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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED
1) Who owns the Dollar General Stores corporation?

2) Did the AUSA investigate who owns that franchise that was clalmlng to havei.been
vrobbed7
3) What was the source of the merchandise for sale in that Dollar GEneral store?
. 4)Do you judges each expect to be particularly described on any warrant or would ;
you accept any name that accuses you that wasnot your proper name?
5)Do you judges really believe that you can deny Roney, Sr. his sovereignty but
, still claim you are sovere1gn7
6)loes a man's 51gnature reflect his sovere1gn/ty7 _
7)liid Cogburn, - Jr's statement in his opinion that M E Coleman, counsel was acting
as the Att'y for the government as he specifically stated, as 18USC4241(a)only
allows the Attornmey for the government to move for that evaluatlon [Civil actlon
suit] psychological exam on @}1 -2016 as per 4241(a) if lawful, only allows that one
or the judge in the crlmlnal action to move for such examination but existing law
states that Danny T. Roney, Sr. was involved in a criminal proceeding when the
[civil action suit] was never filed Against him nor could it be so filed then per .
Nov. 1, 1909 Kaufman v Garnmer CCWDKY 173F550; therefore, Roney's counsel was not .-
his counsel.but the Attornmey for the government7
8)Cogburn, JR. cited the Strlckland v Wash, controversy test for the allegatlon
of ineffective assistance of counsel, illegally as the SCOTUS wrote it, c1t1ng the
conditions of judgment but ééy cannot do that as the COngress muSt do ot as per the
ConstituTion's pRovision in Art. 3, sect. 2, CL. 1 with such exceptions....as Cong
ress shall make.; What is the proper citation to refer to as the SCOTIUS can onky
judge an act lawful unlawful, not set conditid@ns by which they Judge such acts?
9) WHy did a BuNCombe COunty Deputy follow a motorist exercising his/her contract
rights that the State cannot impair by any law and'guarantees that one to enforce
in the courts by the federal Constitution'S provision Art. i, sect. 10, cl,il, as
valid contracts are property in the Fourteenth Amendment nor shall prévate property
be taken for public use without just compensation; June 14, 1934 Lynch v US 290US
571 54Sct840 78Led1434, So, how did that cop justify violating the motorist's
contract rights on her own privately contracted property that the State guarantees

to her after the cop d1d trespass on the law and her rights as well as her property7

Tn cite June-13, 1977 Avery v US D.Comm. 434Fsupp9

i 35 from Marbury v Madicon 1803
SUS;.J? 1707171. 2le F‘(\' el ’-”“/’m“’ll’ru_ng

‘¢fficial can have discreticn to commit urcon

stitutional or illegal acts.
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LIST OF PARTIES

D4 All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page..

[ 1 All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of
all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this
petition is as follows:
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
PETITION. FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorari issue to review the judgment below.

~ OPINIONS BELOW

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United Siates court of appeals appears &t Appendlx _ﬁ_ to

the petition and is
[ ] reported at ’ ; or,
B has been designated for-pubiication bui is not yet repo*ted or,
P4 is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States distriet court appears at Appendix Bt
the petition and is

[ 1 reported at - ; or,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highzw‘fwz:e*m* hoin-review the merits appears at
Appendix to the petiion-and: iz’

{ ] reported at ; or,
{ ] has been designated fa Hration but IS not yet reported; or,
[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the _ . court
appears at Appendix tp the petition and is

[ 1 reported at __; or,

[ ] has been designated for pubkication but is not yet reported; or,

[ 1 is unpublished.

T\~—-.



JURISDICTION

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was __ 20 JEC 202) _

[ ] No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was deniedztéy the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: __5 A28 Z0ZL , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

[]An éxtension of time to file ‘the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on (date)
in Application No. __A ~ON_IZTUNE. 2821 L MHILED.TO.THE ORI

AN APPUCATION. FOR A EXTENTION OF TTME T0 FILE THHS BUT N6 RESPONSE
The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1254(1).

