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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

#1:
The United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit has 
entered a decision [Harmon y Houser-Case No.23-14-May 30,2023] 
that did_not address or resolve the "Foundational Question" 
Presented to the Court in/thru~an ORIGINAL and NEW INDEPENDANT 
ACTION pursuant toCCiv.Kule bO(h~J(d) [see Appendix Bj that a
ask whether or not a as-Prose Petitioner "NEEDED" permission
file into the District Court to address the CLAIM/Ground-Cause
the Court"s' have never addressed Question that Courts Lackecf
Personal and Subject Matter Jurisdiction for"NEVER"Determinin
This Foundational QUESTION BASED IN PART ON THE COURT'S" never
Complied with Statutory MANDATES use/application Seal and TesTe
to obtain and Maintain Personal and Subject Matter Jurisdiction
^'BEFORE" addressing any other issues/claims/cause in and or on
a Filing before a Court and to resolve the confussion of whether
or not needed Appeals Court authorization for New Independant
Action or is to file Directly into District Court. "NOT /g 2254 Tiling"
This Court has the Stautory authority to Grant this Writ ant^^ 
this Petition "SHOWS" that the Writ (questions 1,2,3,) will be . 
aid in~and of the Court's Appellate Jurisdiction and that the 
exceptional circumstances warrants the exercise of the Court's
discretionary powers, and that adequate relief cannot be obtained
in any other form or from any other court. Due inpart to Criminal Acts.

(see Question #2/#3)#2:
The. United States Courit of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit has 
entered a decision [Harmon v Houser No.23-14-May 30,2023 issued 
based off the conflict decision with this Court of [Ezell v U.S.
7/8 F.3d 762,/65-9th cir.2015J) IN CONFLICT WITH the Decision of this Court of

United States Supreme Court [Nasarallah v Barr, 140 S.Ct.1683]; and so far 
departed from lawful accepted "Stautory Mandated "TEXT" of [28USCS§1691] and 
[28USCS§2244(b)(3)(d) and the "SPECIFIC" "LEGISLATIVE"""INTENT" (outlined in 
this Court's Decision of (Nasarallah v Barr) and Violation of "CONSTITUTIONAL 
14th Amend.Due-Process as to call for tfela. Exercise"of this Courts Supervisory
Powerr( Ty.

#3:
The United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit has entered a decision 
(Harmon v Houser, May 30,2023-Case No.23-14) that is in inviolation of FEDERAL 
STATUTE MANADATED "TEXT" of: (28USCS§1691) for a Court Officer(s) of the Court 
that includes Clerk of Court "to comply with" and "have not" "and" "is" "DEFINED" 
STATUTORLY in (18USCS§505) the S4§utory Mandated "TEXT11 is j. crime when a Court 
"OFFICER" "does not" "comply with" and "SAME" Stautory Manadated” "TEXT" continues 
and "DEFINES11 and^UTLINES SPECIFICALLY11 the "SPECIFIC" "PUNISHMENT'for such 
violation by [l8USCS§30bJ by a court officer for non-compliance with: aod is 
Structual Error effecting Constitutional Rights of Due-process 14th amend, as 
to call for the Exercise of this Courts Supervisory Power(7).

pursuant to 28USCS1651 Writs(a) authorizes this Court to exercise its Supervisory
--------------- --------------- -— Power to Grant Writ and Address the Criminal Acts/

Conduct by Court OFFICERS as outlined herein.
H&.
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LIST OF PARTIES

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

[ ] 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:

RELATED CASES

Letter from Court Clerk(Dated 7/12/2023) 
"SHOWING" the EXAMPLE of and why

APPENDIX "E"

of "THIS" Court/Offiers are not complying with 
Statutory Mandated TEXT of 28USCS§1691 "by ALL"
COURTS (STATE AND FEDERAL) in/on the "Process"
"ALL" PROCESS ISSUED(ing) from a Court as Manadated 
to comply with and "SHOWING" this Violation "EACH" 
time is-a-Crime.uahder^i8USCS§505-Showing the Appellate Aid 

is necessary and how and will aid in Applellate
Jurisdicition.

