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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FI I— E D NE
o\ 0
FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT MAY 302023 3 {95_
MOLLY C. DWYER, CLERK ™~
U.S. COURT OF APPEALS
STEPHEN HARMON, No. 23-14 ;«:\
-}
Applicant, =l
, ORDER

V.

EARL HOUSER, Superintendent,

Respondent.

Before: NGUYEN, FRIEDLAND, and SUNG, Circuit Judges.

The motion to file a “Corrected Page #3” (included in Docket Entry
No. 1) is granted.

The applicant is informed that the tifne limit in 28 U.S.C. § 2244(b)(3)(D)
is hortatory, not mandatory. See Ezell v. United States, 778 F.3d 762, 765 (9th
Cir. 2015).

The application to grant the district court authorization to entertain a
motion under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 60(b)(4) is treated as an
application for authorization to file a second or successive 28 U.S.C. § 2254
habeas corpus petition. So treated and as supplemented by Docket Entry Nos.
4,5,6,7,8,;and 9, the application is denied. The applicanf has not made a
prima facie showing under § 2244(b)(2) that:

(A) the claim relies on a new rule of constitutional law, made retroactive
to cases on collateral review by the Supreme Court, that was previously
unavailable; or
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(B)(i) the factual predicate for the claim could not have been discovered
previously through the exercise of due diligence; and (ii) the facts
underlying the claim, if proven and viewed in light of the evidence as a
whole, would be sufficient to establish by clear and convincing evidence
that, but for constitutional error, no reasonable factfinder would have
found the applicant guilty of the underlying offense.

To the extent that the applicant requests that this court consider, in the
first instance, whether he is entitled to relief under Federal Rule of Civil
Procedure 60(b), we lack jurisdiction to do so. See 28 U.S.C. § 1291 (courts of
appeals “have jurisdiction of appeals from all final decisions of the district
courts of the United States™); see also Jones v. Ryan, 733 F.3d 825, 838-40 (9th
Cir. 2013) (addressing merits of Rule 60(b) motion in first instance on appeal
from dismissal of Rule 60(b) motion as a second or successive habeas petition);
Phelps v. Alameida, 569 F.3d 1120, 1134-40 (9th Cir. 2009) (addressing merits
of Rule 60(b) motion in first instance on appeal from denial of motion for
reconsideration of dismissal of habeas petition).

All other pending motions and requests are denied.

No further filings will be entertained in this case.

DENIED.
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In the Supreme Court of the State of Alaska ° & N
. l(/\
Stephen Joseph Harmon, Supreme Court No. S-18529
Petitioner,
Order
V. Petition for Hearing
State of Alaska,
Respondent. Date of Order: 12/19/2022
Court of Appeals No. A-13760
Trial Court Case No. 4FA-13-02849CI
Before: Winfree, Chief Justice, Maassen, Borghesan, and Henderson,

Justices [Carney, Justice, not participating.]

| On consideration of the Petitions for Hearing consolidated on 10/12/2022,
and the Response filed on 11/28/2022,

IT 1S ORDERED: ‘
The Petitions for Hearing are DENIED.

Entered at the direction of the court.

Clerk of the Appellate Courts

W"%Wg

Meredith Montgomery/
cc:  Court of Appeals Judges
Trial Court Clerk
Distribution:
Mail: Email:
Harmon, Stephen Joseph Simel, Nancy R. ‘ /
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Stephen Harmon
22301 West Alsop Road
Wasilla , Alaska 99654

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPELAS FOR THE
NINTH CIRCUIT

STEPHEN HARMON
Plaintiff

Court Case No. 3% VIL{

Vs

EARL-HOUSER;SROC.sup

Goose:i Creeki Cor.Cnt.
Defendant

ATaska SUPREME COURT No.18-529

Appeals Court No. A-13760

Trial Court No. 4FA-13-2849CI

Superior Court No. 4FA-S-92-2481CR.

) = g e g
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> "MOTION FOR AUTHORIZATION FROM NINTH CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEALS

TO GRANT THE DISTRICT COURT AUTHORIZATION TO HEAR AND

Rule 60(d) entertain an independant action"
"LACK OF PERSONAL AND SUBJECT MATTER JURISDICTION BY THE
COURTS" (ground/claim/cause )

Eursuant to Rule 9 Second or Successive Petitionms.

The Enclosed '"MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT WITH ATTACHED ATTACH-
MENTS[(#l/#Z/#3) with Exhibits attached to] that outlines the
Request to-this Court from/by Petition Stephen Harmon and outline
the Relief requested ‘this Court to authorize the District Court
to Hear and Grant based on the "SINGLE" ground/claim of LACK OF
PERSONAL AND SUBJECT MATTER JURISDICTION BY THE ALASKA COURTS INY
ON THE JUDGEMENTS THAT ARE PRESENTED AND SHOWS IS VOID AND REQU=

IRES RELIEF IN THE INTEREST OF JUSTICE

SIGNED ﬂ:iL¥XA~AA‘ Date 5¥;€§§§,2623~

Stephen Harmon Prose

Petitioner
I/Harmon certify the above and below is true and correct witht the attachments
and I mailed using the US MAIl with 1st class postage affixed to mailings this

date also to the Court and Attorney Simel also. pursuant to USCS 1746
penalty of perjury.

Front Page

DETERMINE THE FED.RULE CIV.PROC.RULE 60(b)(4)Void Judgement and|
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Stephen Harmon
22301 West Alsop Road
Wasilla, Alaska 99654  UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE
1 |STEPHEN HARMON ) NINTH CIRCUIT
Plaintiff )
2 )
)
3 Vs. g Case No. 33‘ ’Lf
4 |EARLTHOUSER;DQG. Supp.)
Goosei€réekcCor.Cnt. )
5 Defendant )
Alaska SUPREME COURT-No.S-18529
6 | Appeals Court No. A-13760
Trial Court No. 4FA-13-2849CI.
7 | Superior Court No. 4FA-S-922481CR
8 ~ "MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT"
9 : MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM JUDGEMENT'"S" and ORDER"S"
10 Pursuant to:
11 USCS FED. RULES'CIV.PROC.R.?60(b)(4) VOID JUDGEMENT AND
12 ORDER;; and
13 Pursuant to:
14 USCS FED.RULES CIV. PROC.R.60(d) "entertain an Independant
15| Action to relieve a party from judgement,order or proceeding".
16§ -
17 BASED:on:
18 "Single Claim/Ground"
19 ---"Alaska Court(s)"LACKED PERSOANL JURISIDICTION"in/and
20 Over Plaintiff Harmon tesissuevany
21 Judgement/Orders(see Attached ATTAEH+ ]
29 MENTS insupport) and
23 "LACKED SUBJECT MATTER JURISDICTION"
24 in/and over Plaintiff Harmon to issue
25} Judgements/Orders(see attached ATHAGHY:
26 MENTS ) and
Page 1
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""PLEASE APPLY STRONGEST EMPHISIS FOLLOWING':
A.)STATE of ALASKA "'STATE -''COURT RUULES'/'STATUES" ; B.)FEDERAL COURT RULES
&FED.STATUTES and CASE LAW(FED) MANDATE the use/application of, SFAL/Process

YACTED IN A MANNER INCONSITENT WITH DUE-PROCES$

crine thus resultirg in OF LAW" in/and over Plaintiff Harmon to issue

Judgements/Orders(see Attached"ATTACHMENTS" in-

Sﬁpport)and

"RESULTING IN THE DENIAL OF DUE-PROCESS" "TO"

"or"over Plaintiff Harmon in any Judgements/Orders

(see Attached "ATTACHMENTS "-inpsupport).

EXHAUSTION State of Alaska Highest Court (SUPREME’COURT)

(see Attached ORDER "ATTACHMENT ‘KOMBER " 1 "

" Denied and Failed to""address the Ground/Question"

Alaska Court(s) "LACKED PERSONAL AND SUBJECT! "

MATTER JURISDICTION" (see page 1 thru 15 and
ATTACHMENT NUMBER '"2:&"3":{seezpg.l1 thru 7) "and"

"PRESENTED TO ALASKA SUPREME COURT '"AND'" "AS" "A"

"CASE OF FIRST IMPRESSION" .

STATEMENT OF THE CLAIM SHOWING THAT THE PLAINTIFF IS ENTITLED

TO RELIEF:

1.) There has not ever been any "Prior" application filed by
the Plaintiff Harmon raiseing this Claim/Ground/Question

2.) The legality of Plaintiff Harmon's "detention""has not"

been determined by a judge or a court:of the United Z---
States on a prior application for writ of Habeéas or a

UF
Rule 60(b)(4) Motion for Void Judgemegﬁffﬁét the Court"sx

Tof noAa wenft

NOTE: United States v Mierzanka (89 F.Supp.573)..."The Constitution guaranty
of due-process of law MEANS Notice and opportunity to be heard and defend bef01
a COMPEIENT tribunal VESTED WITH JURISDICTION OF SUBJECT MATTER OF THE CAUSE..

Page 2
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3.) The ALASKA COURT"s" "were and are" MANDTED BY the Alaska

SUPREME COURT (in Fbks.N.Star Borough v Victory Ministries

of AK.Inc. 515 P.3d 111 AK.S.Ct. Aug.12.2022)

(reads relevant parts)..."..."this issue cannot be waived.

and can be ralsed AT ANY POINT DURING THE
LITIGATION. .

The Alaska Supreme Court Failed to/Waived to take notice or address
the LACK:OF PERSONAL AND SUBJECT MATTER JURISDICTION claim/ground bresented to

the Court and ''REQUIRES"of the 9th cir and Fairbanks District Court

to hear and determine the '"single Ground/Question"

" eamm———

- 4.) Harmon "IS NOT" "directly or indirectly" challenging the

"constitutionality of the underlying conviction "; instead

Harmon has and is Challenging that the COURT"S" LACKED ANY]

——>

P

"Personal and Subject Matter Jurisdiction" in/on or over
Plaintiff Harmon as presented in ATTACHMENTS NUMBER #2 &
NUMBER #3 that shows the STATE AND FEDERAL (court rules)
(statutes) and (case law) MANDATEING to obtain Personal
and Subject Matter Jurisdiction by the Courts in/over
HARMON and have not OBTAINED this Right/Privilage as out-
in the Court Rules/Statutes/Case Law MANDATES in the Att-=-
achements Numbers #2 & #3 that is requ1red by statutes. OR
the Court"S" LACK personal and subject matter Jurisdiction
and the Judgements and Orders ARE VOID and require being
Voided/nulified and Order .the imediate and unconditional

Release with Prejudice to the Plaintif Harmon.

5.) The Federal Court '"determined":

Rebre Considentih 0 of Fen Gy ‘ijg oﬁ&ctfﬁ@%ﬁmnr
- (@wud%?
MUST Bafuimia 7€ Lot Lms P2l gngt o Ll et prdte

Jwld ovetin Yadpsse Lo%.ga-f [ Hew | wﬁfagma? )W‘f&%%
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K\EJ ; "WITHOUT consideration of timeliness, unfair prejudice OR

..."RELIEF IS DUE" (HN#18)...'De Novo review of a Fed.
R.CIV.P.60(4) motion is appropriate because
a district court has no descretion with regard to
- Rule 60(b)(4) motion, as it must grant the
motion IF jurisdiction is lacking...”

... (HN#17..."ANY Judgement entered against the defenadant over whom
the court does not have personal jurisdiction IS VOID..."

4) ... 'EMPHISIS FOLLOWING'
..."If a judgement is void for lack of persomal jurisdiction, the
district court MUST GRANT the Fed.R.Civ. P.60(b)(4) motion,

exceptoional circumstances .."

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

and in _Canales v Quarterman, 507 F.3d 884

(relevant part reads)
...""Finality of Judgement or Order

any conclusion that a C.0.A. is not required to appeal denial of
Fed.Civ.R.Proc.60(b) Motion APPLIES ONLY when purpose of motion
TS TO REINSTATE Appellate jurisdiction over ORIGINAL denied
Habeas Relief..." »

Harmon presents that:
a.) this Motion is not to reinstate any prior Appellate
jurisidiction over any ORIGINAL Habeas denied "AS"

this Motion is '"BASED ON" "NEW & INDEPENDANT ACTION"

b.) this motion shows Case of First Impression raised.

6.) The Records shows:
A.) The STATE had/has a legal obligation to correct any
False evidence when present and allowed to remain

in the Record (None compliance with SEALS/Process

BeFnlTx

Statute/Court rule mandates to use/apply or Court

Lacked Personal/Subject Matter Jurisdiction) and nevér

Page 4
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have corrected nor denied or disputed COURT"S" lacked
the PERSONAL OR SUBJECT MATTER JURISDICTION (see Attached

ATTACHMENT #2 on pages 14, an Attachment #3 on page 4 & 5

eﬁgé ""MANDATED BY THIS COURT "9th cir" of:

"Brown v Hayes 399 F.3d 972 (HN#2)"

EMPHISIS ADDED this court defined violation
of due process for failing to

B.) The "RECORDS" show's that I/Harmon have never been
issued any either a summons or a warrant issued/or- :z-
ordered and issued to Harmon as manadted in/by Alaska
Criminal RuléQWarrant or Summons upon indictment or

information (a) (relevant part reads)

(a) Issuance of Summons or Warrant.
Upon the return of the indictment or filing of information
the court SHALL issue either a summons or a warrant for
each defendant named in the indictment or information..."

Harmon Presents:

a.) The Indictment attached as "ATTACHMENT #2- exhibit
letter "C" "SHOWS:
1.) that the Indictment was never recorded as require

[&n

- b,statue/process thus the Court never had obtained
-~
;xﬁL _ or had any lawful Personal or subject Matter ju-
AN _
? F risdictio in/over Harmon or the Proceedings

P 2.) The Stamp is legaly defined as a "COUNTORFEIT"

STAMP from/by a trial court implies from; (see

PEPEUsTxC

Attachment #2 page 7 lines 17 thru 26) that defin
as a criminal act AND no jurisdiction either.