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
, and a copy of the order denying rehearing

appears at Appendix

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on _ (date) in .
Application No. A

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. 8. C. § 1257(a).

Q



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
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' STATEMENT OF THE CASE
o AW/B 016,  DOLLAR GENERAL STORE. CLERK, ANVND/T W/fffzzae CLAIMED ﬁ/M/W i

. ROBBED THE STORE WITH A R IN #1S Ak, 6 TALL ) THE el ,
 SURVEILLANCE CHMERA RECORDED A LIGHT SKINNED N RN WHE AN
 ENTERED THE STORE W7 46 PANTS ON, Wi ROBBED THE STORE
THE WITVESSES 16 THAT ACT STRTED HE WHS WERRING BLLE ~TEANS 7D
By mﬁfmmﬁa@r BUT 77 PHOTD SHOWS A HOODED -SWERTSHIRT
_ON THEMAN w/ﬁfw/%vff L 7HE (AN WAS THAT THE RCGBER LEFT
. THE STORE 1/ A DARK SEOAN WITH HiM IN. ITo - SOMECHNE (ALL THE COFS
- OFAROBPERT, A COF; DRAFER, SHN h IR ON 7 BisT HIGHWRT WHERE
- HE DROVE A CAR INHERE HE 1D [PRID No USER FEE TAX JO BE DRIVING 1
- MOTBR VEHICLE . HE STOPPED D, 1) Jenes’ CAR USING A 6uN ORAWN
THOS KIDNAPIN G- THE OCCPANTS IWHERE Jones HD 1D THE VIER
- FEE THX ) O BE ON HER PRIVATELY (oWTRICTED FROFERTT, DENYING
_HHER HER CONTRACTED PROFERTS Wy 7Tou] JosT COMPENSATION Fok
_THE TRKING OF IT, IMTHIRING THE COLIGHTION OF CONTRACTS THE STATE
- OF NC GURRANTEES TO D.D. Janes, Draper CLAWED AMAN RAN FRoH
'J’///?/"/{/M/?/’/’//Vé LAWFILLT EScarine A KONAIPING - Draper CAUED

|
!

—FORMRE TRESPASSERS 75 17ELP 17 S THE FFU ROT TATD 77X 7°
| (/55 JHRT HIEHWAT, TO JOIN IN THE HUNT FOR THE KIDNAYED VICTTM

