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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

Can a United Skies thstrict tud<je den ^ the ci^Wh of a private citizen to 

ini/oKe the aid of the courts 4V\e United Skies if held in unlawful i«viprisor\nrte«t by 

an administrative a^enc^?

I

if for aw Administrative, .Did a United Skies ^strict Sud^e provide ar^
cdier uiWh justifies ke exercise of federal authority?

I uemen
(t^ewt net founded upon Sovne rn

..,,,. 'Did the panel of ke Seventh Circuit err by deciding the merit of aw appeal3..,..
noi properly before tbe court ^ denying inquiry into ke cause of restraint under a voio 

Sooc\«neNT ?

private citizen be prohibited from
denying access to ke court ?

u)hen lacK of discretion exist com a4
a civil action of appealing a civil yud^wienbrinaiSmS

Can an order/judgment containing no Signature by any clerK or tudye.
be considered executed ?

# ,Can a panel (?) cf the district Court deny 0. plaintiffs tactual allegations^ 

demy Safe guards^ and fail to maKe judicial notice if u party request it^if no disputed/
b

Material fact exist ?
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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

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

OPINIONS BELOW

[ ] For cases from federal courts:
ft A ei

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix —0— to 
the petition and is
[ ] reported at
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[X] is unpublished.

; or,

V_toThe opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix 
the petition and is
[X] reported at 2°2.^ U.S. fotsir. ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at 
Appendix_____ to the petition and is
[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

courtThe Opinion of the _ 
appears at Appendix
[ ] reported at____
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

to the petition and is
5 or,

1.



JURISDICTION

[X] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
[?3 ^°OerY\t">er 2oZ'»>___ .was

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

[X] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of 
Appeals on the following date: 2 0f ^ t and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix______

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

(date) on (date)

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1254(1).

[ ] For cases from state courts:

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

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

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
(date) into and including____

Application No.__ A
(date) on

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

2



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

ftrficte |. B'tltrf tytts
Section I. Freedom of Association, Assembly, Expression; and Petition,

dion^ assembly press^ speachy 

and petition tor redress of grievances shall not be abridged.

Section % , freedom df Religion .
"The ‘Stale shall establish no reUyion nor interfere ujMhTUe tree exercise thereof 

Wo person shall be denied any riyht or privilege because of religious belief or the eirercise 

thereof,

d other forms of expression^freedom of associa an

Section 4. Privacy*.
The riyht of the individual fo decide whether fo procreate or to bear a 

child is uwioUhle^flS is the riyht to noncommercial private^ consensual Sexual behavior of 

adults.Those uiho exercise or advocate These eights hai/e^ in addition^the riyhtfo he free.

from a\\ forms of discriminateion.
Political Surveillance is contrary fo democfaVic principles. Therefore^ unless relevant for 

prosecution of pady presenter imminevt crime ^ infocmotion on any persons exercise of 

freedom of religion ( expression ^association^ assembly, or petition for redress of grievances, 

shall not he collected surreptitiously under color of \

Individual privacy with respect fo perso

aco.
demic, employment,1 hanh accounts, health acana

and similar records, the disclosure of which would constitute an invasionCoen muni cat iions
of the privacy of the individual concerned^ is a riyht, The protection of which shall he 

provided by\au). However, the name f Salary j and place of employment of each employee 

of the State and of any of its agencies or local yovernmenf units is a Matter of public 

record and shall he available to the public.

Section 1^. Slavery and Involuntary Servitude .

Slavery Qnd involuntary servitude are prohibited.

3



Section lq. Civil Suit's
trial in a civil surf shall remain in violate /The HouseIhe riyht ho q jury 

assure access to courts (or those litigants unahle 4o pay. Court costoP Delegates shall 

stall not he required cPany lihiyant unable to pay.