814
V7]

Page 5
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Summation and Relief

1.) The Court of Alaska "have not'" address or determined the
"Single claim/ground" filed to the Court of LACK OF PERSONAL
JURISDICTION and SUBJECT MATTER JURISDICTION by the Court's'" of
Alaska in any Judgement or order and thus are VOID ones issued.

2.) The State had an legal obligation based on this Courts
9th cir determination in (Brown Vv Hayes) to correct the false
evidence filed/on record if that the Court did have Jurisdiction
and compliance with Statuetory/Court Rule MANDATES for use/app-
lication of SEALS/Process to~obtain legal Personal/Subject
Matter Jurisdiction which resulted in the Denial of Due process

“by acting in a Manmer inconsitent with due process of law.-

3.) The District Court does not have discretionary authority

A
in/on a Rule 60(b)(4) Void Judgement Motion/%bﬁust determine

it lacks or not.
4.) This is a case of First impression and the Claim/Ground
Question of Lack of Personal and Subject Matter Jurisdiciton has

not ever been raised or filed or heard by any court in/on nor

had any by the Petitioner Harmon.

5.) The Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals here in SHOULD GRANT

and ORDER the District Court of Fairbanks to:

a.) Accept this Fed Rule Civ.P.R.60(b)(4) &(D) Motion for-

as a VOID JUDGEMENT and Independant action.in/on the one

question/ground/claim Lack of Personal and Subject Mattef

Jurisdiction "and"

Page 6
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b.) Accept and Orders the District Court of Fairbanks to

"ACCEPT and Consider" the entire Motion herein with the

Attachments Attched (Attachment #1 &#2 & #3 with exhi=-

bits attached to each) for its consideration and dete-
rimination of whether the Courts Lacked Personal and
fOne

Subject Matter Jurisdiction and if @& then Grant the
Motion Rule 60(b)(4) Void Judgment Motion and void

AT P2 059 Lo L Y (6 /3137
the Judgement(s)/Orders of: (see list below) afid Relief
of the imediate and unconditional release from ~with
prejudice (as evidence/shows was intentional/knowing &

is a criminal act by the Court Officals as listed/ and

Mandated by Federal Stautes cited that shows intentiong

intent to deny due process to Harmon and have held
_igviolation of the United States Constitutoin: and its

right & . privilages denied to Harmon in doing so by the

Court and its Officals.

c.) Any furture this actions and or proceedings this Court
deems/concludes or the District Court of Fairbanks for

and in the advancement of interest of justice and Truth

Judicial Court/proceedings etc....
Petitioner Harmon respectfuly and prayerfuly submits this
Motion and Memeorandum in Support with Attachment's and prays

this Court GRANTs Relief to Harmon. TE;fE o It oo

signed Ad\\w Dated Jm?ﬂ 12023

Stephen Harmon pros Petitioner
I /Harmon certify that the above and attached is true and correct under penalty
of perjury and I mailed out these pleadings to the Court and Attorney Simel

this date also using the US MAil with first class postageaffixed pursuant to
USCS 1746 penalty of perjury. Dtae gm—@OZﬂ—Slgned /@ M\

bféphéﬁ'ﬂarmonprose
Page 7 Petitioner

and assistance in the ORDELY and LAWFULY operation of =}

AppEn Iy &
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22301 West Alsop Road
Wasilla, Alaska 99654

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE
NINTH CIRCUIT

STEPHEN HARMON )
Plaintiff ;
\7'

Vs ; Case NO. g 3-“'/
EARL HOUSER,DOC.Supp)

Goose Creek Cor.Cnt.)

Defendant
Alaska Supreme Court No. S-18529
Appeals Court No. A-13760
Trial Court no. 4FA-13-2849CI
Superiror Court No. 4FA-S-92-2481CR

MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE A
""CORRECTED PAGE #3" TO THE PETITIONERS FILING OF DEC.25,2022

of a MOTION ASKING THE 9th Cir. to GRANT AUTHORIZATION T0

FILE THE RULE 60(b)(4) & (d) into the District COURT"
( mailed using US MAIL Trackin No.911% 9022 0078 9609 2961 43)

Comes Now PLaintiff Harmon and presents that I/Harmon inadver-

tantly left out the "QUALIFING STATEMENT and CASE LAW IN SUPPORT;

'now' (NOW" CORRECTED AND INSERTED in/on a CORRECTED PAGE #3 )

this Error inadvertance left out by Prose litigant is and
was an acident please forgive and accept this corrected page for
the Court to Correctly determine and consider the Motion.
Thank you for your patiance with Prose Litigant/help.

signed Date Dec.28,2022
Stephen Harmon Prose

Petitianer Ploint - (L

I/Harmon certify the above and attached "Corected Page #3 is true
and correct and mailed out using the US MAil with first class
postage affixed to the mail and mailed copy to Defendant Att-

L]

orney N.Simel this date also Signed | e
—
Date Dec.28,2022 Persunat to USCS 1746 penalty of perjury.

Font Page

Stephen Harmon X

PPpEnite
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ma:% ﬂ’latter Jurisdiction in or over the Litigant or the proceedings.

""CORRECTED PAGE 3"

3.) The Alaska Court"s" '"were and are" MANDATED BY THE ALASKA

SUPREME COURT(in Fbks.N.Star Bourough v Victory Minitries

of AK.Inc. 515 P.3d 111 Ak.S.Ct Aug.12,2022)

. (reads relevant parts)..."..."this issue canmot be waived..."..."and
~ can be raised AT ANY POINT DURING THE

LITIGATION... ™

paived' the "QUESTION":(ground/claim)’sthe 1LACK. OF PERSONAL AND SUBJECT

MATTER JURISDICTION presented to the Court''s"and ''NOW' "REQUIRES']

OF THE “9th.€ir. and Fairbanks Districf Court to Hear & determine

the "SINGLE'" Ground/QUESTION".

4.) Harmon "is not" directly or indirectly" challenging the

the Constitutionality of “the:underlying conviction "of whether or

not"Harmon Is or ismot Guilty of Charges resulting in the issuei

The Alaska Court Supreme Court FAILED to "TAKE NOTICE OR ADDRESS'" but v

b o wn

corrected

A

of the "Judgement and Committment ORDER'(see attached as ATTACH-

MENT #2-EXHIBIT LETTER "B"); "INSTEAD" Harmon "HAS AND IS" Cahallenging

the COURT"s'" LACKED '"ANY' PERSONAL AND OR SUBJECT MATTER JURISDIC-

TION in or over the Plaintif Harmon as presented in see Attached as|

ATTACHMENTS #2 & #3 that ''SHOWS" the STATE OF ALASKA and U.S.FEDERAL (Court

Rules)(Statutes) and Case law=[Brown v Superior Court of L.A.-Attached as

ATTACHVMENT #3 on page 4 lines 7 thur 13 also]) '"MANDATING' to obtain Personal

and Subject Matter Jurisdiction by the Court in and over a "LITIGANT" such as
‘._/————___’-/__/—A

Harmon and Have not OBTAINED this "RIGHT'/"AUTHORITY'' MANDATED by COuyrt Rules

and STATUES by SATE OF ALASKA AND_FEDERAL STATUEZQQURT RULES(see Attached ATT-

EHEMENTS No.2 % #3 (outlines specificaly) and Resulting in if not Obtained/or

r'd

Followed then Court does not obtain any LAwful Authority(Personal or Subject

5.) The Federal Court "determined"

"corrected PAGE 3"




In the Supreme Court of the State of Alaska

Stephen Joseph Harmon, Supreme Court No. S-18529
Petitioner,
Order
v Petition for Hearing
State of Alaska, v
Respondent. Date of Order: 12/19/2022

Court of Appeals No. A-13760
Trial Court Case No. 4FA-13-02849C1

Before: Winfree, Chief Justice, Maassen, Borghesan, and Henderson,
Justices [Carney, Justice, not participating. ]

On consideration of the Petitions for Hearing consolidated on 10/12/2022,
and the Response filed on 11/28/2022,

IT IS ORDERED:
The Petitions for Hearing are DENIED.

Entered at the direction of the court.

Clerk of the Appellate Courts

(i At

Meredith Montgomery’
Wy
"
cc:  Court of Appeals Judges oi“m \¥]
Trial Court Clerk ~ ae _ , \
. = i N WS - 2
Distribution: .
Mail: Email:

Harmon, Stephen Joseph Simel, Nancy R. ‘I
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Stephen Harmon

22301 West Alsop Road

Wasilla, Alaska 99654 IN THE SUPREME COURT FOR THE
STATE OF ALASKA

STEPHEN HARMON
Petitioner

SUPREME COURT NO. S-[% 534

vs

STATE OF ALASKA
Respondant

N N N N N S N S S A

Trial Court No. 4FA-13-2849CI
Court of Appeals NO. A-13760

= PETITION FOR HEARING

"Case(cause) of First Impression" 1

> Appealing' the Appeal ORDER DENING- NEW ACTION Rule 60(b)
MOTION VOID JUDGEMENT(("'S")-Orders/Proceedings/Judgements |)
(Mto correct Clerical Errors Pursuant to App.R.>19 also™
for "creatin% and Maintaing non-compliance with ''Stautory' and
"Court Rules" "MANDATES" ---''SEALS" and 'PROCESS" resulting in
Denial of "ACCESS TO COURT/THRU/OUT OF COURT LAWFULY and DENIAL

° OF DUE-PROCESS" (oldsv& STl Pppteiy)
~ Dueprocess-Art . 7(AK)Const/14th Arend Fed.const. "‘and"

"BQUAL RIGHTS PROTECITONS''- Antvisec 11 RIGHTS OF AGIUSED(AK)const./6th S8 amend. U.S.Const.

" VRA and APP.R.513.3 CERTIFICATION
LY

I certify that this document and its attachments do not contain
(1)the name of a sexual offense listed in AS.12.61.140 or (2)

a residence or business address or telephone number of a victim

of a witness to any offense unless it is address used to identify
the place of the crime or its an address or telephone number in

a transcript of a court proceeding and disclosure of the information
was order by the court. I furure certify pursuant to APP.R.513

that the font is a prestige 10 wheel using a Prison Typewriter
Swintec 2410.

SUMMARY OF THE ARGUEMENT AND PRAYER FOR RELIEF

T/Stephen Harmon Petitioner Prose, om July 18,2022 "'Filed"

(1)- "Case(cause) of First Impression',
Mead v State Op.No. 731 P.2d ALASKA 1971
..."Where a convicted defendant presents important questions of

Substantial Criminal Law NEVER BEFORE DECIDED IN THE STATE, the Court
will consider the MERITS of the ISSUE even though the Petitoner had not

. 3 . 3 3 "
sserted his claim in Eriog Motions...

APty | 1 Popenay T
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a '""NEW ACTION" Civ.Rule 60(b)(1)(2)(3)(4)5)(6) VOID JUDGEMENT

MOTION and '"NOTICE'" pursuant to Appellate Rule 519 €LERICAL MIS-

P
——

TAKES/ERRORS Requesting the COURT/Have COURT CORRECTED BY THE

COURT for: a.) '"Denial to Access to'Court and Thru and Out of

Court LAWFULY; Because the Clerk of Court/Deputy

and COURT OFFICERS (i.e JUDGE's) 9CREATING and

Ressxlon
MAINTAINING" this Denial and Violation ef—and

b.) for "NON-Compliance'"with' the Alaska Statutery

MANDATES SEALS OF COURTS [AS.22.05.060, AS.22.07.10(

PROCESS-CT.APP., AS.22.10.080 PROCESS-CT.Superior jand

with Alaska Court Rule MANDATES SEALS OF COURTS

[Admin.Rule 4(b)SEALS OF COURTS, Admin.Rule 46(b) Special’

ORDERS of SUPREME COURT...''Rule makeing authority SHALL
Be Recognized..."

J
“av\cfl‘ [aized State Federal Law MANDATES SEALS OF COURT

(State or Federal mandates);Signatues or COURT
OFIICERS. [18 USCS 505 SEALS of COURT"S"/COURT OFFICERS

and [28. USCS 1691 SFAL and Tesste PROCESS]

N

c.) for any" "Court Clerk/Deputy or COURT OFFICER{~

(i.e Judge- STATE or FEDERAL) Not compl;ance/

complying with "MANDATES" "is" a crimianl Act_
E v PIORESnE CAhass

and violation of denial ogrDue process/constitu-

tional Rights as outlined for "STATE's and Fed-
 ——————————— e comttiy

eral Court's" in 18 USCS. 505 SEALS of Court/Cour

OFFICERS.( » ——u.d “S o TWINSS J’M\s»cﬂca. &S
SEELCERS: (. Sonts Conid gFRIOrS)

d.) Resulting in the Complete Denial of Due Process

under Alaska Const.art.7/& U.S.Const 14th amend.
and 8th Amend -"EQUAL PROTECTION CLAUSE".

_ ' Appznmk \‘C L ¥
PRETTTT 1 ;oo -
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—

e.)The Result/effect of denial(ed) of "Substantial

Rights '"which is not" Harmless Error but Knowingly

- — ————————

and intentionaly Created by the Clerks/Deputies

and then maintained by the COURT OFFICERS (i.e

Judges) that is shown in the Admission to such
m————————— — — m—— N

(iTe PRIMA FACIA EVIDENCE) in:
1.) "phone Call" with Appellate "Clerk/Deputy" on

July 18,2022 (prox.11:00am)[phone calls from
prisen are recored to verify this admission]

«ves't (relvant part of call)..."they/Deputy clerk stated
"they" “determined”they” (Court/clerks officeb
don’t have to use/apply "ALL" the time the
SEALS/PROCESS of think need to use, onl.yona
Special filing/mailing such as .."Certified|
mail and such..." -

2.) “Court of Appeals COURT OFFICERS (Judges)"

"continued and maintained" the denial of law-
| tHeats
ful Access to Court/thru and out of it and

S8uck Plobrchina Aauen s Gres
the Denial of;Due process, when and thru of

Petitioners Filing of ''NEW ACTION Rule 60(b)

lrag -

and NOTICE" in/on their(COURT)[see attached

Order of 8/30/22] Ruled in Plain Error of

> ...Because Harmon has not identified a "clerical

s error" and because the Relief he requests (the ~-
Voiding of the Indictment, Judgement and for his
imediate release fom incarceration) is not limited
to the correction of clerical error..."

it is ORDERED the‘Motion and Notice’is denied.