A : ±" il: j'i A

**** APPENDIX "C"
Harmon V Houser Case No. 23-14 (United States Court of 

, Appeals for the Ninth Circuit)
"FILING' BY PETITIONER "AS" "A" * of

(S5)Civ.Rule 60(b)(d) NEW INDEPENDANTCOriginal)ACTION & Rule 60(b)(4)
Void Judgement Motion

"REQUESTING authorization and orCLearification whether or not 
required to obtain authorization'tor this Filing or directly 
filed into District Court^jj^NOT ASKING FOR authorization for

Wo file a 2254 second/successive
3?ttapplicationtt7

APPENDIX "B"
Stephen Harmon v State of Alaska,CAse No. S-18529

Alaska Supreme Court. Judgement entered 12/19/2022.

■sVSr*

APPENDIX "A"-V-VA-V

Stephen Harmon v Earl Houser (sup.Goose Creek Cor.Cnt.)Alaska.
Case No. 23-14, United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth 
Circuit, Judgement entered May 30,2023.
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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

PETITION FOR WRIT OF mandamus & prohibition
"Rule 17(1) & Rlew 20(1 )" & "28USCS§1651(a) "

S and
Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of (prohibition jto review the judgment below.

lis issued to / (judgement"s")

OPINIONS BELOW

[x] For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix to
the petition and is
[X] reported at Harmon v Hoiifier.Casp No. 23-1 4 

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

5 or,

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

to

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

Ix 2 For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at 
Appendix__"B" to the petition and is
bd reported at Harmon v State of Alaska,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

Case No. 
S-18529 ; or,

The opinion of the _ 
appears at Appendix

court
to the petition and is

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

1.



JURISDICTION

[x] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
May 30/2023was

(Note: COURT DID NOT 
ALLOW; violation ofCx3 No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

Curt Rules authorizing)
[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of

, and a copy of theAppeals on the following date:___________
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted 
to and including _ 
in Application No.

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under %8 uses § 1651 writs(a) 

(Rule 17(1) & Rule 20(1) Supreme Court Rules)

(date) on (date)
A

Ixxl For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was 12/l§/2022 
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix "R"

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

appears at Appendix

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including____
Application No.__ A

(date) on (date) in

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under
(Rule 17(1) & Rule 20(1) Supreme Court Rules)

28 USCS § 1651 Writs(a)

2



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
uses Constitution 14 Amend. § sec.l

DUE-PROCESS of LAW
All Persons born or naturalized in the United States, Subject to the jurisdiction 
thereof, are citizens of the United States and States wherein they reside. No State 

make or enforce any law which SHALL abridge the Privilages or Immunities of 
citizens of the United States; nor SHALL any state deprive any person of life, 
liberty, or property, without Due-Process of law; nor deny to any person with in its 
Jurisdiction of equal protections of law.

28 USCS § 2244(b)(3)(d)
Rule 9 Motion Second or successive Application
(d) the court of appeals SHALL grant or deny the authorization to file a second or 

sucessive application not later than 30 days after filing of motion.
28 USCS § 1691 

Seal and Teste
ALL writs and process issuing from a court of U.S. SHALL BE: under seal of the Court 
and signed by the Clerk.

18 USCS § 505 Seal of Court,Signature of Court Officers
Who ever forges the signature of any judge, register or other officer of'any court1" 

‘the United States or‘any' Teritory or forges or counterfiets the seaPoTany such* 
—^rt', knowingly* concurs in using any such forged or counterfiet signature or seal,
for::the-purpose of *1authenticating>1ANY',PROCEEDING and ATTACHED THERETO Knowinq 
signaturew or SEAL to be false or counterfiet, SHALL BE Fined under this title 
or IMPRISONED not more than five years or both.------ * —--------------- ----- —-

such

Federal Civ.Rule 60(b)(4)Void Judgement,& (d) NEW INDEPENDANT ACTION
(b) On Motion and upon such terms as are just, the court may relieve a party or party's 

legal representative from final judgement, order or proceeding for following 
reasons; ^
(4) the judgement is void;
(d) this rule does not limit the power of the court to entertain an Independantn 

Action or to relieve a party from a_ judgemen or proceeding.
Nasarallah v Barr, 140 S.Ct. 1683

HN#18 It is not proper role of tWi. Courts to rewrite the laws passed by 
and signed by the President: COURTS MUST ADHERE TO STATUTORYTEXTl

congress

HN#23 to begin with we must adhere to STATUTORY TEXT..."and a point that senator 
Abraham, key proponent of the STATUTORY BARR to [***19] JudidicaTkiHew— 