2g USC I § H S 3 Oaths of justices and^udyeS i
Each justice or judye oP the United States shall PaKe the tbllowiny oath or 

affirmation betore perforvmny the dates at his office .
(firm) that l will administer justice with oat respect

d that \ uJiU haithfully and impartially
do Solewmlu swear ( or a3

to person^ and do ecjual riyhh to the poor and to the ricly 

discharge and perform all the duties in cum 

Constitution and \ouoS oT the United State $. So help w\e tjocl,

an
under thebed upon «v\e as_

* i«

2g use \ § 454 Practice oP law bj justices and judges*
Any justice or judye appointed under the authority oP United States who 

au> is yullty ^ ^5^ Misdemeanor,ctice oh lin theenyayes pra

2g use l&gl Seal and teste of process
ftU writs and process issuing Prom a court op the United States shad he 

under Seal of the court and signed by the clerh thereof.

U)ord process meant order oP court, although it 

Wkliithy V. Wterrivnan, 1^1 F.5\o (c,C.b. Va. Igocjh* In re Si 

B.K-Cn.S.^hj (2nd Cir. lyZyY

I5 use § l Trustee.j in restfaud of trade illegal ] penalfg
Eoer j contract(combination in the Poem op trust or otherwise^ or conspiracy; in 

restraint ff trade or commerce amonjthe several States^ or with foreiyn nations^ >S here by 

declared to he illeyal. Every person u)ho shall waKe any contract or engage many
conspiracy hereby declared to he illegal shall loe deemed yudty efoq fe/ony^ 

and conviction thereof shall he punished by (W not exceeding % IoCjOoo(ooo if q

(iP any person, tt ijOOOyOoo^r by imprisonment n<t exceeding io y ears ^ or by

Id be issued by clerti. Leascou

2<j7 F. eje/Z/ 2 A.m.vnon

Combination or

V;corporation | or. \

H



both Said punishment^ m the discretion oPthe eourt.

Igvjscs §§ 23^0 lorture *.
(il i'orVufe means an act committed ,loy a p 

Uuj speeiPically intended +0 inflict Sev/ere phySicql or mental pain or

idental {0 lawful Sanctions) upon another person with his

actiny under the color oferson

S uffe r 1 n q Co4V» er3
than pain or Suffer iny i 
Custody of physical control j 

(It Seuere mental pain or suffering 

fesultmy Prow\“

(M -Hie intentional infliction or threanfened infliction oP Seuere physical pai

iicatiow.or threatened administration or application oPwicnJ” 

calculated to disrupt profoundly the Senses or

mci

fal barm caused bu ormeans the prolonged men

or suffering

(Blthe administration or qpp )
altering substances or otter procedures

the personality’
(c) the ttrTedt of imminent death or 

(&") tV»e threat that another p 

pain or Suffering j or the administration 

other procedure calculated to disrupt profoundly tb 

(^) United States weans the Several States oP the lirnted 'States y the District oPColumhiay 

and tbe common uiealths^ territories ^ and possessions oP tte United States.

ujiU imminently be subjected to deqtl^ Seoere physic  a/ 

pplication oP mind-altering substances or
erson

or a
•erson al it a , ande Senses or f *3/

)

Iftfocmcx fhupens S 1^54 CW (tl

Wot coibnstanding Subsection (atjif a prisoner brings a civil acti 

an appeal infocmd pauper is j toe prisoner shall be required to pay the full

and, ukn funds exist collect 

fees required bylau)j°w initial partial Pliny Pee oP 2o percevt of the greater oP. 

