours 160
hours or more per week working. (She again made no comment-no answer).

~ She then said I noticed your body language. Then sexually-solicited me in body
language pushing her two legs on either side of & clutched them onto my left leg as this
petitioner pro se was sitting at a high table on a high chair inside the common area
courtesy lounge in front of the television and immediately below the camera-black-ball for

survelllance. Petitioner pro se stated “I am a commercial property appraiser, have been
since graduation from college in May 1973.”

She said ‘Tt sounds a bit weak”. Petitioner pro se: “I turned my head-cocked it
sideways: WHAT?” The Embassy Suites cleanup staff then came to me stating this
area closed at 7:30pm so would you please move (then 7:45pm). Petitioner pro se:
“Gladly”, 1 got up without saying goodbye to her and walked briskly out.

She: followed (me) 600+ feet from the table to the other side/end of the common
area-atrium after I got up & walked toward the swim pool area.

Her physical left hand pushed my left shoulder with threat: “You should be
very careful” then walked away back to me 600 feet :

I yelled back” “about what- no answer.

Again: “about what” no answer. €END SHORT INCIDENT=

NOTARY PUBLIC SWORN & VERIFIED :

SWORN To as truth & Subsgfribed before me this 5th day of August, 2019, by Richard C.
Lussy, '3 who 1s personally known to me or who (_) have produced his
Florida Drivers License Class E, No. L200-743-50-269-0 as identification: 860 Sixth Ave.

South P.O. Box 152, Naples Zla. 3_%_%06. E-mail: ricklussy@yahoo.com, Ph 239-263-5413.

By ‘Notayy Public, State of Florida
brp /Cﬂ.{é //
Print, Name of Notary Public

(SEAL)

LS S S N,

& iy, R

- ) (1070, ;

1S 5 ROBIN A. LOBELL

A ”Ty; . Notary Public - State of Florida B

5ss  Commission # GG 042800 &
’l"lu

RAW My Comm. Expires Ocy 27, 2020 &

i S s e |
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| U.S. Citizen Rick Lussy am calling 911 as to make a record that my
computer has been hacked with deletion of all yesterdays (Ash

Wednesday) February 17, 2021 work on U.S.
Supreme Court Writ of Mandamus pefition.

Rick Lussy <ricklussy@yahoo. m

_ Thu, feb 18 at 10:43 AM
To: Rick Lussy :

{ believe the continuation of mybeing targeted, stalked bullied
badgered and tormented 24/7 is due to American Bar Association for
these 33-years since moving from Seattle to South Florida in an
unfinished CV-78-67-BU second tier lawyer malpractice jawsult the
American Bar Association is protecting itself from non-lawyer
competition for its government lawyer judges. | give 3-reasons:

#1 Reason) Gov't lawyer judges have 100% market share, no
competition and no consumer freedom of choice by use of express
omissions, 100% concealment and insider trading-lawyers on both
sides with the judge also a lawyer for self-dealing that self-pardons.
Lawyers discriminate for a living. This is not correct for government to
be run by lawyers at all levels of cociety that claim the Florida Bar
Association rules are sovereign inferring there exist a jurisdictional
exception Rule by their own advice. The Appraisal Institute expressly
forbids any jurisdictional exception rule as sovereign to existing law by
any lawyers advice to anyone as no one is to be above the law.

#2 Reason) Gov't lawyer judges are not religious 40-hour per week
workers. Daily, they arrive jate, leave early and take all of Friday &for
112 the day off. Routinely they take more days off than public holidays
aflow.

#3 Reason) Gov't lawyer judges are not adequately trained as the
American Bar Association accredited 3-year law schools that grant jurt
doctor diplomas do na a

core courses before abtaining their juris doctor diploma, This renders
them unfit to rapresent all clients and 100% require mollycoddling
bench conferences from the gov’t lawyer judge to teac
should have leamed in 3-year law school & falsely claim to be doctors

with no doctors experience what-so-ever.

This emergency 941 call requests public assist for department of law:
justice. 1 am U.S. Citizen Rick Lussy:

kST

hoo.comidifolders/2/messages/186636

t require jury trialfmock triat/moot court education
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Naples Police Department
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(239) 213-4890 Public Kecorﬂ.:j . ;] yafoot
no A

(239)213-4836 Property&Evn e - 4 ﬁW,

www.naplespolice.com

s

"