"STRESSED"BACK in 1996 , see 142 Cong.Rec. 7348-7350(1996)
(Kavanaudfh,J-jioned by Roberts,Ch.J. and Ginsburgi? Bryer, Sotomayor, 
and Gorsuch,JJ.) Eagan

Browanv superior Court of L.A., 70 CalllApp. 732 CA(3)(3)
Functions of Court and Clerk-Final Judgement
Functions of Court and Clerk and its entry in the judgement book, which affords 
the highest record of evidence of its exsistence, is but a ministerial act 
of the Clerk, which the Court Performs judicially or ORDERS to Be performed.
It is not to be avoided by action or want of action of andby the courts ministerial
officers. The Judgement IS THEM rendered final. ---------------
"THIS 1 "DETERMINES' THE RIGHTS OF THE PARTIESD TO THE ACTION OR PROCEEDING.
It _1S complete "WHEN" it is "ENTERED 'AND RECORDEdbvThe Clerk~as~REnUlRKIl KY 
STATUTE.

3



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STAUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLED

United States v Mierzank (89 F.Supp|l573)
The Constitutional Guarantee fof Due-Process of law MEANS Notice and opportunity 
to heard and defend before a competent Tribunal with Jurisdiction of Subject 
Matter of the Cause.

Ezell v Uited States/ 778 F.3d 762,765 (9th Cir. 2015)
the--.time limit in 28 USCS § 2244(b) (3) (d) is hortarory, not mandatory.

Fairbanks N.Start Borough v Victory Ministries of AK.Inc. 515 P.3d 111 Ak.Supreme Court
Aug.12,2022

the issue cannot be waived and can be raised at time during litigation.
Harvest v Castro 520 F.3d,1055,70 Fed.R.serv.3d3 (Callaghan) 242 1008 U.S.App. LEXIS 6297

(9th Cir.)
when a state fails to cure its constitutonal errors, has not demonstrated that 
it does not deserves relief from judgement then conditional Granting of a 
Habeas Corpus 28USCS§2254, is to be Granted and requires release from custodey.

28 USCS § 1651 Writs (a)
The Supreme Court and ALL Courts established by ACT of Congress may issue ALL 
writs necessary or appropriate in aide of their respective jurisdiction and 
agreeable to the usage of Principle law.

Supreme Court Rule 17 (1 i)l Procedure in an ORIGINAL APPLICATION ACTION
1. This rule applies only to an action invoking the Courts ORIGINAL Jurisdiction 

under Article III of the Constitution of the United States, see also 28USCS§1251 
and U.S.Constitution,'"Arndt.11. A petition for an extraordinary writ in aid of the 
Courts appellate jurisdiction SHALL be filed as provided in Rule 20.

Supreme Court Rule 20(1) Procedure on a Petition for an EXTRAORDINARY WRIT
1.) Issuance by the Court of an Extraordinary writ authorized by 28USCSI651(a) 

is not a matter of right, but of discretion sparingly exercised. To Justify 
the granting of any such writ, the petition must show that the writ will be 
in aid of the Courts appellate jurisdiction, that execptional-circumstances 
warrants-the exercise of the Court's discreetionary powers, and that adequate 
relief cannot be obtained in any other form or from any other court.

Vinten v Jeantot Marine Alliances 191 F.Supp. 2d 642

"Any" Judgement/Order entered against the defendant over whom the Court 
does not have Personal/Subject Matter Jurisdiciton is void..."

If a Judge;ment/order is void of LACK of Personal/Subject Matter Jurisidiction 
the Court must GRANT the Federal Rule Civ.Procedure 60(b)(4)M0TI0N without 
consideration of Timleness, unfair prejudice or exceptional circumstances.

4
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE
#1.) The United States Court of Appeals Decision of May 30,2023, is in. cpnflict 

with this Court (United states Supreme Court) Decision of(Nasarallah v Barr 
WS.'Ct. 1683): '------- - -----------------------------------------

"Conflict begins when"" tc
a.) The Clerk of Court issues a "Dockett Notice" (process)[Jan 4,2023] WITH the 

Seal of Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit but does not fcet;.a:Teste on 
the Document(signature) on the "issued Process" that would comply with 
complies with 28 USCS§1691 Seal and Teste MANDATES (TEXT)

reads: ...""ALL" writs and "process" "issueing from" "a" "court of the ^
United States "SHALL BE: "under" "SEAL "of "'Court1* and "Signed By" 
the Clerk thereof n• • •