(fc^the aueraye monthly deposits to the prisoners account > or 

(fc^the aoeraye monthly balance in the prisoners account Por the b 

precedmy the piliny of the Complaint or notice oPappeal,

(X\ titter paywvevt of the initial partial Pi liny Pee ( the prisoner 

monthly paytnevts op2o percent of tbe preceding months i

or fi/esion

nt oPfilinavnou 3
partial payment oP any courtpee.TVie court shall assess qs a/

th period immediate/^“mon

shall be required to maKe 

erected to the prisoners 

account to We clerf\ oPthe court each time the avnouet in the account exceeds Ulo.oo
income

5



urPil Phe f< liny fees are paid,

(yd in no eoenf sV^aH a prisoner be prokbiPed from brmcjtny 

Ctu'J or criminal judymenP Tor Phe reason Phaf Phe prisoner Was no assefs and 

tay vjoWic.fr\ 4o pay ike iniltal parPial filmy fee.

a civil acfion or appealing a

no means

Role 2.01 Judicial Malice (f Adjudicative Fact t
Ca) 5cope. This Pule yovecns judicial noPice oPan adjudicapii/e facP only^noP 

leyvslaPiue la<P. (bP Kinds of facP 'flacrf may he judicially NJoPiced .The couiP may judicially 

notice a facP Phaf is nop Suhjecf Po reasonable dispufe because if .
(Ois yene rally Known u> rib in Phe f rial courPs PerriPorial jurisdicPion j or 

(2) cav\ he accurately and readily dePervnined Prom sources whose accuracy 

reasonably loe yuesPioned.

(cTTaK iny WoPice, The Court 
(0 may PaKe judicial rvoPt'ce 

d'l must PaKe judicial noPice is a 

necessary inforwaViOn.

CdTTivniny. The C0ui4
(e) Opporfunify Vo he Heard r On Pimely ceijuesf, a pacPy ‘s ^v\P;Me<d Po he beard an Phe 

propriePy op PaKiny judicial noPice hePore nofifyiny a parPy,Pbe parpy ^ onreyuesf^ is $Pc|| 

enPid led Po he heard.

dcann

iPs own . oron i
parPy reyuesP iP and Phe court is Supplied wiPbPbe

y Vabe judicial notice aP any sfaye oPPbe p edinroce Vma

sP inspcacp Phe jury Po accept Pbe 

criminal case , Phe Court muSp insPrucP Pbe jury Pbctj ip
(HlnsPrucPiny Phe jury. \n dull case, Phe courP vnu
v\o\ice facf as conclusive . 1 n a
may or may neP accepf Phe noPiced facP as conclusive.

6



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Orv or about K)os/ewiV»er 2^,2o22 private cititen'Breril' -tosepR Daigle filed a. request (or q 

CEASE AHb bEStST Ofc&Efc/ IMAUtlCTtOtt, Ho. 2:21-<¥-00533. in accordance wi+R fRe 

dudictal determination (wade in a Rule boCRKtj^udywent Votb,1daiyle s primary claims- 

not poort<j particularized because of bis ignorance of law - and teas based on tacts 

outlined in memorandum of lacofand Affidavit of TruiR i.e.,detailed DocKet Kio^.ib-cr- 

Ooc.lOo. Ub- Doc. Wo. Iy2 and Appeal gUi Cir.CA(!2Z"l5S^ i2-2"3°58^ 

and Administiativ/e Notice

were

OOO

On or about KJov/ember 2^,2022 a Magistrate tudyes 

CVercise jurisdiction issued . Referred to * Wlayistrate j^dye IViarK J. Oi

Notice. of AuailaRilitu to!)
. Wo.2:22mstwore

-CU-0053k.

aboid December 2.,2o22 in conflict uoitR 2gusc l § 454* <^ud^e t

Hanlon( practice l
Vole of tbe Counsel (or Administrative Ayent U)acden,Sfei/e Hallis, befendant^ and enters 

FlWAL ^Ob^MfKfr in favor of Respondent Administrative Qyerif ayainst Plaintiff, i.e., Hie 

real party in interest Brent jose^b Oaiyle petitioner

dud^e da«nes PafricK Hanlon, erroneously 5ef aside claims,
addressed tobat Re wanted to *.e., Z^usc.l 22«f/ in a cecHless disregard foe tbe TROTH 

i.e.jCEASE AMO DESIST oW&ER/ INACTION, for confine went under v/oid judy 

tienyiayBfent joSepbCWyle tbe fiybt fo invoke tbe aid offRe Court of tbe United SWtes 

aidtiny »** tbe continuous restraint of Trusty trade , commerce 15 use 3 l, Torture. 