AR | rus

10/16/2020 . {632 unread) - ricklussy@yahoo.com - Yahoo Mail

Find messages, documents, photos or people ’ v @ Horne
o o i
Compose & Back €& @\ ¢ £ Archive ES Move T Delete 9 Spam s e e £
inbox 622 These 3-questions for archives please, Yahoo/Inbox
2 ;
Unread I
Starred @ Rick Lussy <ricklussy@yahoo.c  £53 TJe, Sep 22 at 629 PM
Drafts 4 To: service@americanbar.org :
Sent To whom it concems:
Archive Question 1. How many members are there at the Amer:can Bar
' Association and at what date? ;
Spam -
Trash Question 2. Are all 50 states and 5-territories required to be members |
ras of the American Bar Association? |
~ Less Question 3. Does "BAR” mean British Affiliation Régisw? |
Views Hide i shall apprecilate your cooperation, E |
Sincerely, i |
PN Photos Rick Lussy MA], SRA, Commercial & Extraordlnary Residentiat . |
Property Appraiser ] . ,
8 Documents Phone (239) 263-5413 f
— o E-mail: ricklussy@yahoo.com i
855 Subscriptions !
t
¥ Groceries - & @ e
8( Deals -
1
X Receipts _ ABA Member Service <service =  Sat, Sep 26 at 4:37 PM
> , ABA To: Rick Lussy ' % R
Travel .
Greetings, : \/D i (}_5./ lM a, (, Ma\(fq 2 ¢
Folders  Hide .

- Thank you for contacting the American Bar. Association. We apolog:ze

+ New Folder for the delay in responding. Y 2 ; y/
¥/
2

Lee County P... The ABA does not disclose annual membership numbers asitis

propriatary information.
Sara Marie . ‘; b‘f

The ABA Is a voluntary professionat membership organization and does
not regulate the right to practice law. Admission to; practice law is

govemed by the highest court of each state or ten:ltory of the United fo a¥ Sujn
States, Membership in the ABA does not qualify its members to practice P
faw, nor is it a requirement to be admitted to the practice of law. Rather, “
the mission of the ABAis to be the national repre#entative of the legal a4 fZ«é

profession, to serve the publi
professional excellence and?

For more information on the definition o

R." please visit hitos://enwikipedid org/wikiiBar (law)

Visit our website at www.americanbar.org or contact us at www.americanbap/org/contactus. For
immediate assistance, please call the ABA Service Cgenter at 800-285-2221 or 312-988-5522 Monday-

Friday between 9:00 AM and 6:00 PM ET. i
5. .

Sincerely,

ABA Service Center : loo Pepiger ‘/"'"/
American Bar Association ' o

321 North Clark Street Tl VERpier Dug

Chicago, IL 60654 Procer, pcyp
. scaly Gll o i TIH

T 800-285-2221 |
F: 312-988-5850 | J-J~ofy 3 ‘%/ Frdot

; S
www.americanbar.org | i} - > d- J‘\W 6t /ﬁm’/j’ﬁfé) ‘_y,ffz
. ~—Original Message---- 4- -Caneye) / Cosesfonce. Yatis,

From: Rick Lussy <ricklussy@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, September 22, 2020 5:30 PM : 5 )(.L\ é 1L A 8589 V- % ‘L ﬁ’/\

s ema ma .
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OFFICE OF THE COUNTY ATTORNEY ) 2
Anaconda - Deer Lodge County ’t)’\g \\S

800 Main Street
Anaconda, Montana 59711
Phone # (406) 563-4019
Fax # (406) 563-5018

ELLEN DONOHUE BEN KRAKOWKA MICHELLE SIEVERS

Deputy County Attorney - County Attorney Deputy County Attorney
Sandy Sullivan Geri Staley
Paralegal Legal Secretary

>,

N b

e ﬁmﬁﬂﬁ-ﬁm—m

-

.-/‘ &
il G Lt :

11/30/2015

Richard Lussy

2840 Shoreview Drive, Apt. 2
Naples, Florida

34112-5881

RE: Request for Prosecution

Mr. Lussy

I have received and reviewed the information that you have provided to me where you are apparently
requesting the prosecution of two of your brothers. After reviewing the documentation that you have sent to me
I do not believe there is a prosecutable criminal offense. Further, it is important that you understand my office
does not conduct investigations into criminal conduct and that such investigations are carried out by the
Anaconda-Deer Lodge County Police Department. Any requests for investigation of possible criminal conduct
should be forwarded to them. . ~

Additionally, after reviewing the documents you provided to me it appears that this matter primarily
consists of a family dispute regarding the distribution of an estate. Any litigation on such a matter should be
dealt with in a civil proceeding and it may be in your interest to speak with an attorney about your options.

Ben Krakowka
County Attorney




Ben Krakowka Esq.

County Attorney - L

Office of the County Attorney ‘ N L o
800 Main : I
Anaconda, MT 59711

_ ~ 5

H . d

_ Richard Lussy 70@ /M

_ 2840 Shoreview Drive, Apt. 2 ) /mm\
: Naples, Florida g M

m 34112-5881 .