"--Thus the: "process issued" (Docket Notice) "only had the Seal of Court and No 
signature"; thus the Court "never" was/had "obtained/coveyedor maintained'
"ANY" Personal or Subject Matter Jurisdiction to "ANY" party or Court pursuant
to. 28USCS§1691 Mandatdv TEXT and Federal Governing Law set out in:-----------
rr.m,ALL" writs and "PROCESS" "ISSUEING FROM" "a" "COURT OF" "the United States", 

"SHALL BE" "UNDER" "SEAL~0F COURT"nANDnnsigned by theTTerlTof"Court thereof*..
The "Personal and Subject Matter Jurisidiction and Rights to the Parties 
paritaly conveyed if apy (Seal of Court affixed/but/ No signature by the Clerk) as 
the Federal "GOVERNING LAW/Standard sets out in:

If IIwere"

Brown v Superior Court of L.A., 70 Cal. App. CA(3)(3) reads/Nhrriates of:
"Functions of'Court and Clerk-Final Judgement*• • •

FUrctions of Cburt and Clerk and its entry in the jir^ement book, which affords the hipest record of 
evidence of its exsisterce, is but a ministerial act of the clerk, which the Cburt performs jtriicTaTTy 
or Orders to Be Fterrfcajnsd. -
It is rot to be avoided by action or vent of action of and ty the (hurts rmnisterLal officers. Ihe
lufearent IS THEN RENDERED EINQL. T^^T~>^IERMDSEgTnlE RKH5" CF THE PARTIES IP HE A"Trm~TfR"

'Tt is it is "ENTERED AfC^gEDEDf' by ~5e Clerk "ASfTTMjJIREDr T#TSlMIg,..."
"CONFLICT #1:" b.) The Court(justices)& Chief Judge Murguia; were "repeadly in writing"^) 

Dpc-^ ^ asked to comply with Application/affixing the Court Seal and Teste on 
Order/decision when issued to obtain and maintain Lawful Personal ■%
Subject Matter Jurisdiction but did not whenisssued May 30,2023 Decision 
4must be on "every-"ALL" process" or Process*the Court has no Lawful 
Personal and or Subject Matter Jurisdiction/Binding effect or Parties 
are/were ^denied RIGHTS." (requires "voiding ALL judgements /Or J ?_r s ~ w/ o_ Juris­
diction persoanl or subject Matter). ”

"CONFLICT #2:".C.) Ihe U.S.Coiallfof Appeals for 9th Cir./Justices in this Decision of
May 30,2023 "have rewritten" by Judicial Interpretation "from" the bench 
and Legislation from the Bench of 28 USCS§2244(b(3)(d) Time Limits MANDATES 
and TEXT(cited this fact in their decision of [Ezell v U.S.778 F.3d 
762,765(9th cir.ct.2015]& and agin herein Order of May 30,2023 of (Harmon 
v Houser case No.23-l3J that is in direct conflict with this Courts 
"SPECIFIC" Determintion/Decision of MANDATED STATUTORY TEXT"s" of:

Nasarallah v Barr, 140 S.Ct. 1683 ( with the legislative INTENT stressed bade m 199bJ 
..."Court must adhere to STTUT0RY TEXT. .7"”

the

and
18USCS§505 Seal of Court,Signature of Court Offcies That "DEFINES" as a crime "WIEN" the 

Qajrt/Jjjges/Clerks/Qffigeps do not comely and Then TENDER INTO EVIDENCE Falsely/Mderoe in/ch or without.
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V

STATEMENT OF THE CASE
(.continued;

and
Conflict with, this Court Decision of (Nasarallah v Barr) by the 9th Cir.Decision of 

May 30,2023 :when in the Decision "SHOWS" conflcit and "rewriting of" 
Statute Mandated TEXT of: 28USCS§2244(b)(3)(d) reads: Decision
•.."the applicant is_ informed that the Time limit in 28USCS§2244(b)(3)(d) 

is hortatory, NOT MANDATORY..." w n
The "Plain LanguageTWQRDING-TECT'of"28USCS52244(b)93)(d) reads "IS" MANDATORYJEXT^

"(d) the Court of Appeals SHALL grant or deny the authorization to file a second or 
sucessive application not later than 3o-days AFTER FILING OF MOTION "

This Is "Structial Error and Plain Error and effects Substantial Rights 
that are prejudicial and violates the Constitutoinal R ights Of (Harmon/t)r 
any litigant and violates Due-Process and is Defined* as a Crime' in.
18 USCS§505 (by Court Of f jeers/Judges/Clerks )b^'TENDER~S IN FALSE EVIDENCE, 
" tc" decision of May 30,2023.