IgUSC S§2^tfO[ tbe denial of Individual privacy uiitb respect to personal banK 

accounts, bealtb^ academic., <2mpiayMent, covnvnunica-ti 

Article l Bill of Remits 1 See.if , SuRjecKny tRe Ctal party in interest,tbe American 

people to sWtcy and Involuntary Servitude Sec. i^. Article l Bid of ttlybt, 

cWi^wd riyVt to travel,freedom of 6peacU and reliyton Sec. 2 Article T 

BvllofRiAf,.

fatricKavnesOn or
from tbe bench, be introduced Ris ooon acyue Merit, thus taKlny on tReaio

denin* ACCESS To T*\e cOuftT.

itrued two ( 2) Affidavitscons

men

and Similar records(On /

3 7



*Brent Joseph CWyle filed a NOTICEOn. or about December 2-o2.2- p^iv/oAc Cttiiten

of HPPffti/,Cause WQ.2:22*cv-oo5-5g)-.M>H-mjb in THeuw\T€c> states court of appeals 

Foft THE SEVENTH aftcutTf~ Expressed by NOTICE of Acceptance OF constructive TR^ST 

f\pp. Wo. to ooocK equity or frustrate fraud-

about February l, 2o2^ uobde awaiting informa pauperis ftpp.Wo > *T
ORbEREbt?] v/iolocVtovr of 2g use IE<|( Seal and teste of process^ that Petitioner- Appellant 

Brent Daiyle Pile a POSITION STATEMENT ciddressiny whether this appeal should be held pending 

the Supreme Courts decision in ^ones V. Hendax (Mo. 21 “(u.sT

On oC

5 equitable affirmative defense,In reaching the courts conclusion concerning the petili 

the court Ws Sought to reach an outcome on misrepresentations and fraud asthe aryumevd

it apply j but the judicial cfet

(Oner s

in domes v. Hendrix, No. 2l~^y7 (u.S.T overwhelming d 

inatio^ made in a Rule bo (h) (4) judgment void ( So to reach av\ outcome based on a Ceqhst c 

interpretation oP the fact present, this appeal cannd be held pending the Supreme Courts decision 

in Jones V. Hendril^ as a matter oP law and tact. NOT addressed b^the Court App Wo.22’52.]g,

erm-0 no

On or about f\ptA 2y(ZoZj Wo. 22' 5^-35 re ^^^t Joseph Daiyle Pled a UiRiT oF RvjHT. 

Freedom to travel throughout the United States has looybeen Cecoymzed basic riqUt underas a 3
the Constitution 1 and it is clear that the freedom to travel includes the freedom to enter and

state in the, Union (Since the oyht to travel uoas a constitutionally protectedabide in any
riyht,an<y classification ulhich Serves to penalize the exercise of that riyhtj unless shown 

to he necessary to promote a com pettily govern mental interest ^ is uncon sttfutrona

personal riyhty a ciyhl whose exercise ma

I ^TheriyM- 
(lot he Condition ed„to travel is av\ unconditional 3

On or about Wtaiyl^ZoZj access to Appellant's Wit of RiqHT Aff. Wo. Pled on
April Zg, lol-$ twill be restricted to the parties and court personnel. [sealed}

On or about July ,ZoZ3 While awaiting informa pauperis, App. No. 22~ 3^33, IT IS 

ORDERED [f] Violation oP 2gusc ffctjl Seal and test 

Pile a Second ?0S\TloW STATEMENT addressing whether this appeal should he held pending

Cprocess t that Petitioner - Appellante 0

s



Courts decision m jones v/. HendriX, No, 2l~grj7 (u.si) NOT addressed by
f Trust 22- jlffi

ordeciny Q. position statement addressmy an inability to Satisfy a claim Wat ‘Hie court is 

oueruWelmmyly (tovare does not apply is We proper use op judicial ttutboffty.