. )
Ben Krakowka <bkrakowka@adic.us> ' Apr 23 at 5:48 PM A b/ {4
. - To: ricklussy@yahoo.com :

Cc: Charles Ariss

e ——Mr-Lussy — e e e e - — ——

Mr. Chas Ariss forwarded me your email. Are you
anticipating depositions in association with the litigation. We
would be happy to make our personnel available to testify if
required. Also, | am curious as to the nature of the litigation.

Much of the information you seek is likely contained in the
rental agreement between Anaconda-Deer Lodge County and
the State of Montana. That agreement should be on file with y
the State or with the Clerk of the Commission. @

Pursuant to the right to know we will be happy to duplicate and
mail an records to you. Any cost with the association of
duplicating and mailing those documents will require payment
in advance.

Ben Krakowka

County Attorney

From: Charles Ariss

Sent: Tuesday, April 23, 2019 3:37 PM

To: Ben Krakowka <bkrakowka@adic.us> :
Subject: FW: Courthouse Tenant: Montana Department of -
Revenue office space &/or home office space with Merna
Green office holder

Ben:
FYI.

Ch

/.éx[m&-/“ /] - gs¢eo (/a/}—)



mailto:bkrakowka@adlc.us
mailto:ricklussy@yahoo.com
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Find messages, documents, photos or people

@ spam

o Compose & Bak @ < W §gArchive BE¥Move T Delete
Inbox 528 * Courthouse Tenant: Montana Yahoo/Sent ¥
Unread Department of Revenue office space Rick Lussy Q
nre. ) .
&/or home office space with Merna rickiussy@yahoa.com
Starred Green office holder 2 (239) 263-5413
Drafts 445 ;
cent @ @ Rick Lussy <ricklussy@yahoo.com>  #%  Apra3at448PM %
To: cariss@adlc.us
Archive
Dear Mr. Chas Ariss: Office: (406} 563-
Spam 4015 Cell (406) 479-4941 |
Trash 1 am in litigation with the above refarenced pérty. Would you please
A Less answer these 7-guestions.
Question #1: Is that second floor courthouse space rented to the
Views Hide Montana Depariment of Revenue? )
Question #2: Is Merna Green the current occupant of that courthouse
By Photos space with Clerk of Court & Clerk & Recorder for Anaconda Deer-
Lodge County Montana as neighbors on the same floor?
B Documents Question #3: Is there another lease of Anaconda Deer Lodge County
Space to the Montana Department of Revenue, Mitchell Bidg., Helena
%( Deals Montana?
Question #4: Is this second floor courthouse space 100% office used
B Receipts by Montana Department of Revenue?
. Question #5: Is this second floor courthouse space 50% office & 5§0%
¥ Groceries . used for cooking, bath residence use? |
» Travel Question #8: Is there anything notable about this government tenant for .
the State of Montana? ;
Question #7: Is there any overnight-use for sleeping of this second floor
folders Hide courthouse rental space?
+ New Folder } shall appreciate your cooperation with same questions to be delivered
to your celf phone number.
Lee County P... Sincerely,
4 Rick Lussy Esg. MAI, SRA
Sara Marie Phons (239) 263-5413
E-maif: dckiussy@yahao.com

|
@ # Ben Krakowka <bkrakowka@adicus =  Apr 23 st 5:48 PM e
To: ricklussy@yahoo.com

Exbidit A- 8750 (166)
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L}

i If any applicable law or regulation precludes compliance with any part of USPAP, only that—

FSedalio 413"
JE=— —Part of USPAP-becomes vold for that assignment.

v EAES! 4
. - 126 I S S

r Comment: When compliance with USPAP is required by federal law or regulation, no part 415
16 of USPAP can be voided by a law or regulation of a state or local jurisdiction. ‘418
§ In an assignment involving a Jurisdictional exception, an appralser must: a7
1. identify the law or regulation that preciudes compliance with USPAP; 418
2. comply with that law or regulstion; . 419
” 3. clearly and conspicuously disclese in the report the part of USPAP that Is voided by that law or regulation; 420
i
8 and 421
4. cite in the report the law or regulation requiring this exception to USPAP compliance. 422
L .
. Comment: The JURISDICTIONAL EXCEPTION RULE provides a saving or severabllity clause intended 423
’ to preserve the balance of USPAP if compliance with one or more of its parts Is precluded by the law or 424
{ regulation of a jurisdiction. When an appraiser properly follows this Rule in disregarding a part of USPAP, 425
there is no violation of USPAP. 426 .
- Law includes constitutions, legislative and court-made law, and administrative rules and ordinances. 427
Regulations include rules or orders having legal force, issued by an admlnistraﬂ\{e agency. Instructions froma 428
client or attorney do not establish a jurisdictional exception. 429
)/-—#-——
S—

Uniform Standards of Professional Appraisal Practice (“USPAP”)

Exb:At A 8req

USPAP 2020-2021 Edition 15
© The Appraisal Foundation '

e v U U U UUUULBLHY




E

15-¥-111. Appraisal -- market value standard -- exceptions, MCA https://leg.mt.gov/bills/mcartitle_01 50/chapter_0080/part_0010/sec,

MCA Contents / TITLE 15 / CHAPTER 8 / Part1 / 1 5-8-111 Appraisal -- m...