• • «
• « •

by and, thru the Decision by the Justices/Cler

The United States Court of Appeals Decision of may is in
"CONFLICT WITH" the FEDERAL GOVERNING LAW-DEFINITION OF/MEANS of 
"DUE-PRCESS OF LAW defines as :
U.S. v Mierzank (89 F.Supp.573) reads: "tSFINES AS"

..."The Constitutional GUARANTEE ofDue-Process of law MEANS, Notice and opportunity 
to be heard and defend BEFORE a competent Tribunal with JUrisidiction of Subject 
Matter of the Casue..— — - -- -----------

#2.)

A. ) NO where did^acy court. (ALASKA or 9th Cir.ever comply with 28USCS§ 1691 Seals 
and Teste Mandate TEXT t£> "obtain and maintain any Personal or Subject Matter 
Jurisdiction thru '"ANY ' Process; Appendi)/ A and BshowsX this FACT OF EVIDENCE;

■ ~ ’ J '

B. ) No State of Alaska or Federal 9th Cir. addresse^for determined the FOUNDATIONAL 
"FILED" question that the Court"s" lacked Persoanl and Subject matter Jurisidiction
(ft , fb, oS MW "Vv

Though# "REPEADLY SHOWN/IN THE RECORDS Petitibher Harmon Repeadl/ask the Court to compy 
and Stated in writing to the Court^Would be a Violaiton of Federal Law/crime if not; 
"SHOWING" any of the Decision (APPENDIX A OR B and decsion based on) have any lawful 
binding effect either and requir es VOID and with prejudice-for not haveing any Personal 
and or Subject Matter Jurisidiction and NOT cureing their (COURTS-State and FEDERAL) 
Constitutional Errors and the 9th Cir.Determined when this is done in: - 
Harvest v Castro 520 F.3d,1055.70 Fed.R.Serv.3d3(Callaghan)242 1008 U.S.App.LEXIS

9th cir) rr. .''when a stste fails to cure its constitutional errors .Has Not demonstrated
/«. r it deserves relief from judgement then condicitonar Granting of a.

C ------- Habeas Corpus 28 USCSS2254 is to* be Granted and requires the release
^ lt from custodey.♦u

Harmon Present because" 9th. Ci_r 7 did not cure their constitutional terrors either would 
and should be inserted as/with the STATE language to determine relief also herein.

C.) When the 9th cir. determined they/court were not required to comply with a 
statutory MANDATF^TEXT*(28USCS§2244(b)(3TT3T"Time limits); but I/Harmon was 
.requiored to comply^wlth and be held to the Strict Standards of*TEXT MANDATES 
^resulting in Harmon being DENIED RELIEF/FILINGS; this is a_ Double standard and 

Brings the Court"s" into question and disrepute and Denies Harmon or any T.itTgant 
i due-process to be_heard bv the law and with the equal protections of the law & _

' by an un-bias^preiudicial_justices or court by a double standard as done.
0.) When-9th Cir. denied Harmon"Tn-0rder-Reads (Thdpg. last sentence)

...'tb Fixture filings will be entertained in this case..."
- Oug-dgigd HjsgE of Clerical Errocs(Seal/Teste)

3.)Access to Rule 60(b(d)New Independant action 
(^)4.)denied access to Court lawful availabe/completely 

These actions/decision abuse of Discretion authority/struetual Errors/Violates Di
Defined as a crime

Due-processyi
— &-4-



■ V

REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

1.) The United states Court of Appeals for Ninth Circuit/
has so far departed from the lawful Statutory Manadted and 
usual course of -judicial proceedings and assited in denial «>\ « \
of Application herein Appendix "A" and sanctioned such T<L )

<Acontinued departure by the lower court :( Fairbanks N.Star Borough ~~ *=a
v. Victory Ministries of Ak.Inc./ 515 P.3d 111 AK.SUPREME COURT APG. 12/20n22")

— —"the issue of Lack of Subject matter jurisdiciton determined..."
..."THIS Issue CANNOT he waived" and "CAN BE RAISED at any time during 

litigation..."