; WHE ESCAPED FIAWRILY PROPERLY PR 15 VI RIGHTS 78 PERSOAM,

| FREEDOM

_POINTOFLAW ; RLL OF THE EVENTS HERE WERE oMM TED WA

- PRerERT 1 WIHERE R0 Cop AW TRESASS) SEIZE [ TRRE WITHOUT J0ST™

g, COMPENSHTTON: TINE 31,1934 Lynch v. 05, 294 05 871 51 S (f 840 18 Led 4345

o &



L UWHICH MRKES AN RIVED ROBBERY 4 [ crviL ACTION STT 87 THE STBKE OMef, |

— AGAINST 7HE ROSBER PERSONRILY,  THE COPS CHANGT CLAIM B COMINAL
" OFFENSE SUIT A5 THEACT WES LommI TED ON POYATE FROFERT] WHEKE
- /77’5 Y CANNOT TRESFHSS A3 A COP, 1) CONTINUE & T77E COFS USED A K~
TG PURSUE A INKOCENT PERSON WHS ESCAPED KIDKARIING B Dréper
- ON JRN 13, 2006 WHO (LANED THAT DOG 78 BE L TRACUNG SCENT [ WAIBE
. ORNET, WHO KNOWS WHAT # Dos DoES OR Wil /T THINKS o 77 FACT .
. THAT THE (OFS TRAVELLED FOR OVER V2 MILE TO TRESIASS ON PRIVATE
FROFERTY 70 LM T8 LANDT 0. 7. Roney, 51 WHERE THE 1 Ctd el
—PRREST 1IN ON FRIVATE PROPERT Y,  THE RESIVENT ORDERED THEM OFF
_LER FRIVRTE FROFERTT BT THEY REFUSED 7D 60 THEH ., /7///5 JHE
- ARRESTING PROCESS 15 QUESTIONABLE /7‘5/?5 JO, ALOF f E
- SUBSEQUENT ACTS B THE CoPS ARETHE [ F/fU//5 OF A POISONIOUS TREE ]
TUE QUESTIONRBLE TORISDICTTON OF THE ORIGINAL COURT (S HERES T
_RERSONRBLT DRAWN INTO QuEsTToN ;S 0, WHEN THE PISTRIT LOURT
- SENT Roney , 51 O KENTUCK'Y iR AN EVALUATION FER (8 U5, C. 424/~
(o) 1705 DONE BT M, E, Colemmy'S ACT OF AUE /, 261k, AHD LT
- ALL FORMS OF JORISDICTION 1T M7 HAVE Hit) VER TIHE COMINAL CHSE -
. IF Hona/, Sr HAD 19D FROPER ROVICE B A LCOUNSELTHE WoULD HiT™
/7‘/71/5 BEEK PUT™ THROVGH THENEXT 6 /2 YEARS OF 1#ELL HE HAS

| BEEK EXPERIENCING SINCE THEN BY Coleman’s HaxD. TR ERINEL.
LY HENTOCKT FoRCED, JLLEGALLT, MND ALTERING LRVES 0N Rorey, S
CIN VIOLRTION OF (18 U,5,6 2741 et al, TS ACT AND OTHERS CITED
» LATER FROVE RONEY, 57 WS SUBTECTED TO INEFFECTIVE ASSISTANCE

ﬁfG@UMEL@W/’% MLLACTS HERE WIERE RIRIBUTRBLE JB M. E.Lolerians A d‘zz“_‘
| 20/
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The SCOTUS wrote in_April il, 1967 Specht v Patterson 386US6Q2.608 875ctizu9 i8Ledzd

3765 That Lcommitmentj proceedings. whether denominated civil or criminal. are both

subject to the Fqual Protection clause of the Fourteenth Amendment.. and to the

Due Process cliause; the SCCIUS has written that those same clauses in the 5th Amen,
diment appiy for persons in federal actions against encroacnment by the federal
govermment; here in a Colorado controversy the petitioner was convicted under an
act for indecent liberties. but not sentenced under it instead the trial judge
illegally made-up an unindicted charge under a different law and without any Due
Process of law. sentenced the petitioner under that law; 1He judge was the accuser/
witness to the unindicted charge which violated Due Process of law and the judges
Code of Ethics and criminal.laws. as false imprisonment. kidnapping. etc; Conspira
cy Against Kights. Deprivation of rights under color of law. et al; This was manift
est flagrant injustice without jurisdiction, outside the exercise of discretion

of the inferior court. and against law; In the Specht habeas Corpus proceeding. the

SCOIUS guoted a 1949 controversy Williams v New York 3370US8249,250 695c11079 93Leq..

1337; where tney wrote on sentencing [We musti recognize thatmost of the infcrmation
now relied upon by judges to guide them in their intelligent imposition of sentenc
es would be unavailable if information were restricted to that given in open court
Dy witnesses subject to cross-examination...The type of and extent of this informa
tion made totally impractical if not impossible open court testimony witn crossm~
examinationj Then there is the SCOIUS' opinion of June 29, i$959 Greene v _McEiroy.