S Montana Code Annotated-2047- -~~~ ———

TITLE 15. TAXATION
CHAPTER 8. ASSESSMENT PROCEDURE

Part 1. General Provisions

Appraisal -- Market Value Sténdard -- Exceptions

15-8-111. Appraisal - market value standard -- exceptions. (1) All taxable property must be
appraised at 100% of its market value except as otherwise provided.

(2) (a) Market value is the value at which property would change hands between a willing buyer and
a willing seller, neither being under any compulsion to buy or to sell and both having reasonable
knowledge of relevant facts. , '

(b) If the department uses the cost approach as one approximation of market value, the department
shall fully consider reduction in value caused by depreciation, whether through physical depreciation,
functional obsolescence, or economic obsolescence.

(c) If the department uses the income approach as one approximation of market value and sufficient,
relevant information on comparable sales and construction cost exists, the department shall rely upon
the two methods that provide a similar market value as the better indicators of market value.

(d) Except as pkovided in subsection (4), the market value of special mobile equipment and
agricultural tools, implements, and machinery is the average wholesale value shown in national appraisal
guides and manuals or the value before reconditioning and profit margin. The department shall prepare
valuation schedules showing the average wholesale value when a national appraisal guide does not
exist.

(3) In valuing class four residential and commercial property described in 15-6-134, the department
shall conduct the appraisal following the appropriate uniform standards of professional appraisal practice
for mass appraisal promuigated by the appraisal standards board of the appraisal foundation. In valuing
the property, the department shall use information available from any source considered reliabie.
Comparable properties used for valuation must represent similar properties within an acceptable
proximity of the property being valued.

(4) The department may not adopt a lower or different standard of value from market value in
making the official assessment and appraisal of the value of property, except:

(a) the market value for agricultural implements and machinery is the average wholesale value
category as provided in published national agricultural and implement valuation guides. The valuation
guide must provide average wholesale values specific to the state of Montana or a region that includes
the state of Montana. The department shall adopt by rule the valuation guides used as provided in this

; subsection (4)(a). If the average wholesale value category is unavailable, the department shall use a
| comparable wholesale value category. '

(b) for agricultural implements and machinery not listed in an official guide, the department shall
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Case 2:17-cv-00079-BMM-JCL Docu"ment 8 Filed 11/08/17 Page 69 of 82

_ AFFIDAVIT DOCUMENTING: FIFTEEN PERCENT LESS ($22,005) FOR ASSESSED VALUE

FRACTIONAL -MARKET VALUE: UNWILLING SELLER -

PRIMARY OWNER: . LUSSY, DOROTHY TRUSTER :
RE: Property Tax Appeal ADDRESS: 301 Main Street, Anaconda, Montana 59711
ATTENTION: N Geocode: 30-1285-03-4-36-09-0000
I'nx Year Land Yalue 8{:‘{{;{:23 Total Value  Mlethod

2017 36316 110384 16700 INCOME

2016 16119 117081 133200 INCOME

2018 16119 117081 1331200 INCOME

Conclusion$146,70 . $124,69 [Bldg

=>2017 0 (22,005) 5 Value

1.) The number one person in charge of Montana Department of Revenue: Property Assessment Division is
Administrator Ms. Cynthia Monteaan Moore ((405) 444-7968). She advised me that these values are 100%

market value for 17172014 assessment date. Market valzie defined below: requires a willing buyer & seller.
DEFINITION OF MARKET VALUE The most probable price which a propeity should bring In 2 competilive and open market uader all
conditions requislte to a fair sale, the m@g and knowledgeably, and assuming the price Is not effected by
undue stimulus. implicit in this definition Is the cansummalion of 8 szle as of a speclfiad date and the passing of fills from seller to buyer under

conditions whereby:
[tJouyer and [seffer are typically molivated; 2} both parties are wel informed or well advised, and acting in what they consider thelr best
[nterests; @]a reasonable time is alloved for exposure In the open market; Elpayment Is made In terms of cash in United Slates dobars or

in terms of financial arrangements comparable thersto; and[B]  the price represents the normal consideration for the property sold
unaffected by special or creative fnancing or sales concesslons granted by anyone assoclated with the sale. Appraisal
Standards Board, Appraisal Foundation, Uniform Standards of Professlonal Appraisal Practice, 1995 Ed., Appraisel institute compliant,

- This property owner is not willing to sell {ts needing a place to do business in & is not typically
motivated. This 2017 Property Assessment Bidg value $146,700 should be less to equal $124.6695 as
not willing seller per market value definition pursuant property total tax value: States of Montana & Florida,

2.) An additional unknowing expert Naples-Collier County Florida Property Appraiser is Jeep Quinby & noted below:
A 15% discount is 85% Fractional Assessment Ratio for Public Assessment, Collier County Fla, Property
Appraiser #2 man: Jeep Quinby (1/28/2015, PH 239-252-8162) each 67-Fia. County must {ile 2 DR-493 to comply.