NOTE:
this decision by the ALASKA SUPREME COURT was 4-months Prior to the 
decision issued on Harmon (180-degrees no explaination) on Appendix "B". -

NEITHER Courts (ALASKA SUPREME COURT) nor (United States Court of Appeals for 9th Cir.)
have addressed or determined the "foundational" claim/question
of "LACK OF" Personal and Subject Matter Jurisdition for not 
compling with STatutory MANDATED TEXT of a STATUTE to be complied 
with. 1 • - -

»(
Warrants this Court tp exfeirCise its Supervisory Authority as the 9th Cir. 
is rewriting "STATUTES""as they feel'/going uncheck and denTng Litiqant"S" 
their constitutional rights and privilages and use their Positions as 
COurt officers to committe criminal acts for not compling with statues.

2.) The United States Court of Appeals for Ninth Circuit and Alaska Supreme Court 
"decisions HAVE NOT" diceded the Important OUSTION of FEDRAL LAW that hasnot 
but should be settled by this Court of:

^ a.) does the Courts allowed to continue and rewrite Stautes^by Judicial
interpretation~"or required to comply literally with the~Statute TEXT J x

(D-of: 28 USC§ 1691 SEAL and TESTE Ito obtain and maintain Personal &

under SEAL OF THE COURT AND SIGNED BY THE CLERK THEROF...,TN (O' tiQrtL >
(2)-of: 28 USCS§ 2244(b)(3)(d) Time limit

Rule 9 Motion Second or successive Application
(d) the Court of Appeals SHALL grant or deny the authorization

to file a second or sucessive application not later than 30-days 
after the filing of Motion.

(3)-of: The United States Supreme Court continue and not in/on "ALL" 
process' issuing from the Court NOT comply with the STATUTORY 
text of 28 USC§1691. which is in violation of 28 USCS§505 Zmd!? ^
"each" process issued from the Court. CL<£-W'<\i ._

V— ^ b ) — °(joes the Supreme Court continue and allow Court
NOT ADDRESS "FILED"-FondationcjCiaim/Cause "QUESTION-OF*7? '
Court’s" Lacked Personal and Subject Matter Jurisdiction "and" 

allow Court"s" to continue andtVCREAT'* "issue/clMm/cause NOT FILED 
v BEFORE*‘the CourFV'C Jurisprudence violation; "OR" 

this Court "DEIRERMINE the MERITS OF."FILED" claim/cause be determined 
^VldiTTo1' determining~5ny -otto /f
to atTocd Due-process ofOTaw 14th amend. j^Lawfuly be heard according to law.

"s" to continue and



• t

REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION 

(Cdntinued)
3-) "BECAUSE":

’’NO Court of the United States to dMte" "has" addressed and then 
determined the ''FILED" claim/Cause "Presenf^-oT~TTQUESTI0frr to the 
Court"s" ("of • • • "Lack ,of Personal and Subject Matter Jurisdiction...") 
thatr.is requried to be addressed and determined "BEEORE/PRIOR TO" 
any otheEi: Determination of Any Claim/Bafeee or Cause Before it 
this Question j_ AND the "RECORD"S" are clear and shows that "NO"
Court (State of Alaska or Fedejcal/9th Cir.) when presented in/^17 
Appendix';s "A", "B" , "C" and "Q^l-nat a Court oof the United States 
is Mandated by ?TAUTE/TEXT to use and apply "Seals of Court and~ 
have "Gledk" csign.:! each process/Teste" to obtain and maintain

on

Personal and Subject Matter jurisdiction thru "each" process 
"issued" from the Court as out lined in (Brown v Superior Court of 
L.A. 70.Cal.App. 732 CA(3)(3)) : HAS':.~U9T-obtained or maintained f‘any/' 
Personal or Subject Matter^Jurisdiction in/on or over the Cause 
filed by the Petitioner/os -Fiiing":s.V;: thiis^ resulting in the Denial 
of Due process and denial to and thru and out^nv^court "Lawfuly" 
to date wihflji'ti is also substantial and structual errors effpet-ing 
Substantial Constitutional rights and privi1 ages which is Prpjndir.al
to and against the Petitioner Harmnn.