3600S474-480.507 795ctis00 3Led/dis77.1388.1393; {The Board relied on conrldenelaL

reporiswnich were never made available to the petitioner. These reports apparentiy
were compilations of statements from various persons contacted by an investigatfive
agency, Petitioner had no opportunity to confront and question persons wnose staie
mhis reflected adversely on him or to confront the govermment investigator who took
Lneir statements. Moreover, Lt seemed evident that the Board icself had never
questioned the investigators and had unever seen thuse perscns whose statements

were the subject of the reports. at 507; Without explicit action by lawmakers,
decisions of greai comstitutional import and effect would be relegated by default
to administrators who , under our system of goverament, are not authcrized to dec
ide tnem] 386US606 {Probation workers making reports of their investigations have
not been trained to prosecute the ottenders. THeir reports have been given high
value by c@nsciencious judges wno want to sentence persons on the best availabie

information rather than on guesswork and inadequate information}; pay 23, 1935 Jo

Lo

bson v Zerbst 324US458 466 583ctiQi9 82Tedlidl; Congress has the apthority to

AR omnch Law orocedurs on Haltease O ; © H
ilberalize the commen law procedurs on Habeas Corpus in order to safeguard the

Libertiagf i1 jersone wo bhin the iprdadsess - . .
; ¥SoI ali persons witoln tne jurisdiction of tane United States sgainsy iafios
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pgment through any viclation of the Comstirution or a law or treaty estaolished

thereunder;: pg.468 (A courts) jucisdiction at the begimming of trial mey be lest

in the course of the proceeding due te failire to complete the ceourt...by providing

ccunsel for any persen wheoes unable to @otain counsel...znd whose life and libe

s ]
<

rty are at stake. If this reguivement of the 6th.Amendnent is nct complied with,

the court no 131°=‘ has jurisdiction tc preceed. The judgment.asoa courl proncunc
ad by it witheu: jurisdicticn 1s void, and cns imprisonad thereunder may obtain

~

release by Habeas Cerpus ] Juns l;, 1977 Avery v JS D.Conn. &34Fsupp937: Fint.g; CEL.
N ~

Marbury v Madiscn 1803 ICranch 137,17C-171 21ed50; LA government cfficial canrot
have discreticn to cemmit urcoastituticnal or illegal acts] June 3, 1946 US v Lovett

t

e Yats)

3“3U‘5bq,,L4 c6SctiC73 $QLedl22Z; Hdnt 3; [Legislative acts, ne matter their form,

tnat appiy either to named individuals or to easily discerndible pembers of a group
in such a way as to inflict punishment ¢a cheaw without judicial trial are Bills of

%ttainde;,prohibited by the Constiturion...Those wiffo wrote cur Constitution well
triew the dangers inherent in special legislation which takes away life, liberty or
roperty of particulah." named parsons, because the legiﬁiatlre thinks them guilty
of concuct whichideserves gunishrent] They intended to safeguacd the people

of this.countrsy from punishment without triazl by duly constituted courts. To apply

Congress dees inflict punishment cn ea°llj escertainable members of a’

|
4
group of perscns whose conduct the legisiature thinke gailty which deserves pinis

hnent witheut judicial trial by duly constituted courts as it is the courts itself
that institutes an act of attainder without jJ"vaicuion sc.oig pot a duly consti

tuted court. [Lovect}, becauses mo notice of the true naturs of the [charge] against

4

him was ever given, as in the Feb. 17, 1941 Smith v 0'Grady 21208329,334 &1Sct572

_8510d853; [Motice is the first and most universally recognized requirement of Sue

frocess, Tals relates to 18USU4Z4L, a criminal statute that doas not describe any
i

act deemed a criminal offense, as against 1aw. it dees reguire a criminal proesec

ucion be in.gregress in that State and District per the Cth Asendment, before 4241

ia; cen be cited, vhich wmeans, as in {Specht] it is used to imprisen @ person on
triar for 1 ofiense, but never suea civilly while being prosecuted crimically per

tnhe prchitition established in NOv. 1, 1902 Kaufimen v Sarner COWDKY 1738530; as

cannot be notified of a [civil action suitj so canmot be held to a suit. and sin
ce the 4241 [statute] is used today to hold that victim of kidnapping in a federal

prison where he is considered to be convicted to be punished. 1t is a_Biil of Att

ainder as defined as legislative punishment without judicial trial by duly consti
tuted courts. Never convicted ou the chargebeing prosecuted to beget the implemen