Conclusion: Montana State is not Florida State: yet the market!value definition is consistent in both Montana &

(L QNCIUS]
Florida. Property Tax Value is based on umwilling scller, Deceased Dorothy H. Lussy is not & willing seller deserve

(15%) discount: proposed assessment $146,700 less |15% discount equals (§124,695) $124.695 for 2017 assessinent

STATE OF FLORIDA

County of Flovida
The signer Q& é Richard C. Lussy MAI (Member of Appraisal [nstitute), SRA (Senior
Residential Appraiser)aS a property appraiser, has been duly sworn, hereby deposes and says with #1 & #2 above:

3.} 1 am 67-years old, resident of State of Florida &#3-son of this property owner. [ have personal
knowledge of the facts herein, and if called ns a witness could testify completely thereto,

4.) 1sufter no legal disabilities and have personal knowledge of facts set forth herein.

5.) 1declare that 1o the best of my knowledge & belief the information hercin is true, correct and complete.

NOTARY PUBLIC VERIFIED, SWORN To & Subscribed before me this day of byvember 3,2017, by Richaxl
C.’Lussy, _2y4 who (__)} is personally known to me or who () have produced his Florida -

Drivers License as identtfication; 2840 Shoreview Dr., Suite #2, Naples, Fla. 3411272 Bh (239)%63-54 13 E-mail;
ricklussy@yahao.com. By %Zn
oy NOW‘.\%WEC, Statc of Florida

2

- /uﬂ féo (4
Print, Type, or Name of Notary Publi

‘ ROBIN A, LOBELL ~ —
(SEAL) ", Notary Publlc - Stats of Florida §
. Cammlssion # GG 042800

c

Exld. /—If4~84‘.?_?
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Case 2:17-cv-00079-BMM-JCL Document 8

Filed 11/08/17 Page 70 of 82

AFEIDAVIT DOCUMENTING: FIFTEEN PERCENT LESS (529,430) FOR ASSESSED - -
" VALUE FRACTIONAL MARKET VALUE: UNWILLING SELLER

PRIMARY OWNER: Waslhoe Amusement Company c/o
RE: Property Tax Appeal ADDRESS:
Legal Description:  Anaconda Original Town site, S03, T04 N,

Jerome C. Lussy & Richar.C.
305 Main Street: Washoe Theatre, Anaconda,
R W, BLOCK 57, Lot 6

Lussy
MT, 59711
-11,824FT3 12 INLT§

ATTENTION:  Geocode: 30-1285-03-4-36-1 0-0000, 305:Main Street, Anaconda

A tand Building “Total

Tux Yem . Value Value Valge  Method
2017 5357 142629 196200  INCOMFE
2016 24320 16779 191500 INCOME
2018 24321 167179 191500  INCOME
Conclusio 430 k
1] g'%'zoo ;529“30 [‘oml Value
=>2017

1.) The number one person in charge of Montana Department of Revenue: Property Assessment Division is

Administrator Ms. Cynthia Mouteaau Mooye

market value for 1/1/2014 assessment date.
OEFINITION OF MARKET VALUE The mas!
conditions requisite 1o a fair sale, the buyer and
undue stimuius. tmplicit in this definltion is the
condilions whareby,

sefler each scling prudent|
consummalion of a sale as

(1405) 444-7968). She advised me that these valves are 100%
Merkef value defined beloyw:
probable price which a property should bring In 2 competitlve ang open market under all
yj and knowiedgaably,
of & speclfied date and

requtires a willing biner & sel, er,

and assuming the price is not affected by
the passing of title from seller to buyer under

@:uyet and jseller ara typically motivale :R.___]both parties are wei; informed or well advised, and actling in what they consider their

best interesls; a reasonable time is allowed for expostra In the
dollars or in terms of financial arrangements comparable thereto; an
sold unaffected by special or creative linancing or sales concesslons tanted by

Standards Board, Appraisal Foundation, Uniform Standards of Professional Appraisal Practice, 1995 £d.

12 to sell & is

CONCLUSION|: This property owner is not willi

Assessment $196,200 should be less [15% discoun

en market; (4]
é the prica reprasents the nomal consideration for the propery

payment Is made in lerms of cash in United States

Appreisal
« Appraisal Jnstilute conpliant,

not typically motivated. This 2017 Property

(o equal $166,770 as not a willing seller per market value

definition; that control the beginning level property assessment: States of Montana & Florida.