Once this Court addresses the Foundational and filed Claim/Cause 
&oDeteremines that "NO" Court or Process inthru or out of State of 

Alaskd and or Federal/9th Cir. obtained or maintained "ANY" subject 
and or personal jurisdiction as manadted to thru "each Process':'• thus 
the Relief is due of thesCourt should "ALSO" Grant of; herein o£: 

pursuant to:
Vintent v/Jeahtot Marine Alliances S.A. 191 F.Supp.2d 642

(HN#17)...""ANY" Judgement/Order entered against the defendant 
over whom the Court does not have Personal/Subject r 
Matter Jurisdiction,~TKe Court Must Grant The Federal 
Rule' o~f CivTTProcedure b()( b~T(4) Motion without 
consideration of timeliness; unfair prejudice or exce­
ptional circumstances.I Oft • - X.

The "RECORDS" "SHOWS" "ALL" Courts "were Asked and then deined to 
address the Question of the Court Lacked Personal ^iSubieett .Mattter 
and the "RECORDS" "SHOWS71 HALL" Courts were and have **intentionaly"
Not Complied with the "SEAL and TESTE" Mandated TEXT to obtain and 
Maintain ANY Jurisdiction in or over the Petitioner and could also 
consider "since" "NO" Court (State of Federal" has cured their 
Constitutional Errors/relief could be GRANTED of Conditionaly Granting 
2254_Habeas Corpus and Release from from Custodey pursuant to 
’"Harvest v (Jastro u.b.App. LEXIS 6297 "9th-Cir." ' ■

WHEN*' a State "fails to Cure" its constitutional errors. Has NOt 
demonstarated that it does not deserve relief fom judgement; then 
condictional Granting of a Habeas Corpus 28USCS§2254 IS TO BE GRANTED" 

and "REQUIRES,f~nRelease~Trom Custodey"
ihe "ORIGINAL FILED(ings) in every Court (State & Federal 9th Cir.) in/on the 
Civ.R.60(d)NEW INDEPENDANT ACTION(Case/cause of First Impression filed/presented as)
and Rule 60(b)(4)Void Judgement MOTION "SHOULD be with Prejudice be GRANTED and

of Ap^ls

fin• • • •

• • • •

8



"CORRECTED /"ADDED"1

RESAONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION2

3

4

FOLLOWING THE CORRECTED PARTS: to correct/add in/ as Instructed by 

the Clerk/Courtof Letetr 7/12/2023: (attached as APPENDIX "E")

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

Under c- (under Motion for Leave)17

----"EACH" Court was given the opportunity to address and then determine
The Merits nf~>.hp_ "Filed" claim/Cause (Court lack of Personal and 

Subject Matter Jurisdiction)under and by an "Independant Original 
Action Rule 60(b)(d) and Rule 60(b)(4)Void Judgement Motion arid -EACH. 
failed to and gave no reason why or for not. Thus the "Opportunity"

Court (see Attached Apendix "A" ORDER/Appendix'TTDORDER/Appendix s 
"C"'s" ORDERS /Judgements (appeal and Trial)

18

19

20

21
-f

22

23

24

25

26

Page 9



'1

CORRECTED /"Added" 

REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

1 remaining Court left in the United States is this Cour£ of 
U.S Supreme Courtthat the Petitioner has not brought and ask the 
Court herein and given a chance to hear and determine the "SINGLE"

"Lack of Personal and Subject

—The

2
filed Claim/Cause-QUESTION of 

Matter Jurisdiction..."

—This Court of the U.S.Supreme Court is the only Court that can. 
ORDER the_enforcement of'its'Decision that was set out and ignored 
by ALL Other courts of,lv>Nasarallah v Barr. 140 STCT. 1683 *' 
that have tried to re write Statutory Laws that™this'Tnnrf in ^ 
(hasarallah v Barr) determined this “was not'lawful andcV‘Court" 

*was 'Anot'1 to"da7 — ' ----- - — -------
SEE Also the Petiton on page -i- under the (3)three Questions and 

on page 5 and 6 Statement of Case that outlines "specifically" 
in support and showing and oon page of the Petition of7 and 8 
also shows this in support'OUTLINES'', SHOWS-and why this 

CgiA-df -? UNited States Supreme Court to obtain .lawful adequate_rslig|^h
— This Writ of Mandamus is the ONLY ^remaining "form" left in the 

United States for and to the Petitioner to seek and obtain relief 
of any kind, (see pages -i- and pages 3,4,5,6,7,8 in support to 
this only remianing "form" and "Court" left to the Petitioner 
in the United States.

• • •
3

4

5

6

7

8

?!9 \JiJH \

10

11

12

13 under b-above

1.) "how will aid in/ of the Court's Appellate Jurisdiction and the 
exceptional circumstances warrants this Courts to exercise its 
discretionary.authority".