tation of 4241(a), but condemned on the (charge[ never posecuted nor ever Filed
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in a court of law, nor ever indicted to be an accusation that could be tried in a
court of law, as |Specht] above, a Fotal miscarriage of justice by and instituted
by the very court tnat is to insure justice for all equaily. Aprii 6. 1936 Johnson
v Zerbst 304US458,466 58Sct1019 8@3iedisbl; [The fear that some malefactor may go

unwhipped of justice weighs as nothing against the just and strong condemnaticii o
of a practice so odious and indeed, the fear itseif has little substance upon whi
ch to rest] Also, 424i(a) stafted in May 1%,1930, that afi AUSA could accuse a

person on trial in the courtroom against the defendant of a civil .. offense, but

it was to be & [civii action suit] as in the 7th Amendment but the standing rule

of law, then. and now, is that per the _April 13, 1925 ruling by the SCUIUS.
Cooke v _US 267US517 at 538 445Sct 390 6Yled767.774; [IHe presence of the United

States District Attorneys also was secured on the ground That it was a cciminal
casej; And, Noev——tT1909—FKaufimas CCWDKY 17315505y and Feb. 23. 1940

Baxstrom v Besold 333US107 at 115 £6Sct769 1Sledzd€zd; The 5C0TUS weote manypages

r
=

\indictment is first made public, or the government loses all right to try to del

of their odinions in thi: Annoraticns 1531ed2d1133 and 125Led2é7€09: on [Tivil actid

noauits_ te seize property from persons after a convietion for o federel coffenss

a3 sfter senteoncing of the defendant to prisco for & period of time. but they alsc
had coe comron thread of law as a {civil action suit] must be . subseguent ¢ the
end of the criminal trial/proceeding. and nore of the pagzes of citatiens included

any of thsse 3 sgecofic rulings sbove. which if they had cizzd anv of them the

whols car ac%»er cf what thev wrote wonid he apv differenc bnan what Fhey cid

writg, which goes to show that tbe SCOTUS does not read what they write nor apply
thair milines. 18USC4241 doesﬂFler cite any rational order of procedure as it
is contrary to ine rule of law and the idea of subsequent filings of [civil action
suits] after the completion of the criminal trial, instead 4241 states that a
[civil action suit] need not be,that action is:.to.be concurrent while the crimin
al proceeding is still in progress contrary to the order of progression to insti
tute a |civil action suit] against a person involved in a criminal proceeding.
So, (Kaufman! is first to be applied here. 4241 states, after [commencing prosec
ution], the government attorney or the judge can institute a [civil action suit]
, but that action is prohibited from happening and the [Baxstromj opinion states
the defendant camnot be in prison to be served any hinding process/notice of any
civil action suit] [Kaufman], without notice no suit can be filed against a
person then to apply [Cooke] to the mix. NO govermment agent can file any Lcivil
action suit] lest it becomes automatically a criminal prosecution and then there

is_18USC3161, the Speedy Trial Act where trial must begin 70 days after that
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it as since the AUSA called for the delay, and too the judge also, called for the
delay, the governmment is held to the 70 days to conduct the trial; but 3161 was
not law in 1930, but is law now. The delay was against the prosecution as it
was he that caused a 4 month delay in the prosecution as beyond the 70 daysallow
ance. |Baxstrom| accentuates [Kaufman] in that that upheld the rule of law to or
as no- person could be served binding notice of process of a [civil action suit]
by summons while in a criminal proceeding and then Cooke| comes into play as
“the AUSA is barred from instituting any [Civil action suit] against a person sin
c@ 1925, by the SCOTUS' ruling which they did not read nor apply here; but, Idid
read it and say it must be applied as written here by the SCOTUS. I will cite
another opinion by the SCOTUS of Feb. 17, !941 Smith v 0'Grady 312US329,334 61Sct