Entered at the direction of the Court
before Allard Chief Judge, & HArbinson & Terrell

Judge) cIEFKGF Appeals Court=Ryan Monteomery-Sythe
Chief Deputy clerk.

N

| HPOIMOW hc ll'_‘
S =T o SEAA A
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¢
2 |take NOTE_ of this "ORDER appeling herein to this COURT"(neither)
e mp——— —_— D— p———

~N O U B W

oo

10
11
12
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15
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NOTE: 1I/Petitioner Harmon "ASK" this Court with Emphisi please

7

was sent out of the Court/issed without the "Stautory and Court"
M

it
Mandated SEALS and PROC o verify 32@ validate that the ORDERS

Crm———————

ary lawfuly determined and issued and enforcable "from/by" the Cour
“ m— - ”

"SHOWING also continued "creation and maintaining" Clerical
ELR et P THE% MauE C ok —
Errors of/’DEETal of Due:process by the Violation of State and T:

e

Federal Statute and Court Rule Mandates for SEALS and PROCESS and

q— ”

COURT OFFICERS and intentionaly plain Error "all" in violation of

e —

this Court's '"SUPREME COURT OF ALASKA" admin Rule 46.(b) MANDATES

v

..."rule makeing authority SHALL BE RECOGNIZED..." aiid is deter-
Lo

P

-;ﬁuﬁd4ﬁk

—_— X gt
mined under and by Federal Law (18USCS505 SEALS OF COURT) to be

—

a Crime for "either STATE or FEDERAL COURT OFFICER"S""; thus this

’

this is Plain Error and abuse of discretion and the continued in
&

weless)
by Assisting /in the Creation of Clerical Errors and Maintaining

e ———————————
]

the non-compliance with MANDATES for lawful validation/verifying §
. T st P s :-
paccess to the Court/to and before it lawfuly vzlidated/verified

and determined and then issued any Judgement/ORDER Proceeding

findings out of the Court/Court OFFICERS lawfuly and legaly bind-

D et

e e ———————

Conurt
ing under and by. Gerut of Apeals Continued with Plain Error i

e e —— e

Denying the Reconsideration Motion on 9/19.22,
V

When a Court'Clerk/Deputy" intentionaly/knowingly and then ad-

——— e

=3
—

nitts to the ndJcomplying with Manadates (Statutory/Court Rules)
/H )

pirectly mandated to them;-They-are Yclerical Errors" and when a

st

amm—
e ————i

Court OFFICER(i.e.Judge) manitains is Plain Error/should GRANT
e —— e e——————— -

s

Touities. FACTS AND PROCEEDINGS — @@\e\-«orxﬁn
O

, W* AP per OIn ¢!
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July 18,2022 aprox. ' j;dp&ww_ci'
time of 11:00am; I/Petitioner Harmon "called" the Alaska Clerk's

Office (for the Appeals and Supreme Court"s") [(907)264-0612] and

spoke with a deputy Clerk [phone call was recorded by the prison

so is available for verification] who "shared "specificaly" the

following with me [put in as a "Affidavidt in filing also in the
filing of Rule 60(b) Motion] when I/Harmon called to ask/inquire
as to/on A.) "If the Court"s"/Clerk"s" Office '"HAD'" the Court

"SEALS" and B.) "WHY" They the Clerk's/Court's'" were not:and had

not been applying/using them on the "incoming'"'"thru" and "out of"

the Court "as Mandated to'"; to '"Verify" and '"Validate" that "any"
cfiling/Proceedings/Judgements/Orders "is/or/was' "LAWFULY"

"ACCEPTED" for filing/Lawfuly filed into the Court'; or that the

"Filings and or proceedings/Judgements/ORDERS" "WERE" Lawfuly

before the Court as well as the "Litigant" WAS Lawfuly before the

nm————
e ——————

Court and Judges and thus ''Could and did" "for" "lawful consider-
%

ation and determination' and "If or not the Court/Judges" "were

—————— e

e,

hearing and determining' lawfuly to the Litigant/Issue/Cause

"lawfuly" and "then" "lawfuly issue "any" "Lawful and binding"

ORDER/Judgement.
, . ;
The Clérk of the Court''s" (Suprme /Appellate)}Stated and then

a]so Ver1f1ed on JUly 18,2022 phone conversatlon with Harmon (see_

Lilel -
pg.16 of Rule 60(b) filing AFFDAVIDT line 24 thru 26) relevant

part ..."They/Clerks for the Court''s " Determined they did not

— ==

think they needed to or had too use/or apply. SEALS or use the

T m———

PROCESS all the time/filings..." . This "Determination'" viclates

S e

the "SPECIFIC" Statutes [A.S.22.05.060 SEALS OF COURT(a)(b)(c)]

Wa ﬁe(pmo‘w e

Pa
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and [A.S.22.07.100 PROCESS(a)] and[Administrative Rule 4(a)(b)(c)
SEALS of the Courts]and [Adminstrative Rule 46(b) spegial_QBDERS
—_— "

of the. Supreme Court and Court of Appeals and Presiding Judge:

| CphS

S———

o~ \\“
ORDERS (b)](.. ORDER SHALL BE promulgated that is inconsitent with
”/%7 Xlaska Statutes or Alaska Rulds of Court . The Vesting
of all rulemaking authorlty ip the Alaska Supreme Court
//,, SHALL BE RECOGNIZED..." |
‘»ﬁ— = (E,m@\'\nﬁss &MPP\V ,MJ«‘J\B "-\0@‘ \'\U’/W\‘/L norllr

’-—

The Petitioner Harmon shared the "Specific' PROCESS Statute

(A.S.22.0100) that it "MANDATES'" the use/application in/thru and

I

and out of the Court in/on ever filing/Judgement/ORDER and the

Yos nye
Clerk(deputyL/HEH—E%—izéark on that FACT (Phone call ended).
FAa ol

The Clerk of Court "do mot" have any Rule makeing authority;

"o nov/ T —
pursuant to "ANY" Alaska Statute or Court Rule and their "Candideg

acknowledgement" and admitance =...""THEY DETERMINED" they did nof
think they needed to...'" shows the "intentional intent and then

—_ P pm— —_— —_—

implementation of Violating Alaska Statutes/Court Rules and this

Courts own MANDATE of Rule 46(b) in its entirity 7. .NOT RECOGNIZED

the Supreme Court rule\%gmg% authority or its:'SHALL BE''"MANDATE'

e ——

The Petitioner (check/verified "ALL" the filings/proceedings

and ANY ORDERS by any Court i.e Trial/Appeal/Supreme);and "NONE"

had the Mandated SEAL and PROCESS of the Court in/or on any thus
1ad thae

PENBESEI- e

lawfuly "Shows(ing) a.) that Petitioner Has nevedbeen lawfuly
awiuly

brought before any Court to date-Denial o ue process, “nor

b.) had any Court to make any Lawful consideration and then make

rm——

any lawful determination in/on any Proceeding and then not ever

issue any lawful Judgement/ORDER that has any lawful binding =:7:

effect in/on Petitioner. Denied access to/thru and out of any 2---

Doptudsx ¢
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1Indictment" are invaild and void lawfuly for:

proceeding/Judgement/Orders in/of or by any Court in Alaska to
Thew

= Nivme ;v\ U Eig

Date. Thus the Petitioner filed. into the Corut of Appeals a filing

N"

{ —
of "NEW ACTION RULE 60(b)(1)(2))(33(45?3)(6) VOID JUDGEMNETS MOTI
4 L TATReE
-~and pursuant to Appellate rule 519'CEERT%AL Mistakes asking the

——

Court of Appeals to correct and filed in_support of to SHOW of:
R.)L\.U.C’s:i ?;&\\‘\:-4\5 zaﬁmkw&cﬁﬂds _
_[1.) Court of Appeals ORDER of June 22,2022 [Attached as Exhibit letter
"A"] (SHOWING NO "Seal or Process of Court on the ORDER thus per
mandates of Statutes and Court Rule it is not lawfuly issued
determined or has any lawful binding effect on any one)
[Denial Of Due process and abuse of discretionary authority];

2.) Judgement and Committment ORDER [Attached as EXHIBIT Leteter "B"]
(SHOWING NO "Seal or Process of Court on the ORDER thus per
mandates of Statutes and Court Rule it is not lawful issued
determined on has any lawful binding effect on any one)-
[Denial Of Due Process and abuse of discretionary authority];

3.) Grand Jury Indictment [Attached as EXHIBIT Letter "C'"](SHOWING NO
""Seal or Process of Court on the "Grand:Jaury Indictment "Filin
thus per mandates of Statutes and Court Rule-it was never
lawfuly filed or Harmon ever lawfuly formally lawfuly charged
indicted or brought before the Court lawfuly to date and has
no lawful binding effect on any one/Harmon){Denial of Due
process and abuse of discretionary authority].

that these "ALL" "proceedings and Judgements and ORDERS and the

- (A.) "NON-Compliance with MANDATED “Specificaly too" Clerks/
- Deputies of Court (i.e Trial/Appeal/Supreme) of fhe:
Statutory and Court Rule MANDATES use/application of
SEALS of Court and Process of:

- - =A5.22.05.060 SFALS OF QURT ,  AS.22.07.100PROCESS(CT.AFP),
AS.22.10.080PROCESS(CT. Superrior)
~ Admin R. 4(b)SFALS (F QUURT ;- Admn.R.46(b)Special OROERS of SUPRRME Court

2
I
~ P

The "NON-compliance'" with MANDATES, violates the U.S.Fed-
-\neral Law of 18 USCS 505 SEALS of COURT'"s';signatures or
| “ CQOURT OFFICERS."

..."Who ever forges the signature of“any/‘Judge, register, or“other/

Yofficer of“any"Court” of “the United States’br amy Teritory or
forges or” counterfeits" the”SFAL of “ANY SUCH COURT or knowingly

~concurs’in using any such forged or counterfiet signature or

" SEAL; "for the purpose of auhtenticating ANY*proceeding“or —

\ ““TENDERS 1IN EVIDENCE ANY SUCH PROCEEDING OR DOCOVMENT with false

DS

———

r—
aame———

[

oS 1S e CRime

or counterfeit signature of any such’JUDGE, register, or other
. L " Wy A o -
officer or a false or' counterfiet of the COURT,Subscribedd

e STOTF é%f‘éib&ﬁ

or Attached thereto KN

200 signature” OR SEAL"_TQ_ BE FALSE

2%

= Ppptn BTk ‘e

Cowrl OFE cep LU

>~ iy i e—— —_—
& R QOUNTERFTET  SHALT, BE FINED under this title or Tnprisons
% Page 7 of 15 Not more thanéfmsgfbo“th..."‘
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|'SHOWS" the Court/Judges "INTENT and BIAS" to deny Petitionmer 7z

The Appeals Court/Judges (Chief Judge Allard, Judge Harbinson,

“g__l._o._‘;v_ﬁ';’@w% k()w\f Rales ] 0w SesY
Judge Terrell) "had" the above/enclosed information and rg%%%EEed
g a— —

—
the correcting/void of proceedings/Juedgements/ORDERS and the

the Relief of imediate and unconditional release from any furture
inforcement of the Charges/Indictment and imediate and unconditi-

onaly release from imprisonment with Prejudice_ but instead

o

Motion (i.e. Order enclosed appealing of [8/30/22] and [9/19/22]
QRceseties>

Harmon "Access to'" the Court/ "thru the Court'" and '"be heard"

- ———

LAWFULY and TIMELY; resulting in the Total denial of Substantial

in their ORDERS Dening this Filing and also in the Reconsidseratiop

=g uw‘0W CAAUES ekl
Due process rights_and privilages and not accord the Petitioner

the right to be heard according to the Law(s) of State of Alaska

an—

et

- —

rm— —

or Federal laws of the United States and abused their disrecti=-

onary authority and committed criminal acts and maintained the

Clerical Created and maintained denial of access to/tﬁfu/out of

the Court"s', Q% (ewluy Diftary shaud JEEFy /¢ DS 3
T“““QLK;Sd%}sﬂkuﬂhﬁﬂﬁﬂn%ﬁ%-%éﬁ&%&wk
This "intentional abuse of discritionary authority" of denial

EQUAL PROTECTION and awf
of foundational substantial rights/due process is shown in/of:%”

S LA S O+ &
a.) ORDER of 8/30/22..."Because Harmon has not identified
a "clerical error..."