14

15

16 —This Court (U.S.Supreme Court of the United States) "HAS NOT" 
ever heard or resolved "FEDERAL" ^'QUESTION OF LAW'and should 
to settle(dy~by this Court that of;

(1) The Stautory TEXT of 28USCS§1691: Seal and Teste

and
17

18
is to be complied by "ALL" Courts of the U.S. and is to be 
complied bv "ALL".court^i!'obtain and maintain thp Persnna-1 
and Subjectt Matter Juris~diciton bv and thru "EACH1''process 
(see #2. on Petitioi^ letetr a (l)a-thru (3) and Letter b)<2£i4l2£-

EMPHISIS" (2) IThis Court of the United States Supreme Court DOES NOT comply
------------ with nor requires the Clerk/Staff-any COURT OFFICERS to,comply

with the '^STAUTORY MANDATED TEXT'in or on1 each‘Process as_
~ vvrequired^by Fedral Law and thus the Court and Court OFFICERS

are in Violation of FEDERAL LAW and Ts"defined as a CRTMF. hv 
ANY COURT OFFICER (i.e Clerk-staff7Judges etc.) and Reqnire.q_ 
fine and or imprisonment^for each'time violated byANY'COURT 
Officer (|5x|Xhls violation of FEDERAT. TAW BY the U.§.'SUPREME 
COURT OFFICERS."‘(I.e Clerk-staff /Judges etc. )v is' *inv DIRECT “

X CONFLICT WITH SPECIFIC DETRERMINATION^to ALL COURTS
J—^ ..."COURTS MUST ADHERE TO STATUTORY TEXT..." =

(see Petition on pages -i-, 5,6.7.8 in support and SHOWS this)

192
I Cl

20

21
••y

22

23

24

25

26 r
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Corrected/"added"
RREASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

(3) The attached Letter "shows" the Prime example why this Court's 
Should Grant and the Exceptional Circumstances warrants the 
exercise of this Court Discretionary Authority to resolve and 
the FEDRAL QUESTIONS outlined on the Petition page "-i-" (3)
Questions and on page 7 under #2 Letetrs a and b.

The Attached Letter from the Clerk (Scott S.Harris and Clayton 
R.Higgins Jr.) "issued" a Process from the Court "WITH OUT" 
the Statutory Mandated SEAL OF COURT thus there was and is

"single count"of Violation of Federal law 28USCS1691 that is 
Defined as a Crime in 18USCS505" and Example where the Court 
Officers issued an process that "Lawfuly has no binding effect 
and the Court lacks personal and Subject Matter Jurisidcition"

This is the SHOWING of exceptional circumstances that this Cour 
^NEEDS'ancTwarrants this Court granting the Discretionary - 

power and authority arid ORDERING this Clerk and Staff/Court 
Offci e.rp.s to comply with the Statutory Mandated TEXT of 
28USCS§1691 Seal and Teste ------- ""

* "4 A
ALL" writs and process issuing from a court of the U.S. 

"SHALL BE" UNDER THE SEAL OF THE COURT and SIGNED BY THE 

CLERK*.." from herein out, as this VIOLATION OF THIS
'»• l( »< ^ if

STATUTORY MANDATED TEXT does and will effect EVERY case/process 
before this Court and1. Alb* Viereinlvafter^s the CLERK does noL 
have rule making power to NOT comply and VIOLATE FEDERAL LAW- 

arid darn'as the Litigant deu-process of "law and the Court never 
obtains or maintains ANY personal or subject Matter jurisdiction 
in on or over any process or litiganl~ pw*r-

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8
t' 1 i

9

10

11
It II

12

13

14

15

16

17
1R gjpq_=? this is a watershed/Case of First Impression for the Court.

\G £>\p~W\yv / /TV«=J <pp 0 1^0 yvtf .
Respectfuly submit these corrections to the Court and ask to accept and

21 determine and Grant the Relief.

22 Dated

23 signed _

19

20

svi ^a'\ax.\ 1 ^4sLA^\
Stephen Harmon

24

25

26
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V(

CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of MAN DAM U Sshould be granted.
Prohibition

PRAYERFULY ah d Respectfully submitted

0aa (j\lGot'V'J)AsTL_______________

"in re^-Stejihen Harmon-AS a Prose Petitioner "

JulyS$5^23Date:

IV