572 85Led859: that [notice] is the [first and most Universally recognized requir

ement &f due processj. So no notice means no [civil action suit] can be prosecut
ed nor even instituted here at all. 4241{a) and all of the 7 statutes that follow
, all depend upon 4241 being constitutional, but, it was not an example of law

all along as to be unconstitutional from its inception in May 13, 1930. 18USC4241

_{a) is contrary to law. Lest I forget to and include this, upon the proposition
of a subsequent [civil action suit] after the criminal trial, the one suing mu
st wait until the person convicted is released from prison and the sentence fully
served and the charge fully adjudicated and the person must be completely freed

from all form of custody or any restraint upon his liberty by a court and be
afforded reasunable time to travel to his homeresidence to be served notice by
summons of a pending [civil action suit] if he/she resides within the issuing
courts' jurisdictionmal territorial boundaries per [Kaufman] and [Smithj. law sin
ce 1909 and 1941; which brings up Double Jeopardy, if the AUSA institutes the

proposed {civil action suit], [Cooke] applies as that would be a second criminal

prosecution for an offense or Double Jeopardy as automatically as proscribed by
the 5th Amendment, also per the SCOTUS' ruling In Re Snow 118US346 6Sct1039 30
LedZOQ;ﬂone charge for one offense! Jan. 18, 1949 Bass v Hoagland CASTX 170F2d2055

{The United States is forbidden to take either life, liberty or property without

due process of law, and its courts are included in the prohibition] In the CA6
Opinion in Aug. 18, 1984 Sevier v Turner 742F2d262,274; It was written that a

judge incurred civil liability if and when he/she instituted a criminal prosecut

ion against a person by using their position as a judge. Therefore, due to the

written terms in 18USC4241(a), if a judge does institute a [civil actionsuit] ag

ainst a person in that court currently in a criminal froceeding, that would be

criminal prosecution] .without an indictment by any grand jury as the 5th Amen
:ﬁgégi Pelhrres)and WOU%G Be prosecuted as a crime pgrgthe Agri 13, 1925 CO0RE"

O
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v US 267US517 at 538 45Sct390 691.ed767,774; ruling that [the presenceof the United

States District Attorneys also was secured on the ground that it was a criminal
case] So, all one's where the AUSA's are involved are criminal prosecutions, not

any type of [civil action suits] and in conclusion since a judge instituted the

criminal prosecution, he/she did incur [civil liability] for his/her indisc¥iminate.

arbitrary and capricious act. May 16, 1955 In Re Murchison 349US133 75S¢t623 99Led
942, June 29. 1981 CA7 lopez v Vanderwater 621F2d1229,1235; also, that judge or
AUSA did institute a criminal case [Cooke|, the judge was required to provide:
counsel for th accused, as to mot provide effective, competent counsel where that
person's life or liberty.was at stake, sucf1violation of the 6th Amendment's

provision incorporates Johnsonv Zerbst 1938,, again forfeiting any claim of legal

ability to proceed to trial in a criminal case.

18USC4241(a) is a Bill of Attainder in:that it ordains punishment without any

type of real trial in a court of law by a duly constituted court by a panel of
accusers who will never judge their own acts as unlawful nor ever question their
own judgments against a set of standards established by the legislative act that ¢
set those standards; then there is the fact that the person is held as a [comvict
ed prisoner| in a federal prison where he is not in a [suitable facilityﬁ, but in
a prison, in reality, as to punish that person without trial for any federal off
ense nor a criminal act, for the rest of his life over the years as per the annual
review by the same judge who always rubber-stamps those reports, as to yearly acc
use that same victim of a crime never charged as to never allow that victim he 1s

prosecuting under 4241, which starts out as a Bill of Attainder. As regards that

yearly (reviewj of that act, mo person subjected to it can be afforded his rights
in a court of law to contest that annual review and as per.the constitutional rig
hts of the victim which is then subject to 4241(a), a legislative act that depriv
es liberty of movement. Again, enactedby the legislature in in 1995 as a Bill of
Attainder, that statement only perpetuates the act of 1930, 4241, to falsely impr
ison in a federal prison, that kidnap victim as the law 4246 punishes by legislat
ive act mot by judicial processes &as a federal court cammot exercise any other po
wer excent where thereiis a [case] or [controversy| before it, 4241-4248 all are
in contravention to the S5th Amendment's due process clause as in [Smith v O'GrAdy]
,1941, see May 26, 1884 ICC v Brimson 154US447,474 4Sct1125 38Led1047; Since mno
criminal case was ever in progress, nNO [controversy] can be allowed under

4241's terms.