2.) An additional unknowing expert Naples-Collier Coun ty

Florida Property Appraiser is Jeep Quinby & noted below:

A 15% discount is 85% Fractional Assessment Ratio

for Public Assessment, Collier County Fla. Property
Appraiser #2 man: Jeep Quinby (1/28/2015, PH 239-252.8] 62) each 67-Fla. County must file g DR-493 to comply.

onclusion: Montana State is not Florida State: yet the market value definition is consistent in both Montana &
Florida. Property Tax Value is based on unwitling seller. Jerome C. Lugs

seller descrves this (15%) discount: proposed assessment $196;200 less
STATE OF FLORIDA
County of Florida

The signer __¥2/" JZ%’)

Residential Appraiser) as a property appraiser, has been dy ly sworn, liereby

3.) Lam 67-years old, vesident of State of Florida & son of this former

y General Manager/Owner is not a willing

equals $166,770 for 2017,

Richard C. Lussy MAI (Member of Appraisal lostitute), SRA (Senior

deposes and says with #1 & #2 above;
property owner Henry F, Lussy. {

have personal knowledge of the facts herein, and if called as a witness could testify com pletely thereto,
4.) Isuffer no legal disabilitics and have personal knowledge of facts set forth herein.

5.) Ldeclare that 10 the best of my

knowledge & belief the information

herein is true, correct and complete,

NOTARY PUBLIC VERIFIED, SWORN To & Subscribed before me this day of ’N}vember 3,2017, by Richard
C. Lussy, W( [ wha (_)} is personally known to me or who () have praduced his Florida

Orivers License as-idenification: 2840 Shoreview Dr,,
ricklussy@yahoo.com.

A -

ROBIN A. LO8ELL
Notary Public - Stats of Florida B
. Commisslon # GG 042800

Suite #2, Naples,

Fla. 341 lz, Pl%& E-mail;

gy

(SEAL)

My Comm. Explees Oct 27, 2020 § .

Print, Type, or Name of Notary Public




Case 2:17-cv-00079-BMM-JCL Document 8 Filed 11/08/17 Page 71 of 82

e ABFIDAVIT DOCUMENTING: FIFTEEN PERCENT LESS ($25,837) FORASSESSED VALUE

FRACTIONAL MARKET VALUE: UNWILLING SELLER
PRIMARY OWNER: tuyennce conspicnons quntestest o Bacrutn ¢ Sute peed. Richard C, Lussy versus Lussy, Henry Paumie

RE: Property Tax Appeal ADDRESS: 1818 Tammany Avenue, Anacondn, Montana 59711
ATTENTION: _ Geocode: 30-1285-04-2-07-01-0000

o na, Land Buitding Tl

frx Year  vange Yalue Valge  Method

017 36027 136120 172241 COST

2006 23925 121875 143800  MKT

015 23925 121878 145800 MKT

Conelusin

n $172,247. (825.837) $146,410  [Tolsl Value

222017

1.} The aumber one person in charge of Montana Department of Revenue: Property Assessment Division is
Administrator Ms. Cynthia Monfeaau Moore ((403) 444-7968). She advised me that these values are 100%
mewrkel value for 1712014 assessienl date. Market valie defined below: requires ¢ willing buyer & seller.

DEFINITION OF MARKET VALUE The mos! probable price which a property should bring in 2 compelitive and open markel under all

conditions requislte to a fal sale, the buyer and seller each acting prudently] and knowlsdgeably, and assuming the price Is not affected by

undue stimulus. impilch [n this definition is the consummation of 2 sale as of a specified date and the passing of titls from seller to buyer under
conditlons whereby:

lﬂbuyef and seller are lypically motlvated; E] both parties are well informed or well advised, and acting in what they consider thelr best
interests; (3]a reasonable time Is allowed (or exposure in the open maiket; ft]paymeni is made In terms of cash In Uniled States dollars or
In terms of financlal arrangements comparable thereto; and E‘::r the price represents the normal conslderation fof the properly sold
unaffected by special or crealive financing or sales concessions granted by anyone assoclated with the sale. [Baurce] Appralsal
Standards Board, Appraisal Foundation, Unlform Standards of Professional Appralsal Practice, 1995 £d., Appraisal Institute compliant,

'S ONCLUSION]: Henry Paumie Lussy “property owner” is mot willing to sell as needing a p ace to leasc in & is nol
typically motivated. This 2017 Property Assessment Bidg value $172,247 should be less [15% discoun| to equal

$146.410 to starl with as not willing selier per market value definition; that control the beginning level property
- assessment: States of Montana & Florida. '

2.) An additional unknowing expert Naples-Collicr County Florida Property Appraiser is Jeep Quinby & noted belaw:
A 15% discount is 85% Fraclional Assessment Ratio for Public Assessment, Collier County Fla. Property
Appraiser #2 man: Jeep Quinby (1/28/2015, PH 239-252-8162) each 67-Fla. County must file a DR-493 (o comply.