..."Motion and Notice is DENIED..."

and qa 1w s U\olAton o ¢!

b.) Non-compliance with "basic CANON MANDATES'of:

CANON 3(A)(B)(7) — - —_—
< (A)Primacy of Judicial Duites ..."A Judge's Judicial Dutiés
3‘ includes the duties of the Judge's OFFICE PRESCRIBED
’ BY LAW..."
> 9 (B)Adjudicative Responsibilities
- (7) A Judge SHALL accord to every person the right to be

heard according to the law..." (continues)
...".."" A Judge SHALL MAKE reseanable efforts to see that law

clerks and other COURT STAFF carrying out similar functions

‘9’2\ UNDER JUdge's supevision DO NOT VIOLATE THE PROVISIONS OF
SECTION..."
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"case of

The Alaska Supreme Court

————— —— ——————————— - ] S,
"Manadated in the rule Prescribed" based off Statutes; "Mandates

ﬁgx the Clerk/Deputy Clerk" to use/apply in/on "every" filing intp

ARGUEMENT

First Impression"’1

"has" "specificaly" Prescribed and

- :

= Y

thru and then out of the Courts to "lawfuly verify and validate"

if the Filing is lawfuly filed with the Court to lawfuly hear/theh
- — N - . N

1dlct10nzland whether or not the Litigant is Lawfuly before the

Court and Court has any lawful authority in/on or over the Litigaht

————— ittt
e m———
e

—

e —

determine and issue any Judgement and or ORDER to be lawfuly issupd E?Phd/
and enforcable(:Court havelﬁgj"persoanl and Subject Matter Juris-

S

mam—

used or applied thgg[“KCcess

or poceedings. When these Statutes and Court Rule Mandates are nof
— of Lewgsy Blowg

W Bln condr 0 - .
to thHe Court/thru/out _of 1t" is denied

Cefoss af = 7
to the Litigant and is not lawfuly,for the Court to Hear/or dete-

— —

Ct— st

rmine the proceeding or case/cause. P“ds"iLB;:QQ

A.S.22.05.060 SEALS of the Court's (prescrlbed by the Alaska supreme Count

to "ALL" Clerks/Deputies pursuant to)

“C e 1°

D Adminstration Rule 4 SFAL:S OF COURT (2)(b)(c)
<)(a)SAAL OF HE COURT OF APPEALS > (b)SEAL OF THE TRIAL COURT
The SEAL of the Court of Appeals The SEAL of the Trial Courts is
is a "Vignette of the Offical Flag a "Vignette of the Offical Flag ’L
< of the State'"With" '"the words" 'of the STate'"'with'" "the words"
""SEAL OF THE COURT OF APPFALS OF THE "'SEAL OF THE TRIAL COURT OF THE ';:
STATE OF ALASKA" surounding the STATE OF ALASKA" surrounding the
[J 'Vigpette! "vignette''. h
i~
A.S.22.07.100 PROCESS . D
Process of the Court of Appeals SHALL BE in the NAME of the State of
Alaska , signed by the Clerk or court or deputy clerk when issued. )
\SEALED with the SEAL OF THE OOURT and returnable ACCORDING TO THE RULE
w
PRESCRIBED BY THE SUPRBME GOURT-" 5 8% framig e 4 ‘igpodt " lae” ‘

"EACH" Court (i.e District/Tria%/Appe /Suprem%)"has their

(1)-Mead v State Op.No. 731 P.2d ALASKA 1971..."where a convicted defendant

.
—
—

- p;gggg;s important questions of “substantial criminal law Never Befére

decided in the state, the Court will consider the merits 6f"fhe issues

even though the Petitioner had not asserted his claim in prior Motions..

dge 9 of 15
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“own' '"SEAL" that is Mandated to be applied/used in and on "ALL"

[,
=

in/out of the Court and thru the Courts Business or it is mot ==

lawful to have/consider/determine or issue any ORDER/JUDGEMENT
‘ of aousnt-beE iy 07 —
nor is the Litigant Lawfuly{before the Court and the Court "does S@‘E

Not" have any 'personal or Subject Matter Jurisdiction". é—-—""

———

The FACTS Showing the "ERRORS'" are by the "Clerks/Deputies"

——
— ——

of the Court and are maintained by the Court(Judges) for not

a——

compling with "specific' Statutes and Court Rules Directly mandatpd

am—

eem——— . ‘T__—" s ————
to the Clerks/Deputies shows when not complied with "are" Clericall

e

Errors. These ERRORS were.''created" by the Clerks/deputies of the

w "o I oo
Court; but MAINTAINED by the Court/Judges/Officers. Thus the

—_

—

Rule 60 (b)VOID JUDGEMEET MOTTION authorizes such VOID filings

and pleadings/Proceedings/procedures/Judgements and ORDERS; and
Emmes et ’t—:-——;f:_:—:_?/‘;—f/;\:—;—ﬂ’

Appellate Rule 5T9 supports this Relief as they read/authorize

Appéllate:Rule 519 Clerical Mistakes CIV.Rule 60(b) Void Judgement ¢ b >
... Clerical mistake in judgements, - ..''(3) Fraud (whether hereint%/ ¥
orders PARTS of the RECORD''s' denominated intrinsic br

. 3 . e ———— .
extrinisic) mlsrepresentation

and arising FROM oVersight or OMMISSION

or other miscopnduct of an 3
"
R
v

may be corrected BY THE APPELLATE COURT
any time or its own initiative and AFTER
SUCH NOTICEy if any as the Court Orders

adverse party; ——
(4) the Judgement is VOID ‘\f‘

OR ON MOTION OF ANY PARTY and after such "1""(5) .."or is no longer equitable @
NOTICE if any as the Court Orders..." that the Judgement should U
_ —' have proseptive agglicaﬁon (,‘U “w
(6)*any other reason’JUSLLFYING

RELIEF from the OPEREATION
OF THE JUDGEMENT..." .
..."This Rule does not' limit the|&—\
Power of the Court to enter-
tain an”Independant action” [&)
or to RELIEVE A PARTY FROM
A JUDGEMENT, ORDER OR A PRO-
CEEDING. .." -

ot ks [wepuhiss < Courk oRecras

k .
. K F P AW\
Cos o) s eondanl for Frkerlal
oy Stede ot @l
~ - o/ s PV

onolk g s eavdn 01-3——"*;
= Shet  — -
Alaska Supreme Court "determined" STATE v _MAXWELL 6.P.3d733
(HN#10)..." this rule appliesG¢ithout Jlimita-
tions because a VOID Judgement CAN-
NOT gain Validity simply by the -

mﬂr Passage Of time...
B e o A,

L e = .
_ Page 10 of 15

f\g%




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

3

6 7 ‘*? case might be decided on | their merits. [-N& Bh MM Q—\A(i k&(o(b)

The '"Merits" of this case/cause '"have not" been decided to dat
N . 1 A Qs N
and the U.S.Supreme Court Determined in this STandard be met in Rule 60(b)
American Trucking Assn. V Freisco Trams. 358 U.S.133,79 S.CT. 170 3L.ED.2d 172
1958 U.S.LEXIS 1778
."Rule 60(b) was designed to permit de31rable Tegal objectives that a -

—

- —

14

”"7\\

P A}
00 Ol ek ke
The Rule makeing Power does not authorize (i.e.clerks/deputies

or lower-Court Judges to "rewite the Supreme Court Rules nor by
a—— ——— vy

Judicial interpretation'"as'" the Clerks/deputies and Appellate

—

-

Court and Trial Court Judges have attempted @’his was and 1is
PEEINES_ N

determined 1n4%'8 Supreme Court Haris v nelson394 U.S.SCt1082 22

This Court\?s_preme) has '"determined" in Rodriquez v Rodriquez 908
P.2d 1007

.."It is abuse of discretion to deny the parties NOTICE..."
= ::: —
When the Court Officers (i.e clerks/deputies and Judges) "didnot"

N ,
Z&SLQL&QBS that were the Foundation and bases to continue to deny

SRR,

Harmon Access to the Court and thru or out of it ever is a inten-

S qxohx*nugcyuga Oe/’
tlonal abuse of and denial of Constltutlonal due process to the

Petitioner Harmon completely and have shown that "opportunity to

[
Heard )before and defend before compentent Tribunal' let-alone

a
¢ ———
e e ————

OWAALVES oY WOV

~ e

i St . et e

United States v Mierzanka (89 F.Sup.573)...The Constitution guaranty of due-7:-

process of law 'MEANS" notice and opportunity¥to be heard “and“defend '
Before éVEbmpetent'Trlbunal Vested with Jurisdiciton of Subject Matter

of the cause...” §6¢VJQH0/157-

‘-—\

@ P‘\?p!n@)' ‘o

address and '"'take NOTICE" of the '"specific'" Statute and Court Rulp

in which the Court/Judges "had" the litigant and prOCegdlngS/flllPS

= L.ED. 2d 181 '
"NO U.S. Judge has the power to rewrite rules by judicial interpretation.. T R Y
: — Yy I g -
and the U.S .Supreme Court has "Determined" a U.S. Court..."A court must adhere ¢
N ] é—ta‘_f’toryT’EXT Je—m e
Nasarallah v Barr 140 S.Ct. 1683. —7 —

Wa
‘gﬂ/ﬂw

1" "
Fefore it lawfulefﬁﬁé showns the Court/Tribunal not” vested Wlth..EMﬂLKS?
Jurisdiction of subject Matter or Perssonal matter of the Cause. é ’—if
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The Petitioner present that the "Appellate Court and Trial Courft"

A \‘ t\';. w . . " .
warrants e Prior decisions based on the '"doctrine of Stare decis
P — —

as in Stefano v State 2012 Alas App.LEXIS 32 (HN#4)

e ——
[

Court Determined ..." a litigant who wishes to attack a prior decision
of a APPELIATE COURT must demonstrate
(1) that the decision was errouness from its inceptio

the "inception'" on the Attachment EXHIBIT Letter "C" the Grand

Jury Indictment (see) :-:"Counterfiet Stamp" that is no where nean

S

it

meeting the minimum requirement for SEAL and Process pursuant to

Stautes and Court Rule mandates for filing/acceptance by the Courf

Thus Petitioner Harmon "was Never'" lawfuly brought or indicted or

m————

charged/tried or convicted and issued a lawful Judeement and com=

mittment Ordr (see Attachement EXHIBIT letter "B" with the Count=
- - S ——

erfiet stamp) that is no where near meeting the minmimum requir-
Nt S— —————

———

ement for SEAL and PROCESS pursuant toStatutes and Court Rules.

Mandates for filing/accepting by the Court thus the Petitioner yas
hever lawfuly before the Court for the Judgement and Committment
— p— natrivvv el LAy ok

Order to considered and/then issued and lawfuly binding in/on the
T Skakt ofF Beg

Petition Statutorly/Court rule and by the Federal law standard

——

s

set out in 18USCS 505 SEALS and Federal law mandates for STATE‘s

ar— =
—

LY

Courtof: 28 USCS 1691 SEAL and Teste PROCESS
I“ fr

"W e (9}
.. ';TM' writs and PROCESS - issuing FROM A COURT‘A COURT OF
United States SHAIL BE UNDER SEAL of the Court and sighied by
the Clerk thereof..." — — = =

—

——
T st

\

the Current Appellate ORDERS attached Appelaing "Shows" there is

——

not any SEAL or PROCESS on any ORDER of the Appellate Court thus

do not come any where close to meeting the SEAL and PROCESS Rule

pErskeai—H2.  Peprneey €7
Page<ig§:§£ 15

~The Petitioner Harmon presents and believes demonstrated that fron



1 |Admin 4 mandates the Court's'" are required to use/apply or filing
2 q%%s not lawfuly before the Court or the Litigant and denied accesj
— - T
3 lto the Court and due process by the Court Officers (i.e clerks/dep?
4 Juties,Judges). thus the "Reversalble ERROR" for abuse of discreti-
onary authority by JUDGE(Trial Court-Appellate Court) by/when
6 |..."depriving(ed) substantial rights and seriously prejudiced by
lower court JUDGE for NOT complying with (Alaska Constitution,Statutes,
7 —_— == due-process, OOURT RULES MANDATES )
8 Jland o o
9 Roland v Monsen Op.No. 11603, P.3d 1036 (ALASKA 2006
10 }—>--"a judgement or Order IS VOID."... 'WHEN there yas a FAILURE to comply
_ with such requirements @S are NECESSARY FOR THE VATLD EXERCISE OF
11 POWER BY THE COURT il
12 There was and is a '"Complete" failure to comply with such req-
M S L Ems
13 lirements (i.e. this Courgfjﬁafg’making power Recognized also) as
14 here and "ARE necessary for the Courts/Judges/Clerks-Deputies-
— — [ XS
15 LOURT OFFICER. for the VAILD EXERCISE OF POWER TO DATE BY ANY.
16 The Relief is "VOIDING "ALL" Appellant/Petitoner Harmon filings
- S D |
17 Fncluding the Court of Appeals ORDERS (Attachement EXHIBIT Letter "A'")
— Trlla
18 the Committment Judgement ORDER (attachment Letter 'B" ) and Grnad Jury Indit-
T hAk
19 }gent (attachment Letter 'C') requireing VOIDING and imediate unconditional
— Tosve
20 |relief upon and after Granting the Petition for Hearing and RELIEF. ﬂé@;ﬁgg&fﬁ
SWown . —V
21 This Relief was/needed Granted..."to deter llke‘EQEgﬁgg_ggg_ggﬁsgzyg_xhe
et _— integrity of the FACI-FINDING PROCESS: &
22 and Protect the diginity of the Court..."
e esratt™™
23 as out lined in/determined in Varilek v Bulke 2008 Alas.LEXIS 54 under litigamts
standards.
24 CONCLUSSION
25 Your Honors of this Supreme Court 'there is No ORDER/Judgement
oe of == —_—
26 |or proceeding" that is any where Near consitent with Alaska Status
s — - — T - I
—
errasim =t > Poet oRp e
Page 13 of 15
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or Alaska Rules of Courtﬁr}he Clerks/Deputies and Court Judges

am—
—

are not "recognizing your Rule Makeing autjority" by and when =~

they "intentional and knowingly" state "they donthink they need to

use/apply SEAL and PROCESS "ALL time when this Court instructed

—

——
cmasamn—

in Admintrative Rule 4 was Manadted. These are not Harmless Errors

but ERRORS that deny substantive rights and privilages and is denipd

intentional and knowingly thus is very prejudicial against the

Srpa—

Petitioner and should be applied in the VOID with "Prejudice“zzi

Elana
e

Qursk n L
-- The a881st1ng in the denial o@/ﬁﬁ?‘%%%%%;%g%;—é%é Court OFFICER

—

[#2)

u—y

e r———

Ju g s with the Clerks/Deputies is also a 1 showing of the "entire"