SCOTUS: (No person can be imprisoned without a public trial] THis PErtains to the

¢ {civil commitment] claim of that sentence for ome year. Thus 4246, there is tobe
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én annual review of that sentence or, in reaiity, the victim must be released from
false imprisonment, but he is not released, instead, he is subjected to a new
never filed [charge] for which he is not informed, and no trial is held, but he is
again sentenced to another year in federal prison as a convicted [prisoner], vet
he has never been charged.criminally, nor can he be sued civilly [Kaufman], but

is still in a prison unlawfully restrained of his liberty by force. One more nail
in the coffin.ag 4246 aftex_4241,is implemented, is still a Bill of Attainder

as no judicial trial by a duly constituted court and all done in a [ kangaroo court ]

not a court of law. All of these events are done in secret, so, the victim is
never informed of them taking place :no¥ is he a party to any of them to confront
or cross-examine the [evidence] used to |convict] him nor to ever be informed of
a vear long sentence again and again as to be falsely impriscned for many years i
without due process of law and denied equal protection of the laws as per the 5th
Amendment. THe {[Kangaroo Court] in RaleiGH, NC 2§811, is mot protecting him in
any way as it is not competent to judge him in the first place as none of the men
in FMC Butmer, NC 27509, were ever afforded nor accorded due process of law to be
subjected to any of these criminal.acts by the |Kangaroo court] so each person is
kidnap victim sent here by the kidnappers from his home state where no criminal
charge is still in progress against him there by the SCOTUS' own ruling on that
Johnson v Zerbst] 1938. A federal—priéon is not a [suitable facility] to house

any person net sentenced to the BOP"s custody after due conviction for a federal

crime.
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_QUT3IDE OF/KS JURITDICTTONB). TERRITORIAL BOUNMRT #5 1T CHANOT SERVE
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1. No court can institute any civil or criminal action in another court's juri
sdiction, as to order any evaluation for any civil complaint issued by a Louis
jana court to be conducted in the E.D. of N.C. W.D. as this is its jurisdiction.

2. The judge in Louisiana's federal District court did not allow reasonable time
for you to ‘travel to your home residence before instituting a civil action aga

inst you without notice served on you by a process server.

3. The judge in that federal District court in Louisiana KIdnapped and decoyed
you to be brought to the E.D. of N.C. W.D. federal didtrict court's jurisdict
ion by "trick or device';, or involuntarily, as to scheme to have this local
‘court in Raleigh, N.C. file a civil suit against you to imprison you for life
all to cover-up that Louisianavcourt's lack of jurisdiction to order that eval
wation in North Carolina's Eastern District. That indicates "trick or device"

and conspiracy.

4. That federal District court judge is liable to you personally (individually)
for all damages to your civil right to your good name, your reputation, both
civilly and criminally, as to kidnap and decoy you and transport'you‘ across
state lines. 42USC1985(2)(3) enforceable via 28USC1343(a)(1)(2)(3)(4), all inv
oluntarily! How much do you want from that judge as all you have to allege is
that he directly or conspiratorialy deproved you of a civilright.

5. As- regards 1.,2.,3.,4., above, the hacks and quacks herr in the E.D. of N.C.
W.D. FMCBUINER, report to that judge in Louisiana on their "flnd:mgs proving

my point that a foreign court to the E.D. of N.C. W.D., and a federal court is
calling all the shots outside its jurisdiction, proving the illegality by 2 or

mor i1 conspiracy and under color of official right.
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