We *5 femeup
We court ,TV\e court cannot shou) cause bow av\y authority in v/ioUfiton o

On or about Auyusf \, Zo2$ Wert Wsept Oaiy\e( respectfully subrvutfed 

SECOND POSITION STATEMENT *. MlOUATlON OF TRUST UMU-FUL DEPRIVATION &H FftRub. 
NOT addressed by We court.

a RESPONSE TO

On or about September 2<^2oZy Brent OosepU Daigle fled (O EMERgENCV INJUNCTIVE 

BELIEF *, Ripe for Judgment * il\ uirit <f Wybt ! ORoeRiNy corrections to fraudulent

ftECoRb) (j^NOTKE reyacdiny CONSTRUCTIVE fRAuO recodify INTENTIONAL FRftUO) Affidavit

oftWt Joseph Wdyle TRUTFl. 22' 3^35

rder Wat contains NO Stynature Vocj any cierft or 
judye,and appears "Vo be unexecuted in violation of 2gusc lEyl Seal and teste ofprocess. 

We court must recognize We possibility Wat 4Ws record i-S incomplete^yiven We incom­
plete conclusion of this [order^ Were is no ujayto Knotu u>bat We dale of transact 

or by whom We transaction u)a5 concluded^or uoben We unexecuted proposed orde 

received.

On or about- November , 2o Z5 in an o

(On ujaSy

r uoas

‘tzz-3%ittemptto Sqfeyuqrd l Construct 

ds^ and to auoid construed abuse of judicial

to unexecuted proposed oedema 

to Proposed order u>as

On or about Nouewiloer \7^Zo2j in an a 

auoid any loss £ procedural Safey 

authority , in Conjunction ooiW tVuS considecati 
judicial Notice of |U judicative tael Rule Zo^and objection

ii/e Teas

uar

ion

filed.

On or about November a Nome of consideration ! Ofejecnow to pRofoseo
ORDER, judicial Notice Rule Zol^ and OBJECTION To PROPOSED ORDER, 
court action.

fled ujiWoatvoas

9



TWe IS ^0 CrtSC&ETlOU TO iqMoR LACK OF WWSMCTtoU and Wold QW

O , an

AMERicAtO citizen uoifWout

d restfaivd of trust, 4 cade.QtrHrtDC^ 4o do SO in acts of TofVure V/iolatinc^ Igusc §2^

\cj use § \ i v-o4W no ri^Vit Vo Vrauel^ or exercise freedom oP SpeacW and cefigi'on^ 

den^vn^ friviac^ i.£.( fim oP Rights in Slavery and Involuntary Servitude#
Commerce

On^Decennber l j 2o2J IT IS OROERE&lfl v/iolafion oP 2gusc Wql Seal and teste ofp 

Wad pepiVtonef Pile a bmyle. pePvfion (or reheariny Wat complies uoitb Rule. 40 of tWe

before December Zg, 2o 2^

rocess )

federal tvules of flppellate Procedure on or

tW oP law, We courV cannot reconsider av\ unexecuted order,

FrauJ, and intact
Pule 40, does wot apply as a w>a 

ty\Q court must fecoyrWe We possibility W\a4 We record is incomplet

Vifice Vo defraud.

e, or I1

We cowstrude as C0WSPiRftcYf scheme or arcan

On or about December L,Zo2y Sredr dosephfViyle Piled a RSCoMtjitsERft'noN 

fOR PfWEL REHEA^VViqllRuWcjo^and Judicial tdopice of AdyA<hcaVu/e Fact Rule Zo)
IN FoRtoft PAOPERIS

TWe courl used Wreatsj duress, coercion, Porce and Pear Vo yet frent dosepW Piaiyle Vo accept 

Sometbiny Por We WnePiV oP Administrative Ayencyand We United States creating an aryue- 

mevt,to disadauantayeDai^e 1 

Liberal construction ,does noV aU

aSSertiny and establishing a. claimed nylnt or defense . 

