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QUESTIONS PRESENTED:

Question # 1. A pro se has a right to file a complaint in the court. Does he also has
a right to win especially if defendant(s) default?

Question # 2: When in the course of human events it becomes necessary for a
victim of a crime to file a crime report, do cops have an obligation to take a crime
report and record victim’s statement(s) truthfully?

Question # 3: Is the MJ’s bagman.more important and/or more powerful than

anyone else including the court of appeal?
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