_— and E ONows
Court system is part to denial ofydue process to Petitioner and

Access to and thru and out of the Court; instead assisting in the

y
.illegal holding of Petitigner which not lawfuly been brougé?ﬁ&ﬁtg

Q\NX &_ﬂz eQ. m\%\v(/_
before any court to date in/of Alaska Court system, A

=

One final note The Respondant(state Attorney Slmel/Tj§i;L of

L

the Dept. of LAW) a. ) have not emphisis have not to date in

———
—

f£1l1ng/proceedlng/ORDER/Judgement "denied" or disputed" or

[E

lop
~—

Sms——

Oppossed the FACTS or MANDATES/Court Rules Mandates nor that - ,
Stancq plotect RYY LGP

Harmon/Petitioner was/is denied access to court and due process

D tndlefes
the Prosecutory'has/Had" an obligation to correct the record to
e —eeeee —

reflect the truthful facts when were unsolicted False evidence
ll
was introduced’on its behalf to the Trial Court“and 31nc

K n— .__-._—

malntalned by the Rquo a nt/Attornles unlawfuly in: (a“(buﬁhd Y4
Bfopwn v Hayes 399:972(9th c1r)~?[:ﬁd Sambrano v STATM‘zs 28

LY2XY 7
e been

e LEXIS 228

based off U.S.Sct. Determination was mandated to correct or party

A ———————  pr——

fmtplfs,g

' vt

Aalvhwk¥ Ane fﬂ4i-5”2
fior eleif should not be granted. Pursuant to FEDERAL &0 5 RU- Lfe
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SQank P ke Exids

to the denial of Constitutional rights to Petitioner and

D&
Acts" of/by the Court OFFICERS/(i.e. clerks/deputies/judges) for
(___—s T - cem—————

intentional violation of FEDERAL Constitutional law of 18USCS505

SEALS OF COURT/OFFICERS, cw) WS la Shodt STrhacs 0w Cond uksS,

:: ~ “YPh6441€‘
‘:::===

For the foregoing reasons, this Court Should accept this 7:=-

1"

Petition under Alaska Appellate Rule 304(a)(b)(c) and because thlﬁ

criminall

r

™\
case/cause is a case of Flrst Impression' and these Court OFFICERS

are intentionaly not recognizing the Supreme Court Rule makeIng

——

authority and the ALaska Supreme Court determined in

" Mead v State Op.No. 731 P.2d (ALASKA 1971)

.."'where a convicted defendant presents important questions of
substantial law never before decided in the state, the court
will consider the Merits of the Issues even though the Petitioner
had not asserted his claim in prior motions..." |\ {

Respectfuly and Prayerfuly submitted this date of @(‘;Q - S -Eaf)a&
)

figned /{ a(}*\m
Stephen Harmon Prose
Petititoner

I certify that the above is true and correct and ifurture certify that
I/Harmon mailed the pleading to the Attorney for repondant this date also.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE:

Mailed to

Clerk of Supreme Court . Attorney Nancy Simel(respondant Att.)
303 K street dept. of law

Anchorage, Alaska 99501 310 K street- Suite 702

Anchorage, Alaska 99501

Pt 00 0pueTx C°’
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» Stephen Harmon
22301 west Alsop Road
Wasilla, Alaska 99654 IN THE SUPREME COURT FOR THE
1 | STEPHEN HARMON ) STATE OF ALASKA
Petitioner )
2 )
) |
3 Vs )  Supreme Court No. S-18529
)
4 | STATE OF ALASKA & )
: Respondent )
3 )
6 Court of Appeals No. A-13760
Trial Court No. 4FA-13-2849CI
7 | Superior Court No._ 4FA-5-92-2481 CR.
8 PETITIONER HARMON's '"SPECIFIC" REPLY TO Respondent's
IN & ON the "SPECIFICALY FILED" Nov.28,2022 FILING
9 | OF:~-~("Consolidated Response to Petitions for Hearing")
Note: Petitioner Harmon '"recieved this Filng from Respoun-
10 dent on Nov.30,2022 Pm-evening legal mail @ Prison.
11 "AND"
12 "MOTION FOR LEAVE OF THE COURT of Discretionary Review"
""TO ACCEPT FOR:"
13 1.) FOR FILNG t6/in and before the Court/Justices
and
14 2.) FOR COURT/JUSTICES consideration in/on znd-of
15 the Petitoiner Harmon's '"Petitions for Hearings
"AS" Herein Reply and as the REPLY/presented
16 to be included in the Complete review of the
Petitions and Hearings and determination of
17 such relief.
Authorization --Pursuant to App.R. 303(c)RESFONSE relevant part reads:
18 ..""..." the Party filing a petition for hearing may not
file a Reply to the Response without leave of the
19 court of discrectionary review.Consideration of the
petition for hearing will not be delayed on account
20 of the filing of a motion for leave to file a reply.."
21 Harmon Reply's by showing the "Misrepresentation and Fraud"
Moy
22 upon the Court in the Respondent's Response of me:28,2022 and the
23 Court ''should not ..."Reject on any bases the Petitioner's filin
24 Pettione for Hearing' as the Respondent has present to the Court
25 lfo do as: 1.) The Respondent herein in their Response '"have"
26 |presented (2)two position/defense simply to prevail and ask the
. ' \(!: t
=3 Hprnody
Page 1




v W

~ o

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17

18

19
20
2]
22
vk
24

here of the Alaska Supreme Court and its Justices to:

1.)"on the one hand (see the respondents Response on pg.11
2nd to
last paragraph and cont. on pg.12 reads in relevant part:"

.."'+.."Harmon also seems to rely on federal statutes and cases[P.l at11-12]

but those statues atid cases do mot govern how Alaska ’&:State courts
OPERATES. .."

2.)"on the other hand (see the respondents:Response on Pg.1

thru pg.10" "where" the Respondent/State of Alaska "HAVE" "RE-T -~

PEADLY" a.) "STATED and SHOWN WHERE" the Alaska Courts "ARE"

governed by FEDERAL CASE (and statutes) operate..."BLAKELY..."

"Blakely" "IS A U.S.SUPREME COURT CASE- (i.e meaning it is a FED-

ERAL CASE that Alaska has determines goverms how/what "IS" opera=

ing with-in.the U.S Constitutional MINIMUM standards for a COURT

"ALASKA herein to operate and be governed by !!! thus the Respon-

dent is asking the Court to apply a "2" standards to the Petit=
ioner but not to the Respondent or Alaska Courts when concerns'tha
Respondent . This is "misrepresentation and Fruad upon the Court
by the Respondent to deny substant(al) rights and due-process.

3.) The ALASKA APPELLATE COURT '"HAS" determined inz:
Burns v STATE.2007,Alas. LEXIS 139(HN#2)(HN#3) relevant parts
Teads:  wA STATE APPELIATE COURT is obliged to apply FEDERAL

CONSTTTUTIONAL IAW as it has been Interpreted "BY' the
U.S.SUPREME COURT..."
cont.
..."..."until and unless the SUPREME COURT TELLS US TO DO

OTHERWISE..."
4.) Respondent again "misrepresents and ask this court to
"affirm the Appellate ERROERS/DENIAL and abuse of discretionary
authority to continue and deny Harmon his Constitutional "RIGHTS"

which is prejudical and the COURTS (STATE & FEDRAL Specificaly-'

ﬁmz'nn'z“y o

Page 2
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11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26

Determined this and in STAUTES (STTAE or FEDRAL) also of:
Respondent pg.11 last paragraph relevant part of Misrepresentation/

error and abuse of discretionary auth-
_ority of: .

relief harmon requests is not the correction of clerical

but the voiding of the indictment,judgement, and his
imediate release from prison.see Harmon,No.A-13760,0RDER,
dated aug.30,2022...."

(a)-Alaska Court Rule 519 Clerical Mistakes "“SPECIFICALY" authorize

such filing and Relief in the APPEALS COURT and not necessarly in

the Trial Court relevant part reads:
..."may be corrected BY THE APPELIATE QOURT ANY TIME ..."

(b)-Alaska Rule 60(b) VOID JUDGEMENT "SPECIFICALLY" authorizes such

filing and Relief in the APPEALS COURT and not necessarly in Trial

Court relevant part reads:

..."This rule does not limit the POWER of the COURT TO ENTERTAIN
AN INDEPENDAT ACTION OR TO RELIEVE A PARTY FROM A JUDGEMENT,
ORDER OR A PROCEEDING

€c) The Appellate Court DID NOT determine that Harmon '"NEW
ACTION FILING" (seals/process) was necessary to be preseverd in

the Trial Court and Alaska Supreme Court determined that was not

necessary either because:
(1) when a litigant shows PLAIN ERROR as Harmon has; &

(2) "Mead v STATE Op.No.731 P.2d ALASKA 1971"
... Where a criminal defendnat presentsd important questions of
Substantial Criminal law never before decided:in the STATE]
the court WILL CONSIDER the MERITS of the ISSUE even
though the Petitioner HAD NOT Asserted HIS claim in

Prior Motions..."

(d) The Alaska COURT OF’APPFALS HAS decided significant Constitutional

and Legal Questions In error and resolved Harmon's Case incorrectly by:

"..."In any event,as the Court of Appeals recognized, the . 455}

errors(such as reissuance of the documents with a seal) C%?U
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10
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.|

| (d) (gontinued)

(1) Clerical errors Defined®
(5)Id. Correction,Clerical Errors

a Clerical error is not necesasrly one made by a clerk,
but such error be that of the Court or Judge, and if
<xnxlailnto1im.ﬂﬂﬂﬂmﬂﬂ‘ﬂmaGﬂHﬂ?HASiHEIAUHKRITY
TO GORRECT IT..

Benway V‘Benway,11945 Cal.App.LEXIS 695[CA(5)(5)]

= (2) DEFINED Functions of Court & Clerk-FINAL JUDEMENT-ENIRY and

Brown v Superior Ct of A REQUIREMENTS-Evience of such.

ﬂXALAquQG@(@ K

A1) The Judgement is a Judicial act of the Court, and its
entry in the judgement book, which affords the Highest
RECORD-EVIDENCE of its ex1stence, is but a ministerial
Act of the Clerk, and that which the Court permgemas
JUdicially, or orders to be Eerformedz IT IS NOT TO BE

ministerial OFFICERS ‘the JUdgement IS THEN AS RENDERED |

"FINIAL"(1y)), THGIS DETERMINES THE RIGHIS OF THE PARTIES {’:
TOiHEIACTEIIOR PROCEEDINGS. "IT ' 1S""COMPLETE "WHEN"

IT IS "ENTERED AND RECORDED BY THE CLERK "As"“§EQUIRED"
TBY " HE " STATUE™. ..

Alaska Statutes and Court Rules "MANDATES" the use/application &

Process of use/applicaiton of a COURT SEAL/PROCESS and never been
been complied with by the Clerks of ALL Courts/Judges or STATE

STATE OFFICERS and this is a denial of Due process the FEDERAL
Court has/does DEFINE when it:

(1) ALLOWS FALSE EVIDENCE and doés not correct as in
---Filing in the Appeals Court Rule 60(b)NEW ACTION

and did not oppose or corect in any filings to

Court of Appeals; nor
--- Filing herein the "RESPONSE" filed Nov.28,20222

"DOES NOT" correct or explain why does not which

is a denial of Due proces and REQUIRES the "RELIEF of REVERSAL

CHARGES/SENTENCES.“fro PROSECUTORIAL MISCONDUCT and VOIDING ALL
Judgement and Committment/Indictment and Appeals ORDERS to date.

Pursuant to: (HN#2)..."It is the sworn duty.of the Prosecutor to assure
that a defendant has a fair and impartial trial, &

Brown v Hayes 399 F.3d DEFENDANTS RIGHTS_TO DUE PRQOCESS
972(9thcir) The STATE Violates a-criminal defendant's RIGHT TO

DUE—PROCES_"WHEN": although not solicting FALSE -
i _Pagea“\

ﬁﬂmD‘:x e ¢ (
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Brown v Hayes 399 F.3d 972(%th cir)

"EVIDENCE", IT ALLOWS FALSE EVIDENCE TO GO UNCORRECTED
TAPPEARS" . .." T -

(HN#4)..."Due Process PROTECTS defendaiits AGAINST the knowing
use of ANY FALSE evidence by the STATE,

'WHEHER_EEEE;QZ!?inumaﬁ:,Iésthmmx"@ﬂiégg
OTHER FORM OF ADMISSABLE EVIDENCE...

"REVERSAL IS VERTUALLY AUTOMATIC'

7: The "CORRUPTION OF THE JUDICAL PROCESS BY ALL COURT OFFICERS

and STATE" and MEETS THE STANDARD/DEFINITION OF "EGRESIOUS-

CONDUCT" and effects the Complete execution of the Judgement"s"
ORDERS and is not Harmless error; but effects substantial Rights
of Petitioner Harmon. The ALASKA COURTS Lacked Personal and -
Subject Matter Jurisdiction in/over Harmon in any way.Completely

‘ : - = == Frejudical!l!
Alaska SUPREME COURT CASE 2012 determined: ‘1‘*———-~————

..."a judgement or order is void ''when" the State in which_the
judgemen§ ﬁﬁs rendered had no:jurisdiction“ito subjectQ@he
Qartiegyggi e subject matterfto its control.\

Z » '
or-when there was a failure to COMPLY WITH such REQUIREMENTS
- AS ARE NECESSARY FOR THE VALTD EXERCISE OF THE POWER OF COURT

AL drich V Aldridh eop- No-FH Q3@ P3P i A2 -
Alaska SUPREME COURT CASE 1969 determined:

..."Clerical Error for the purpose of this Rule (i.eRule 60(b))
may be made other than a clerk..."