We court Vo iynor a recognized leyal clai 

Vo preform a mandatory duV^, Vo feuiew cause oP restraint under a void judgment.

nd denm 1 aouo I

On are about January 2,2o2if or January 4 , 2oZy Ifl in. violation oP 2gusc I6<fl

f VWe petition for febeafiny ^ all ( ? ? ? ? ") 

fraud destroys VWe validity oPeveryWlny mto ujWicW i4enters.

titutionally secured riyWts bej 

amounts Vo criminal COttSpi

Frauds

Seal and VesVe oF process. On considered; 

v/oped Vo denu rebean n
ron o

V
f standards op conduct andWe uoanton ijiolatt consion. 0

yovernment public officials igu.S.C.S.^ 2lq (c) 

administrative and judicial officers opbd bas committed numerous

avnounirac t)3
4be courts.upon

to



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

hicW there exist possible 

ence as possqble

without diue process and the various constitutional injury and 

tWuded^e av\d n-ejlect to preverrt United IHafes ConsfikdioncJ wrongs and/or wrongs to 

the Constitution of the lAate^.

I (Medici interest iIts a matter of VGidespread qnd except 

scions about the
lona UA to

ft s inWjCitj that affects ouhlic COnfidfgovernvnencpje

CoiftSpirac^ ho depriue I

I,Can a United States district'd ud^e deny the fiyht of a private citizen+0 invoke the aid 

of the courts of the United States »f held in unlawful imprisonment" by an AdministraViUS 

agency?

behalf of.........The United States District Dudcje dames PatficK Hanlo

Administrative ftjent UWden, Steve Kallis, willfullj falsify Conceals or coversup bij tricKy 

“Seine we or device of material fac^+o injure; oppress the free exercise and evyoiy 

riyUfs and privileges secured bj the constitution and \a

A. trt Oht> * f. » V

top*v\en

f the United States.WS o

On August Ij, 2o2i as expressly authorized to ar^ue, to the sentencing judge^-Hurl the court 

has been without jurisdiction Ibrent Joseph Dai^W raised a direct challenge, to jurisdiction. Wo. ^'. 

i6~cr'Oooi,j"tnu)‘ 2g,use^22-5^M

In man^ cases, one partj arjues that the court does not have jurisdiction^ and the other 

part^ argues that the court does bave jurisdiction .The court waj" indeed must "decide 

which partj is correct, and the court must explain the reason for its 

what a judje is required to do. Once challenged, jurisdiction cannd he assumed^ if must he

proved to exist.

Conclusion, 1+ is in f»cf

conclusively show that the prisoner 

is entitled to wo relief,the Court shall cause notice thereof to be served upon the United States 

cAtocne'j, arrant a ?kOm?T thereon, determine the issues and wake fiodiaj of fact

an<J conclusions of l<*uf with respect thereto. If the Court finds that the judgmetd- 

rendered without jurisdictionf or that sentence imposed

d the files and records of theUnless the wioti caseion an

was

if authorized bj law ofwas no

II



Vo collqteral attacK^ or Wat -Were Was Ween SucW a denial or infringe went of 

We Constitutional riyVts of-Hie prisoner os 'Vo render We^udywienl Vulnerable Vo Collateral 

attactC, We Court Wall vacate and set We judcj 
resevVence Wim or qranta v\eu> trial or correct We sentence

US.c.§2Z5<j(U

"TVe Statute 15 tall ofmandatory lanyuaye,Wat requires, We G)urV to perform its duties 

uv\dec Some very specific circumstances. AmpWfyiny We mandatory Unyuaye We l<?to 15

also U)e\l SelVeled in VWs matter ,

otter wise open

me«V aside and sVqoll discharge We prisoner or 

j appear appropriate , 2gas w\a

t‘ ‘

A Court Cannot confer junisdiction cohere none existed and cavwut maKe a void proceeding 