l__onclv.lsioq]: Montana State is not Florida State: yet the market valuc definition is consistent in both Montana &
Florida. Property Tax Value is based on unwilling seller. Contested Indenture as “lease indenture” agreement Henry P
Lussy is not a willing occupant-seller deserving this (15%) discount: proposed assessment $172,247 less

Eiscounll equals (325,837) for 2017 assessment of ISIJG;M@.
STATE OF FLORIDA
Cownty of Florida
The signer __g= ?7; Richard C. Lussy MAL (Member of Appraisal Institute), SRA (Senior
Resicdential Appraiser) aST property appraiser, has been duly sworn, hereby deposes and says with #1 & #2 above:
3.} fam 67-years old, resident of State of Florida &#3-brother of this claimed property owner, [ have
personal knowledge of the facts herein, and if called as a witness could testify completely thereto.

4.) Isuffer no legal disabilities and havg personal knowledge of facts set forth herein.
5.) ldeclare that to the best of my knowledge & belief the information herein is true, correct and complete.

NOTARY PUBLIC VERIFIED, SWORN To & Subscribed before me this day of Ngxember 3, 2017, by Richard
C. Lussy, Zyd =, who (__} is personally known to me or who (¥} have produced his Florida

Drivers License asilentification: 2840 Shoreview Dr., Suite #2, Naples, Fla. 34112, (239),263-5413, E-mail:
ricklussy@yahoo.con, PSP W W O W By—%&_z%
) ‘ Notary Publig-8tate of Florid
S ag, ROBIN A. LOBELL
d S totary Pubile - State of Floida § Cbrr jﬂé:?// v

(SEAL) © QUNBEUF  Commisston # G5 042800 B Print, Type, or Name of Notary Public

Edu kit h-gczr
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ANACONDA-DEER LODGE COUNTY
Courthouse - 800 Seuth Main
Angconda, Montana 59711
Telephone {406) 563-4000
Fax (406) 563-4001

————— e
S e ——

HONORABLE RAY J. DAYTON Telephone (406)563-4040 SUSIE KRUEGER
DISTRICT COURT JUDGE Fax (406)563-4077 CLERK OF COURT
) JODI LECHMAN
DEPUTY CLERK
JAMIE BLASKOVICH
DEPUTY CLERK

November 18, 2019.

RICHARD LUSSY
860 Sixth Avenue South
P.0. Box 152

Naples, MT 34106

Dear Mr. Lussy:

The Court ordered in its Findings

No. DV-18-37 and Cause No. DV- 38 prohibited from proceeding or filing any further
Pleadings pro se without leave of the Court. '

Therefore, | am returning this to you.

Sincerely,

pais |l <"’1'u/\9>/\

usie Krueger
Clerk of the District Court

.-,
g,
Rl

enc.



ANACONDA-DEER LODGE COUNTY ( (., N
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HONORABLE RAY J. DAYTON Telsphone (406)563-4040 SUSIE KRUEGER

DISTRICT COURT JUDGE _ Fax (406)563-4077 _CLERK OF COURT

' JODI LECHMAN
DEPUTY CLERK

JAMIE BLASKOVICH

DEPUTY CLERK

December 30, 2019

RICHARD LUSSY

860 Sixth Avenue South '

.0. Box 152 _
IE:]aples, MlT 34106 P aJ‘L"; é)
| ﬁ‘dom’/v,) :«KAOJ{'(AU e -

ecember 23, 2019. | havexemailéd' the Register of Actions you
18:37:aid :DV-1838. and will enclose your receipt. The Court
Law and Order filed on March 4, 2019 in Cause No. DV-18-
/37 and Cause No. DV-18-38 that you were prohibited from proceeding or filing any further pleadings pro
se without leave of the Court. The letter states a Motion and Answer Brief were sent into my qffice on 7-

9-19 to file, however, | was Court Ordered — per Order dated March 4, 2019 to not file unless permission

was given by Judge Krueger. Therefore, the Motiorr and Affidavit were not filed in District Court.

Dear Mr. Lussy:

| am in receipt of your letter dated
requested in both Cause Numbers OV
ordered in its Findings of Fact, Conclusion of

Therefore, | am returning this to you.

Sincerely,

e )J,M

Susie Krueger
Clerk of the District Cou

G A-958D @a\.




Case 2:17-cv-00079-BMM-JCL  Dotument 8 Filed 11/08/17 Page 38 of 82

ceeeeme . OFFICEQETHECLERK. _ __ .
' | UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

For The District of Montana

Betit Conley

Pvier Giltoan
Chiel Depuy Clerk

Clerk of Court

Februairy 18, 2018

Rick Lussy MAL SRA

RICHARD LUSSY & ASSOCIATES
2165 Gireenback Circle, Suite #5303
Naples; 1'L.. 34112

Dear Mr. Lussy.