AR V B sSHL opie (3535 558 P dg (MK

KLASKA SUPREME COURT CASE 2014 determined:

..."Rule 60(b)(4)VOID JUDGEMENT Motion seeking relief from a VOID
Judgement; BECAUSE the VALIDITY OF A JUDGEMENT is STRICELY A QUESTION OF
TAW, and QUESTION OF LAW "REQUIRES'" 'DE NOVO REVIEW...

Herber v Herber, 330 P.34 926 (ALASKA 2014)

ALASKA SUPREME COURT CASE determined: State v Maxwell 6.P:3d 733
.. 'this rule applies without limitations begause'g.Void Judgement CANNOT
gain VALIDITY simply by the passage of time..’

CONCLUSION:" the Court should Grant Petition for Hearing/Q;/Oral Arguements or
- Relief out right for Prima facia showing.

st . L
Dated Dec. | 52022 Page 5 By: ,-/gt.fa hey, f’\t En O

_ ﬂ 4 Stephen Harmon Prose Petitioner]
Frvpchwsal #3 |

1926)
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In the Court of Appeals of the State of Alaska ¢ \ﬁt‘s
| Q

Stephen Joseph Harmon, Court of Appeals No. A-13760
Appellant,
Order
V.
State of Alaska, Date of Order: 8/30/2022
Appellee. :

Trial Court Case No. 4FA-13-02849C1

Before: Allard, Chief Judge, and Harbison and Terrell, Judges.

On 7/18/2022, Stephen Harmon filed a Motion and Notice to the Court
pursuant to Appellate Rule 519. Céup\ @"‘Lé 0@ | W Lef Tgw* vy
A A

Because Harmon has not identified a “clerical error”” and because the relief

he requests (the voiding of the indictment, judgment, and for his immediate release from

incarceration) is not limited to the correction of a clerical error,
IT1s ORDERED: The Motion and Notice is DENIED.

Entered at the direction of the Court.

Clerk of the Appellate Courts

Ryan Montgomery-Sythe,
Chief Deputy Clerk

cc:  Court of Appeals Judges

Distribution:
Mail: Email:
Harmon, Stephen Joseph Simel, Nancy R.

“O@&taa Appie '\fmx” DagT B

&



NOTICE

Memorandum decisions of this Court do not create legal precedent. See Alaska

Appellate Rule 214(d) and Paragraph 7 of the Guidelines for Publication of
Court of Appeals Decisions (Court of Appeals Order No. 3). Accordingly, this

memorandum decision may not be cited as binding authority for any proposition

of law, although it may be cited for whatever persuasive value it may have. See

McCoy v. State, 80 P.3d 757, 764 (Alaska App. 2002).

IN THE COURT OF APPEALS OF THE STATE OF ALASKA

STEPHEN JOSEPH HARMON,
Court of Appeals No. A-13760
Appellant, Trial Court No. 4FA-13-02849 CI
V.
MEMORANDUM OPINION
STATE OF ALASKA,
Appellee. No. 7013 — June 22, 2022

Appeal from the Superior Court, Fourth Judicial District,
Fairbanks, Michael A. MacDonald, Judge.

Appearances: Stephen Harmon, in propria persona, Wasilla,
Appellant. Nancy R. Simel, Assistant Attorney General, Office
of Criminal Appeals, Anchorage, and Treg R. Taylor, Attorney
General, Juneau, for the Appellee.

Before: Allard, Chief Judge, and Harbison and Terrell, Judges.

Judge HARBISON.

Stephen Joseph Harmon appeals the superior court’s denial of his motion
to vacate his 1993 criminal judgment under Alaska Civil Rule 60(b). For the reasons

explained in this opinion, we affirm the ruling of the superior court.

ittt F?me‘nx" WowW
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OF ALASKA
AT FAIRBANKS, ALASKA

e e e el e —FILEDin ,n (he TﬂalCo

T STATE OF.. ALASKA ) I .' e feOfAIask Urts....

. P],g_:;_r_xtlff, & . A @ Founh Dlstrlct
S - Sl _ _.~".ﬁ_Tmm“.m
vs. | OCT 2 6.1993

- --STEPHEN- HARMON, ) ay_ - - ClekTralCouns

B " Defendant. ) ~—— Deputy
)

Case No. 4FAS92-24B1CR o o
ATN: ’ RECORDS - REVIEWED
DOB: /43455~ //-//-&7 REVI

: 5/7/92 | -
DOV /7[ NOV 03 1993

JUDGMENT AND COMMITMENT FAIRBANKS, AK
e e NS ——

Pursuant to a verdict of GUILTY, the defendant was convicted of:

Count.  offense - - . w.. ... Statute Violated
I Murder First Degree AS 11.41.100¢(a)(1)(A)

II Sexual Assault First Degree AS 11.41.410(a)(1)(2)

The defendant came before the Court for sentencing on October 14,
1993, with his counsel, Robert Noreen and Harry Davis, the District
Attorney present. The defendant was given his right of allocution.

IT IS ORDERED the defendant is hereby committed to the care and
custody of the Commissioner of the Department. of Corrections for

the following period: .
Count Sentence _ _ Suspended

I 99 years : None
II 30 years ‘None

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED: B S e e

‘Counts I & II are consecutive. Count II is an aggravated
presumptlve term. B o

The defendant shall not be ellglble for parole for 99 years. ‘/T
LBk ﬁpptmky ‘Y‘” Vo Co/\'\l‘:’_‘—:A

' ] : T - » % g_’____f“!
| | Mo Qe eF
o chxs%



State Vs. Stephen Harmon
4FAS92-2481CR

uger

 Date Signed / {
993 ' Superlor ourt”Judge

- October 14

Effectlve Date
I certlfy that ofi //"/"‘7 3z T
% copy of this. judgment wasi.sent - -
N o. —_— e i ————— e -
v *7/-81%tr1ctA%%torne ﬂm;;£¥;¢
efense orney. >
Exhibit Clerk ¥ -
- DOC
_.FCC e
Pﬁ%SE Juneau
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OFALASI(A“EZ,%%T@ o e
Auauraéﬁngnm e :g‘gggi,
&y %qh'w%

23
INDICTMENT FOR: Depury

Count I:

Murder in tha First Degree
AS 11.41.100(a) (1) (A)
Count II:

Sexual Assault in the
First Degree

AS 11.41.410(a) (1) (2)

FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT, FAIRBANKS

N
U
fa

i
e YN
—S RO Lty

STATE OF ALASKA, ~
Plaintief,
vs.
STEPHEN J. HARMON,
Defendant.

Case No. 4FA-S92-248] Cr.

THE GRAND JURY CHARGES:

CERTIFICATION

[XXX) This document and its attachments do not contain
information that is confidential under AS 12.61.110 or
the name of a victim of a crime listed in AS 12.61.140.
(:::i This document or an attachment contains )
confidential information that may be placed in a court
file under an exception listed in AS 12.61.130(b). This
information appears at page(s) +« This
document and its attachments do not contaln the name of a
victin of a crime listed in As 12,61.140.

COUNT I

That on or about May 15 or May 16, 1992, at or near
Pairbanks, in the FPourth Judicial District, sState of Alaska,
STEPHEN J. HARMON did unlawfully and intentionally cause the death
of Brenda Keehr, by stabbing her with a knifa.

All of which is an unciassified felony offense being

contrary to and in violation of As 11.41,100(a) (1) (A) and against
the peace and dignity of the State of Alaska. -

,AV“‘ k i%« ?‘€1§ )
C_,va‘yi { ":\'\ NEm b 5 Vv ;
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COUNT 11X

That on or about May 15 or May 16, 1992, at or near
Fairbanks, in the. Fourth Judicial District, State of Alaska,
STEPHEN J. HARMON dig unlawfully and knowingly engage in sexual

penetration with Brenda Keehr without her consent, and/or did .

unlawfully and intentionally attempt to engage in sexual
penetration with Brenda Keehr without her consent and caused
serious physical injury to Brenda Keehr.

All of which is an unclassified felony offense being
contrary to and in violation of AS 11.42.410(a) (1) (2) and against
the peace and dignity of the State of Alaska.

DATED at Pairbanks, Aalaska, this 3 £D day of
September, 1952, .

A TRUE BILL
~

/ 229 . A4
8rand Jury Foreperson

DISTRICT ATTORNEY

Witnesses examined before the Grand Jury: -

Nancy I. Corkutt Constance Makenson
Nerrick Peirce: Wanda Ann Thiele
Trooper McCann

Leanne Strickland

Dr. Propst

%f’ SRS RS e KA ‘@V’
£y y E o sy 8 $35:23 g SR X 4
: RS R :\. Y EIEERY 7
X

W

.".’;f£

Patricia N. Lee Kebodeaux BA]LSETAT% 3{50.600

Peggy Harmon

Patricial L. Monaco

rd
:mce ‘l:ardy DATED 3) §g4) HCD\
atrick Felcyn Y\b
Trooper Dahlke JUDQE

STEPHEN J. HARMON CEPTED FOU } G
DOB: 11-11-59 Ac “"’j‘éy
SSN: Unknown

OLN: 6515173 DEPUTY CLERK
RES: FCC
ATR: 100202805

Search warrants issued: SW 92~176, SW 92~177, SW 92~178.
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Party and Attorney Listing-

STEPHEN HARMON Stephen Harmon

265620, : [Pro Se]
Petitioner, Goose Creek Correctional Center

22301 W Alsop Road
Wasilla, AK 99623

EARL HOUSER,
SUPERINTENDENT

Respondent,
| Docket - : 4 LEGEND:
(R) - Restricted Document
(L) - Locked Document
Date Filed Entry # ~ Public Docket Text
01/04/2023 1 " Application for Leave to File 28 US.C. § 2254 Second or Successive Petition.
: [Entered: 01/04/2023 02:38 PM]
01/04/2023 2 ' CASE OPENED. Application for Leave to File Second or Successive § 2254 Petition
has been received in the Clerk’s office of the United States Court of Appeals for
the Ninth Circuit on 1/3/2023.The U.S. Court of Appeals docket number 23-14
has been assigned to this case. [Entered: 01/04/2023 02:40 PM] —_—
01/04/2023 3 SOS DOCKETING NOTICE. Application for Permission to File a Second or

Successive Habeas Corpus Petition has been opened and assigned the Ninth
Circuit case number 23-14.

All subsequent correspondence regarding this matter will be added to your file to
be considered at the same time the cause is brought before the court.

The case number and the title of your case should be shown in the upper right
corner of any correspondence to the clerk's office, and should be directed to the
above address pursuant to Circuit Rule 25-1. [Entered: 01/04/2023 02:48 PM]

e 3,

AAN

02/09/2023 4 - CORRESPONDENCE filed by Petitioner Stephen Harmon. [Entered: 02/13/2023
09:55 AM]

s s Fo

02/21/2023 54 ' CORRESPONDENCE filed by Petitioner Stephen Harmon. [Entered: 02/23/202
09:38 AM] :

@5 pweelel ¥ Y

03/06/2023 6 CORRESPONDENCE filed by Petitioner Stephen Harmon. [Entered: 03/08/2023

12:18 PM]

Peptn 0T “p Y




O pseche”

04/03/2023 7 ﬂRRESPONDENCE filed by Petitioner Stephen Harmon. [Entered: 04/05/2023

_ 11:10 AM]
G s )y,
05/15/2023 8 CORRESPONDENCE filed by Petitioner Stephen Harmon. [Entered: 05/17/2023
10:10 AM] '

o &S WL#(%’Q,
05/15/2023 9 é, CORRESPONDENCE filed by Petltloner Stephen Harmon. [Entered: 05/17/2023

10:14 AM]
@' NPele ‘
05/30/2023 10 ORDER FILED.Jacqueline H. NGUYEN, Michelie T. FRIEDLAND, Jennifer SUNG
The motion to file a “Corrected Page #3" (included in Docket Entry No. 1) is
granted.

The applicant is informed that the time limit in 28 U.S.C. § 2244(b)(3)(D) is
hortatory, not mandatory See Ezell v. United States, 778 F.3d 762, 765 (9th Cir.
2015).

The application to grant the district court authorization to entertam a motion
under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 60(b)(4) is treated as an application for
authorization to file a second or successive 28 U.S.C. § 2254 habeas corpus
petition. So treated and as supplemented by Docket Entry Nos. 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, and 9,
the application is denied...To the extent that the applicant requests that this court
consider, in the first instance, whether he is entitied to relief under Federal Rule of
Civil Procedure 60(b), we lack jurisdiction to do so. See 28 U.S.C. § 1291 (courts of
appeals "have jurisdiction of appeals from all final decisions of the district courts
of the United States”); see also Jones v. Ryan, 733 F.3d 825, 838-40 (9th Cir. 2013)
(addressing merits of Rule 60(b) motion in first instance on appeal from dismissal
of Rule 60(b) motion as a second or successive habeas petition); Phelps v.
Alameida, 569 F.3d 1120, 1134-40 (9th Cir. 2009) (addressing merits of Rule 60(b)
motion in first instance on appeal from denial of motlon for reconsideration of
dismissal of habeas petition).

All other pending motions and requests are denied.

No further filings will be entertained in this case.

DENIED. (SEE ORDER FOR FULL TEXT) [Entered: 05/30/2023 04:30 PM]

Docket as of 6/14/2023 2:21 PM

fppensTy '



TO: Clerk of Court (Molly C.Dwyer From: Stephen Harmon-#265620

Office of the Clerk Goose Creek Correctional Cnt.
United States Court of Appeals 22301 west Alsop Rd.
for the Ninth Circuit Wasilla, Alaska 99623

P.0.Box 193939
San Francisco, California

94119-3939
Feb.6,2023
7.1%% GASE Number 23-14
Case T itle: Harmon v Houser

pursuant to Your/Court Docketting Notice of Jan.4,2023 to me

.."ALL subsequent correspondance regarding this matter will added to your file
to be considered at the same time the cause is brought before the Court..."