H established lauo Wat a void order can be challenged in anyValid. IV is clear and we 

court! old u)fWMe muT 1. flssoc. v. mcDONou^H. 2qm u.s. ft, 21 S.Ch 236 Ocjol) /

fundamental defense of power Vo V\eaffi-e-, IqcK of junsdicVi 

uiatved and must loe considered by courV u)Wen«-uec and Vioujevec raised. RCFC, Rule 12. (lo) 

(iV(ViK^) f2p, u.S.c.ft. ‘ “The law is u)eWsel9led Wat a void order or judymewV is void even 

before reversal! Vftu.EV v. UORTtttrRM Fifte * Mftftme \Ms, co,, Z^h u s 3M8 > S.C4. Cl<j2.°) J

f'(3nce jurisdiction is cWa\lenyed( We court cannoV proceed when if clearly appears WctWe 

courV lacKs jurisdiction ,We courV Was no author if y Vo reach merits, but raWer should dismiss 

We action. IVWlo v. U.S. 505 f. 2d lo2£> j '"tint, burden shifts Vo We courV Vo prove 

jurisdiction RoSemond V. Lambert ^ uby F, 2d Cjlb. * Court must prove on We record ^ 

all jurisdictional tacts related to jurisdiction asserted Latana V. Hopper, loZ F.2d Igg^ 

Chicago V. l0eto^orK,^7 F.Supp.iso’, The laco provides Wat once state and Federal 

durisdictidn Was Weet/i challenged, it must We proven, loo 3.CF 2^02 9f^|go)^ Jurisdiction 

cam We challenged at any time foqsso V. UVaW Pou)er * LiyhV Co. F,Zd yob;<|lo f 

Federal courts are courts of limited jurisdiction. see,e.y.; Ijodfrey V. Pulitzer Publy Co. f 

Ifel F .jd Uy7( l\c|l (gW Cir. (generally , We federal district courts may only

exercise jurisdiction over cases in which diversity of citieenWip ewsts and We requisite 

amount in tWe controversy is involved and VWose cqses constitutional or statutory l<uo. 

Ste.C.y. t Sic. foelV Tel.Co. V. Connect Commc'nS Cocp. lt^ F.jd 2.^ ycjc, ( gW C«c.

Zooo^ ,

is one colnicW can never beion

12.



Dist. UXIS c,] 4\\ctt juris diet he established as a threshold“TVe require tnevd t.2o\g
matter. Spring!^ Prom the nature and Wits oP the judicial power of the United States 

and is 'inPUxihle and without exception ’Steel Co. u, Citizens Por g Better €Vu/.t ,^2-z,

U.S.

u.S. ion

8511'& S*^. 10O3/ 1 OL{ t. 6<d . 2d 2lo (ICj<}g)(quoting TYWspjeld C.t L, M ,R .Co, V. 

Swan f HI u.S. jg2( uj S.C+. l.Ed .^62 Clg£^))(<xlVeraVioirt in originalT), If it appears

that jurisdiction is \aKm^,4V\e court will raise the issue Suq sponte . foieser \J, Continental 

CasCo. ^go F.^d g2c> (gth Cic. 2ooG); The Act oP March yf lfl>75 j c> 1 j7 , \ S, 1ft Stat. 
g72f Judicial Codei Section u.s.c.ft f fio, places upon the trial court the duty oP 

ev\Poccing the statutory limitations upon its jurisduti 

t© inquire into the jurisdictional tacts Qnd to dismiss or remand "Hie 

jurisdiction appears . Me Mutt u general Motors Acceptance 

S.Ot. 7go)7g$/fa0 l-.Ed.U3g. %f One who inuoKes 4V\e jurisdicti 
only allege 4V\e jurisdictional facts ^ loud Vie V\as the harden oP showing 44)04 he improperly 