1 regret t inform you thiat 1 am unable to supply copies of the decuments you requested
in case CV 78-67-B L. as the ¢ase file has been destrayed.

} apologize for the inconvenience this has caused.

Sineerely,

Beth Cotiley
Chiel Deputy

Exlivk A- 8978 .
~ Russell E, Smith Céutthouse ~ .
- P.0. Box 8537 ¢ 201 East Broadway ) .
| 406-542-7260 ‘ Missoula, MT 59807 Fax 406-542-7272
v, mid. 0scolirts.gov
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Florida Oep ment of
Law Entorc ment

Gerald M. B tley

Commissiorér.

December

i

7,2012

issey

‘

srida 34112

Dear Mr. Lussey,

Office of General Counsel
Post Office Box 1489 &’
Tallahassee, Florida 32302 14’§9

{850) 410.7678

wavw, fdle state. ﬂ us

nback Circle, Suite 5-303

12 Florida Statute 839.13

Rick Seott, Governor

. Pam Bondi, Attornay General

Jeff Atwater, Chief Financiel Officer

Adam Putnam,. Comnussioner of Agriculturs

A aDu
LAws

Pursuant tp your request today by telephone, I have attached a copy of Section 839.13, Florida

Statues.

-If I can provide anything further you may contact me directly.

Sincerely,

o) Mo

James D.
Assistant
850-410-

Enclosure|:.

79

eneral Counsel

Service

Exdit A-3862 (164 3)
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Seiect Year: 2612  :Go
The 2012 Florida Statutes R T ——
Title XLyi | Chapter 839 View Entire Chaprer

CRIMES OFFENSES BY PUBLIC OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES

839.13 Falsifying records.—

(1} Except as provided in subsection (2}, if any judge, justice, mayor, alderman, clerk, sheriff,
coroner, or dther public officer, or employee or agent of or contractor with a public agency, or any
oever, shall steal, embezzle, alter, corruptly withdraw, fal‘sify or avoid any record,
process, chafter, gift, grant, conveyance, or contract, or any paper filed in any judicial proceeding in
any court of this state, or shall knowingly and willfully take off, discharge or ‘¢onceal any issue, forfeited
recognizancd; or other farfeiture, or other Paper above mentioned, or shall forge, deface, or falsify any
document orjinstrument recofded, or filed in any court, or any registry, acknaowledgment, or certificate,
or shall fraugutently alcer, deface, or ralsify any minutes, documents, Daoks, or any proceedings
whatever of br belonging to any public office within this state; or if any.person shalt cause or procure
any of the offenses aforesaid to be committed, or be in anywise concerned therein, the person so
offending shall be guilty of a misdemeanor of the first degree, punishable as provided in's, 775.082 or s.
775.083.

{2)}ta) Any person who knowingly falsifies, alters, destroys, defaces, overwrites, removes, or discards
an officval record relating to an individual in the care and custody of a state agency, which act has the
potential to Hetrimentally affect the health, safety, or welfare of that individual, commits a felony of
the third degree, punishable as provided in s. 775.082, s, 775.083, or s. 775.084, For the purposes of this
paragraph, the term “care and Custody” includes, but is not timited to, a child abuse protective
investigq tion); protective supervision, faster care and retated services, or a protective investigation or
protective supervision of a vulnerable adutlt, as defined in chapter 39, chapter 409, or chapter 415,

(b) Any gerson who commits a violation of paragraph (a) which contributes to great bodily harm to

paragraph, the term “care and custody” includes, but is not limited to, a child abuse protective
investigation}, protective supervision, foster care and related services. or a protactive investigation or
watective sipervision of o vulnerabte adult, as definad in chapter 39, chaptar 409, or chapeer 4159.

(Z) Any gerson who knowingly falsifiss, alters, destravs, defaces, overwrites, removes, or discards
2cords of tHe Department of Children and Family Services or 1S Contract provider with the intent 1o
-onceal 3 fagt material tg a child abusa protaciive invastigation, arotactive suservision, fostar care ang
t2lated services, or a arotective mvestigauén Or protective stpervision of 3 vuinerabie aauls, as g=fined
1 chaptar 39, chapter 409, or chapter 415, comimits a fetony of the tnud Gagree, punishable as proviged
N 3. 773,082, 5. 775.233, or s, 773.284. Mothing in rnis Paragraon prombits prosecution for a violation 2
saragraph 1g) or Paragrapn (b invalving racords agescnbed in this caragraph.
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;’; Inzdditio L this section does not prohibit any person from correcting or updating records. é———"
4 (3} Inan y prosecution under this section, 7t shall not be necessary to prove the ownersh:p or value of
" anypa=per offjinstrument involved.
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