I here in file/submitt "furture correspondance on this matter and-
ask that it be added to the file for the Court/Justice to consider
and: apply in their determination and decision/Judgement please.

N

\

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I/Harmon certify under penalty of perjury pursuant to USCS 1746

that the "Furture correspondance requesting the Court to acceppt
and place 1n file for the Court/Justice consideration and

application"

is true and correct and I mailed out the filings with first class

postage affixed to each mailking (Court Clerk and Attormey Simel)
this date also signed ¢ An Date Feb.6,2023

tephen Harmon
Prose
Mailed to 9th cir Court/Clerk Attorney Simel
P.0.Box 1193939 Dept. of Law
San Francisco, CA. 94119-3939 310 K Street---Ste.702

Anchorage, Alaska 99501

DocksT P4 Pppinoay’ 0"
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Coss WO 23~ {Y
Coc&  Yawen v (e

Attii; Clerk of Court "MOLLY C. DWYER"

and

Attn: (3)Three Justices/Judges "ASIGNED" to this Case for Review &
= = Determination.”r :

—~— [V

——

_ Offi¢e:z of Clerk:
United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit

POST OFFICE BOX 193939
San Francisco, Californis 94119-3939

From: Stephen Harmon-#265620
Goose Creek Correctional Center
22301 West Alsop Road
Wasilla, Alaska 99623

Feb. 6th, 2023

Question(s)/Reminder(s)/Request(s) of: [include "specificaly" of:
-once<the:€ourt "determine-this filing:-&3 have issued

ORDER- Respectfuly REMIND THE COURT OF"

ORDERZ/REMIND THE CLERK TO "comply with"

The Federal Statute Mandates in Recording

and Serving/Mailing out to litigants the ORDER

on Parties From the Court to Comply with

Federal Statute 28 USCS § 1691

oo " "ALL" writs and process issuing from a Court 'COURT OF United

States "SHATL BE' 'Under Seal of the Court "AND" CSEGNED"

by the CLERK thereof..."

CASE NO.: 23-14
CASE TILTLE: HARMON v HOUSER

Dear Clerk of Court Ms.Dwyer and Justices assigned to this Case:

—
—

1.A)- Has the Court Inadvertently over looked the "Time limit"
Mandated (pursuant to 28 USCS § @e44(3)(d)-reads)-= -z:-

; <4 . .
..."(d) The Court: of: Appeals ''SHALL" caat or deny the authorization
to file a second or succesive application not later than

30 - days AFTER the Filing of the Motion..."

See attached (Dockett Notice Dated "Filed Jan..4,2023")

the 30-day limit goes up to FEB.3,2023 and any thing after that is
not S-tautorly authorized and not in compliance with Federal law
Question is that not Correct/True Your Honors?

G‘W)iM OFie “p u Page 1 DNoelsT ﬁ‘”(




U

Wb

é
e
&~
N

Peye 3

DEFINED and OBTAINED:

.."Functions of Court and Clerk, and its entry in the Judgement BOOK, wich
affords the HIGHEST RECORD OF EVIDENCE OF ITS EXISTENCE, IS BUT A
ministerial ACT OF THE CLERK, and which the 'COURT" performs JUDICIALLY

OR ORDERS TO BE PERFORMED.
TPISIKEfK)mEAWHDﬂ)EYACHDN(X(WMH‘@?ACHDN(E‘NM)BYTHE(DWHS

MINISTERIAL OFFICERS. The Judgement is then RENDERED Final.
"This Determines!':.ithe "RIGHTS" ''OF" "I‘HE" "PARTIES" "'10" "’IHE" "ACTION OR

PROCEEDING''.
(LT} ] Ilr IS MLEI'E""" "ll"wﬂm""" """IT""" """15""" """ENI!ERED AND RE(I)RDED"""
_— "BY" '.'H{E" """C].aERK""" """Asl'll" """RmUIRE:D""" "!"lBY"ll" """STA'IUE""" ..H

NOTE: STATUTE MANDATE is 28 USCS§ 1691 SFALS AND TESTE "PROCESSf and ‘when it is not
complied with the FEDERAL LAW MANDTES and DEFINES following of is a Crime
by ALL Parties (i.e. CLERK of Court, Judges,Officers etc...) in

18 USCS S05SEALS OF COURT's, SIGNATURES or COURT OFFICERS

.."WHO EVER forges the signature of any Judge, register OR OTHER OFFICER of an
COURT of the United States or any Teritory or forges or countorfiets the SEAL
of ANY such Court or knowingly concurs in using ''SFAL" for the PURPOSE OF
AUHENTICNFHXJANY'H%XEEDBM;OR'UHWXEEB IN EVIDENCE ANY SK}IPROGHEHNG OR
DOCUMENT WITH FALSE OR COUNTERFIET """"SIGNAIURE""" of ANY such Judge, register
or other Officer "OR" a False or counterfiet OF THE COURT ''SUBSCRIBED OR
ATTACHED there to knowing such signture or Seal to be false or counterfiet

e SHALL BE™™ fined under this Title or IMPRISONED not more than (5)Five year
or BOTH..."

U PppinBrx P

CONCLUSSION/REQUST RELIEF

a.) Re?uest your Honors "Imediate and Lawfuly Attention and reslution
on this Matter and Reolving as soon as possible please.

. "ORDER" the CLERK OF COURT (Molly C.Dwyer) to record and issue the
Court's Dteremination Order on this Filing pursuant to minimum
Federal law Stautory Requirements of SEAL AND SIGNTURE of COURT
(or with phot copy of signature STAMPED) . 277

e o o — - - - - - - AN M e S G D e W G e S MR R ED e e 4 B A SN SR W e e e

ONE FINAL NOTE:
a.) I Harmon have a constituional RIGHT to due proces (Inherent/lawfuly

BORN raised in the USA);

b.) I Harmon have a constitutional RIGHT to due process (EARNED as
served and Honorably discharged from Service [stood in line of
fire when call to,"MOSA"], I Harmon am being denied ALL these RIGHTS

he

and Privilages and is Pre
Judlcal and subtant
respectfulv acl van halm awd oo we S _— lal/SUbtantlve denlal



Case: 23-14, 01/04/2023, DktEntry: 3.1, Page 1 of 1

Cendun & aal ﬁ
Ju L?AAL Ldt,ﬁ'\r

7 cnothdis VE
-z Office of the Clerk
P . . . N 3 uses jut/
- 3 United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit e
3% Post Office Box 193939
8 -3 San Francisco, California 94119-3939
o 3 415-355-8000 ILED
Y <& | Molly C. Dwyer
9w Clerk of Court JAN 4 2023 xt{
ok &
ZR ST 8
N § £ DOCKETING NOTICE ::\ {
o | s o3
2 00| Case Number: 23-14 ﬁ 2
> Case Title: Harmon v. Houser v -
A~ -~
5 12 o
Dear Petitioner(s)/Counsel, f_ 2 %
5y
This is to acknowledge receipt of your Application for Permission to File a Second or E ,f (;3
Successive Habeas Corpus Petition, which has been opened and assigned the above- e g Y
listed U.S. Court of Appeals case number. A 2 “’_g
v % 3
All subsequent correspondence regarding this matter will be added to your file to be ’ f, /é’ﬂ g
considered at the same time the cause is brought before the court. w o, [’
The Ninth Circuit case number and the title of your case should be clearly visible on 5/ gkﬁ
the first page of any correspondence to the clerk’s office, and should be directed to (/{ é

the above address pursuant to Circuit Rule 25-1 if not electronically filed in ACMS.

Lot
Pty B Q) s,

| 00T Tess Conglamnds %%’H
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— BASED-

— 'File

. Office of the Clerk
United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit
- P.0.Box 193939 :
San Francisco, California 94119-3939

'All-Subsequent Correspondance regarding this Matter will be
added to your file to be considered at the same time the
same time the cause is brought before the Court."

n====== Pursuant to CLERKS Docketting Notice of Jan.4,2023

eéré"ofThus Plaintiff Harmon, request this '"'Subsequent corres-

0

alataats
NIV IV

atmtats
wiven

pondance be zadded and considered please to file before
the court of enclosed of:

“to assist in CLEARIFING any Confussion and or misunder-
Standing "WHY" the Plaintiff filed this "NEW & Independant \
Action Rule 60(b)(4) and (d) Void Judgement Motion "INTO"%E%;

the Ninth Circuit instead of the District _Court first'.
_ — — ——

Case Number : 23-14

Case Title: Harmon v Houser

To Justices and Staff -reviewing & Considering this Cause/
filing before you; Respectfuly ask you accept and consider the
following please to 'clearify any misunderstanding or possible
confussion may have on' 'Why" filed with you/9th Cir. instead of
"first" into the District Court

Fingni/
1.) I/harmon am a prose litigant not teamded in-the law;

2.) I/harmon read/found no rule/statute or case law to help
§gggxsiand~nn~"where" to file a "New-Independant Action"
ule 60(b)(4) &(d) Motion '"State Court Lack Personal and

Subject Matter Jurisdiﬁtion %ﬂégveﬁ H?ﬁ%&%é%§%£%§£§§rsi g

3.) "The QUESTION" "foundational Question of" Qged|

...'Whether or not the Court (Alaska(s)) "LACKS PERSONAL"
"Jurisdiction"” """AND""'" SUBJECT MATTER" "Jurisdiction

"in and over Harmon and cause(s)'" '"HAS NOT EVER"
'"ANSWERED AND OR DETERMINED BY" "ANY" State gi Alas

or Federalk Court(s)™ "BASED ON" —=

the COURT:
a.) Obatining and providing the "EVIDENCE" to show
the COURT has obtained any "PERSONAL AND OR SUB-
JUECT MATTER JURISDICTION" thru "ORIGINALLY" or
subsequent proceedings(judgment/Orders/Indictment
etc.) by/thru compliance with the "MANDATED"
S e

Page 1o ,  Noelud F0

st s




Page 2 of 2 i

~

. "SEALS and TESTEE" REQUIREMENTS/MANDATES to use apply 'AS"

R P4 . ; q Ipﬂo(]-
1 1) 11] & ) . : .
MANDATED "BY S.TATUTES (STATET) and (FEDEEALY)J or is a crime alsoj “p 7,

4.) “BEFORE (lawfuly) aCourt can or should "TRY" to lawfuly
-~ -~ consider—=in-the-use -and-application-of-any—part of - - —~ - -~

28 USCS§ 2244 (b)(2)(B)(D) &for (ii)

Petitioner Harmon presents the Court 'should"/"NEEDS TO" consider

.

below "first also" or the Court woud:not be-addressing-and then
determinin the "FOUNDATIONAL" "QUESTION" "FIRST" "OF"

..."The Court(s) LACKED (never obtained nor maintained any)
PERSONAL AND SUBJECT MATTER JURISDICTION in over Harmon

W N om
and the. Causes (Judgements and ORDERS) STAUTORYLQ AL

"ONCE" the "Foundational QUESTION is asked and answered by "A"
COURT and "Finds™ there was not and is not any Personal Jurisdiction
and Subject Matter Jurisdiction .as REQUIRED "BY" Statutory use/

application of SEALS and TESTEE (EVIDENCE) on the Documents/filings
orders or judgements for "EVIDENCE of such auhthority(Jurisdiction)"

then the standard set out in 28USCS 2244(b)(2)(i) &(ii) have "SHOWN"
following of: = > ' '

fowing of: SN af 0F AR Roplicd. L Astcanst | poar
Reeals) :
TL(BY(E)LLM T"ATRULE 60(b) (%) Void Judgemnent & (d)NEW & Ind=T T
ependant Action Motion 'shows" that ''does not"
apply or needed to be met by the Plaintiff Harmon

=9 £: | "the factual predicate for the claim could not have
been discovered Previously through the exercise of
due diligence..."

"WHY"
—— Harmon "is not'" an attorney ignorant oflaw. and
) _ Harmon "filed a Rule 60(b)(4)VOID JUDGEMENT Motion
TWONIE > a.; there is no time limit to file and
 erpWsps__5 b.) a '"Void Judement cannot gain validity by the
T passage of time; 77 ' ST
S wpheis 5c.) "see" Vintent v Jenot Marine Alliance, S.A.191
— F.Supp. 2d 642 determined
e ¥ «.."if a judgement_is void for lack of personal.jurisdiction,
the court mustgrant era v.R. 5
TWLIHOUT" consideration of timelness, unfair prejudice or
exceptional circumstances... ‘

"Summation and Request/Relief " \(3%

1.) Court (9th Cir/Justices) here inaccept above and filing of Rule 60(b){4)Void
Judgement (d)New Independant Action Motion in consideration and apply in its
consideration of filing/cause before it on the "ONE QUESTION" asking the

., gourt to be allowed to have asked and answered ""SPECIFICALLY" of:(by the Court)of:

'DOES THE COURT HAVE (state of Alaska) LACK PERSONAL JURISDICTION for non-compliance

m é obtaining thru Statutory Mandated ''SEALS/Testee''-'"EVIDENCE" and LACKS SUBJECT

MATTER JURISDICTION Also in on the Filings/causes for non-compliance with/obtainig

» : " "_t 1y ——Tv T 3
i:é Sy Statubony Vapdated (ASEALS(TESTEE" "EVIDINCE! . "IF FIND docs defy LIS Persoral

LT F

~l
-

. Then Grant the Vo1 S of: & mlL
-Attch-#1(12/19/22) ,Attchment #2 Exhibit Letter '"B' and Exhibit "C'"’and with prejudice:™

Respectfgly file date FebX-2023 signed __ A qNounRa_




= OFFICE OF THE CLERK
UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT

sf P.0.Box 193939 ;
gl San Francisco, California 94119-3939 f
&

G :

\: ""SUBSEQUENT CORRESPONDANCE REQUESTING TO CONSIDER BY THE COURT"

3

3} CASE Number: 33"'(‘[ -

|

CASE Title: Harmon \ Houser

Back ground for Request

#1.)-This filing was DOCKETED on Jwn.4 393 by th CLERK OFFICE;

#2.)-The Federal Statue "MANDATES' in/pursuant to
28 U.S.C. § 2244(3)(d)

..."(d) The Court of Appeals "SHALL" Grant or deny the authorization to file
a second or successive application not later than 30-days "AFTER" the
Filing of the Motion..."

#3.)-The United States SUPREME COURT Determined and INSTRUCTS (applies: to this Court
comply WITH) of: '

...""A" "COURT" "OF" "THE" ''U.S."..."A QOPURT MUST ADHERE TO
"STATUTORY" "TEXT"..."
(Nasarallah v Barr 140 Supreme Court 1683)

HD‘ 4

#4.)-The United States SUPREME COURT Determined and INSTRUCIS (applies to this Court
comply WITH) of:

.o .|l"N'_O'.:' "U.S.JIHX;E""_."HAS" Iln]Ell “m" "fm" "REHRITE""RULES" """BY"""
""JUDICIAL" "INTERPREI‘ATION_". LY ‘ '

(Harris v Nelson 394 U.S.SUPREME COURT 1082 22 L.ED 2d 181)
#5.)-"TODAY's Date IS: N\olCh A9 303>

PpPen

: The s L) - e # e Fzcky Shows Bely s vuki-

> Ly The e Yo oo eons! I Y paopd, B LA 01T 2
:) REQUEST #1) I/Harmon ask/request this Court/Justices "imediate attention and resolution
determiation" in/on this Filing ; Please.(?-the Court is inviolation ofFederal Law

\ thus is or has brought the Court into 'Question" has it not your Honors?)
@REQUEST #2.) I/Harmon ask this Court to inforce the Compliance with Federal Statue

28 U.S.S.§ 1691 SEALS AND TESTEE Mandated use and application on "ALL"
WRITS and PROCEEDINGS ; "when it issues the ORDER/Determination on this

filing on Case No.Ad~lY = — —
reads ."ALL"" Writs and process issuing from_a €durtj Court of United States 'SHALL BE"
e e T —— e
under SEAL of the Court "AND" SIGND'BY THE CLERK THEREOF..." —_—

Page 1 of 2 h{)("/%ﬂz_/
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:: ORDER by the Court to be done so as to have authority/rights to the Parties

1
T
?g..

Wl
j} \k"’ {\9) VJ/

This Request is BASED.ON Federal Statute that DEFINES it a crime ¢ f +=> y

. cY

"BY" the CLERK and Court Officers (i.e Judges includes also) reads:

: 3
18 U.S.C. 505 SFALS of Court's; SIGNATURES or COURT OFFICERS 3

.."WHO EVER forges the signature of any judge , register or other officer of any é

court of the United States or any Teritory or forges or "'COUNTERFIETS' the °§
SEAL of any such Court, or KNOWINGLY CONCURS IN using any such forged or counterflet
signature or Seal, FOR THE PURPOSE OF AUTHENTICATING ANY PROCEEDING OR DOCUMNET
WITH FALSE OR QOUNTERFIET Signature of any such Judge, register, or other
officer or a false or counter fiet of the Court, SUBSCRIBED or ATTACHED

THERTO Knowing such signature or Seal to be false or counterfiet. SHALL BE
fined under this title or IMPRISONED NOT MORE THAN FIVE YEARS OR BOTH..."

s 0('911“ c/(-E.L‘LI: it

Based on the Request also: = QXMW Coant /A uslicss
TASIUE deeiSion fonclle s

Thans
The ORDER/Decision WITHOUT compliance | also is noilawfuly filed or recorded

. as mandatd by statute and thus the Court has not issue "either" any Order/Deci&ion
* than has vﬂawful" binding effect pursuant to

. Federal Courts Determined that it is required of the Clerk and Court or

.'in Brown v Superior Court of L.A. Cal.App. 732 (Ca)(3)(3)(1d)

determined/reads:

..""FUNCTIONS OF COURT AND CLERK and its entry in the judgement BOOK, which
affords the HIGHEST RECORD OF "EVIDENCE" of its Existence, is but a

Ministrial ACT OF the Clerk, and which the "COURT" performs JUDICIALLY
OR ORDERS TO BE PERFORMED.

——— ———— — —

S \EIAQV(‘,’(wu,\,I* OVl Tyt e it
vaP‘ U(OW ‘15 o NE L N‘\\/\\QWs

Sdggvnk

T sinby ofF "S"J‘)

It is not to be avoided by action or want of action of and by the Courts
Ministerial OFFICERS. THE JUDGEMENT IS THEN RENDERD FINAL.

"“THIS .DETERMINES" "THE" "RIGHTS" "OF" "THE" "PARTIES" "T0" "THE" “ACTION"
"OR" "PROCEEDING"_ | |

o Viong ¥ Cel )iy Q.ex 21 Jel vy

@,
ol

"l,l"IaIﬂlll" l"'"IS""" """(MIEI‘E""" lll"'wﬂm’"l"l l""lISn" """"mﬂ'"l """AND"""

"""RE(DRDE:D""" """BY""" "'".IHE""" '“"'CLERK""" """AS""" """Rmumﬂ)"""‘
, """BY""" """STAU’I'E""" .

S (emph1s1s please add)

I/Harmon Respectfuly Request the Court's Imediate Attention and

resolution/decision in on this Filing please and compliance with -

the SEAL and TESTEE, requriements for proceedings.

Hen Harmon bW/



w OFFICE OF THE CLERK
' UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT
P.0.Box 193939 .
San Francisco, California 94119-3939 {

"SUBSEQUENT CORRESPONDANCE REQUESTING TO CONSIDER BY THE COURT"

CASE Number : A3~

CASE Title: Harmon v Houser

Back ground for Request :
W ‘ if :
#1.)-This filing was DOCKETED oncyuwY, 303> by th CLERK OFFICE;

#2.)-The Federal Statue "MANDATES" in/pursuant to

28 U.S.C. § 2244(3)(d) .

..."(d) The Court of Appeals "SHALL'" Grant or deny the authorization to file
a second or successive application not later than 30-days "AFTER" the
Filing of the Motion..."

#3.)-The United States SUPREME COURT Determined and INSTRUCTS (applies: to this Court
comply WITH) of:

<. AT "OOURT! MOFM "'I'HE." "U.S.". .."A COPURT MUST ADHERE TO
""'STATUTORY" "TEXT"..."
(Nasarallah v Barr 140 Supreme Court 1683)

#4.)-The United States SUPREME COURT Determined and INSTRUCIS (applies to this Court
comply WITH) of:

...|"'[\]_O'A:| "U.S.J'[mEll»_‘"HAsll llm'l "m" "110" "RMI'I‘E""RMAES" llllll-BY‘I"lll
"JUDICIAL" "IN’IERPREI‘ATION_". L ' ' '

(Harris v Nelson 39 U.S.SUPREME COURT 1082 22 L.ED 2d 181)

DPPTUTx 19"

#5.)-"M0DAY's Date IS: Y\ €}y gb Q> Thug (iwpk‘s.5>
"""" T T T T e e TR 7 e Faly St Doy s
> Wl The dite Yo trowrs fronal — @0 £0,3,¢ —oescedly Sroo S0 1500 Ty e

) REQUEST #1) I/Harmon ask/request this Court/Justices "imediate attention and resolution
determiation' in/on this Filing ; Please.(?-the Court is inviolation ofFederal Law

N~ _thus is or has brought the Court into "Question' has it not your Honors?)
9REQUEST #2.) I/Harmon ask this Court to inforce the Compliance with Fedetral Statue

28 U.S.S.§ 1691 SEALS AND TESTEE Mandated use and application on "ALL"
WRITS and PROCEEDINGS ; 'when it issues the ORDER/Determination on this

filing on Case No._&ig__a_‘ — —

.."ALL" Writs and procesé issuing from a €dart Court of United States 'SHALL BE"
under SFAL of the Court "AND" SIGND'BY THE CLERK THERECF..."

Page 1 of 2 \%OC/M‘ {5/27

reads
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ThlS Request is ED. ON Federal Statute that DEFINES it a crimg - f%w\} ' <
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"BY" the CLERK and Court Officers (i.e Judges includes also) reads: & _;
18 U.S.C. 505 SEALS of Court's; SIGNATURES or COURT OFFICERS I
>

.."WHO EVER forges the signature of any judge 2 register or other officer of any .
court of the United States or any Teritory or forges or "COUNTERFIETS" the G
SEAL of any such Court, or KNOWINGLY CONCURS IN using any such forged or counterfiet ¢

signature or Seal, FOR THE PURPOSE OF AUTHENTICATING ANY PROCEEDING OR DOCUMNET - s
WITH FALSE OR COUNTERFIET Signature of any such Judge, register, or other ]
officer or a false or counter fiet of the Court, SUBSCRIBED or ATTACHED —
THERTO Knowing such signature or Seal to be false or counterfiet. SHALL BE \g
fined under this title or IMPRISONED NOT MORE THAN FIVE YEARS OR BOTH..."

Based on the Request also: = RN\t Comnt [Tusiicss
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The ORDER/Decision WITHOUT compliance also is noilawfuly filed or recorded

. as mandatd by statute > and thus the Court has not issue "either" any Order/Decision
" than hasvﬁ awful" binding effect pursuant to
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: ,I Federal Courts Determined that it is required of the Clerk and Court or
ORDER by the Court to be done so as to have authority/rights to the Parties

..in Brown v Superior Court of L.A. Cal. App. 732 (Ca)(3)(3)(Id)

f’* determlned/ reads:
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ol .."'FUNCTIONS OF COURT AND CLERK and its entry in the judgement BOOK, which
)‘ affords the I HIGHEST RECORD OF "EVIDENCE" of its Existence, is but a

ﬂ Ministrial ACT OF the Clerk, and which the "COURT" performs JUDICIALLY
ﬁ OR ORDERS TO BE PERFORMED.
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It is not to be avoided by action or want of action of and by the Courts
Ministerial OFFICERS. THE JUDGEMENT IS THEN RENDERD FINAL.
oY ""THIS DETERMINES" '"‘THE" "‘RIGHTS" "OF'"' "‘THE" 'TARTIES" "T0" "THE" "“ACTION" a
£ "OR" "PROCEEDING" |
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"""RE(DRDE)""" “""BY""" ""lln]E""" """C[aERK""" """AS""" """RmIJIRED"""

MUBY'MM "'STAUTE™™ ..." (emphisis please add)
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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS F l LE D

FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT MAY 30 2023

MOLLY C. DWYER, CLERK
U.S. COURT OF APPEALS

- STEPHEN HARMON, No. 23-14 wf?
¥

Applicant,
ORDER

V.

EARL HOUSER, Superintendent,

Respondent.

Before: NGUYEN, FRIEDLAND, and SUNG, Circuit Judges.

The motion to file a “Corrected Page #3” (included in Docket Entry
No. 1) is granted.

The applicant is infdrmed that the time limit in 28 U.S.C.I § 2244(b)(3)(D)
is hortatory, not mandatory. See Ezell v. United States, 778 F.3d 762, 765 (9th
Cir. 2015). | |

The application to grant the district court authorization to entertain a
motion under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 60(b)(4) is treated as an
application for authorization to file a second or successive 28 U.S.C. § 2254
habeas corpus petition. So treated and as supplemented by Docket Entry Nos.
4,5,6,7, 8, and 9, the application is denied. The applicant has not made a
prima facie showing under § 2244(b)(2) that:

' (A} the claim relies on a new rule of constitutional law, made retroactive

to cases on collateral review by the Supreme Court, that was previously
unavailable; or
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(B)(i) the factual predicate for the claim could not have been discovered
previously through the exercise of due diligence; and (it) the facts
underlying the claim, if proven and viewed in light of the evidence as a
whole, would be sufficient to establish by clear and convincing evidence
that, but for constitutional error, no reasonable factfinder would have
found the applicant guilty of the underlying offense.

To the extent that the applicant requests that this court consider, in the
first instance, whether he is entitled to relief under Federal Rule of Civil
Procedure 60(b), we lack jurisdiction to do so. See 28 U.S.C. § 1291 (courts of
appeals “have jurisdiction of appeals from all final decisions of the district
courts of the United States”); see also Jones v. Ryan, 733 F.3d 825, 838-40 (9th
Cir. 2013) (addressing merits of Rule 60(b) motion in first instance on appeal
from dismissal of Rule 60(b) motion as a second-or successive habeas petition);
Phelps v. Alameida, 569 F.3d 1120, 1134-40 (9th Cir. 2009) (addressing merits

“of Rule 60(b) motion in first instance on appeal from denial of motion for
reconsideration of dismissal of habeas petition).
All other pending motions and requests are denied.

g No further filings will be entertained in this case.

DENIED.
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
OFFICE OF THE CLERK
WASHINGTON, DC 20543-0001

June 26, 2023

Stephen Harmon
#265620

22301 West Alsop Road
Wasilla, AK 99654

RE: Harmon v. Houser
USAP9 No. 23-14

Dear Mr. Harmon:

The above-entitled petition for a writ of certiorari was postmarked June 8, 2023 and
received June 16, 2023. The papers are returned for the following reason(s):

" The denial of authorization by a court of appeals to file a second or successive
petition for writ of habeas corpus may not be reviewed on certiorari. See 28 USC
Section 2244(b)(3)(E). :

Sincerely, ﬂ
Scott S. Harris, Clerk

By:

Clayton R. Higgin
(202) 479-3019
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