\v\ Court *. 8ecKer v. Hnyel, Ibg F .2d l<-fO U<|g7)] Gladstone Realtors v. Village oP _ 

fioWuinod tggl u.S.^l,<ft,6oL.Ed .Zd bfc.ggS.Oh ibol((c|7c}') Article 5requires that the 

party u)hc inuoties 4V\e courts authority 4o shou) that HE PERsowM-V has Suffered some 

actual or threatened injury as a CesutVoP the putatively illegal conduct oP the defendant 

(tj^cj U.S. g7gt The recjutfemend that a party seeding review must allege tacts showing 

4V\cd HE Him SELF adversely aff ected... “The exercise of judicial power, which can so profoundly 

affect the lives, liberty and property of those to uohom it extends^ is therefore restricted 4o 

litigants who can show'injury in-PqctU resulting Prom the action which they SeeK 4o 

have Wie court adjudicate . To \nuoKe Pedecal jurisdic4ion( a plain4itP mus4 show a personal 

sVatSe in the outcome oP 4V\e action rlhis require wen4 insures \Hcd 4He federal junciafj 

confines itseVP do its Cons4itu4ional(j limited role oP adjudicating
P u)Hich Viaue direct consequences on4He parties involued.Such

1 not nnerelg at the time oPa covnpi~

and authorizes the court 
case iP lacK oP

ion)

Grg,f2^ u.5. liS, 56,
PtHe court must notion o

HCTOftL corocftcie

b\sPoTE5(tV\e resolution o 

a dispute must W extant at all slaves oP reuieuj 

aint is Piled. H case loecovnes vnocst at anj point during \He proceeding i 
case or controversy tor purpose. oP U.S. Constitution Article j and is outside the 

jurisdiction oP the federal Courts.^ Vleol 1/. b \V % <rV ^ Wo . \Z~ jHfe- Sftc^ 2oi2 u.S.O«st. 
LFXlS 50^04^012 u)L 2l2o76l(at * l (O.Vian. dune ll,2o\2.1( ft s a prii/ate cititen, 
plairitiPP svvnply Ws no authority to prosecute criminal charges getting ftnd

longer qis no

rews

*3



V/. bleatov^ ggg F.gd lo7o, lo76 (\o4V\ Cir.2oo7) and Manner \t. Collie Club oPfWencg^ 
ll\C.,22g F.xd Ub«g,*2 (Tabled {[published in fuU'-fejrt formed at Zooo U.S. flpp.L£XIS 

(gog2 (loth Cic. 2oooj( private citizens cannot prosecute criminal actions ))j fl private 

Cttiz.tv\ IqcFs ci legaUg protected interest"m the prosecution of another person , cp76 u.S. 

at bg-6g.see also Linda ft.S. V. Richard O.j tjfo U.S. fetH/*>1^/35 !■• £d .2d 5$S3 

S.C+. U«gt (lgl3>) j ' U)e qgcee First-, the burden ofestablishing jurisdiction rests upon 

the partg SeeKing to invoke it and cannot be placed upon adveesarg u)ho challenges it, 

("arson V. Punham, I2l U.S. c(2i,at page c|2g 7 S.Ct. 1030, of page (03!, 30 Lej.tftZ} 

(gold- UJashing ~F UJatef Co. V.
V. Ohio ~V Mississippi RailuxigCo.j \$\ u.s. 2t^Oy at page 2q«/, g 5.Of.6g2, at page 

Gg^(33L. Ed . igi]' ^. Lcites ow«ffecQ. * “judge VanKuoicbj m Some jurisdictional 

Pitfalls in Oiyecsltg Cases, 2 F.R.b. 3^^, states at page 3gg * \ desire to emphqsize.

4V\e tact, u)bich is oueflooKed bg Mawg,that the 

the \au)S of the United States or eilen involves tbe guesti 

the Fedefa\ Constitution^ is, in

jurisdiction does ad eycist unless, abthe same time^ tbe plaintiff1 

tbat be is injured in tbe jurisdictional
Steamship Co., 2g7 F.2d ZgKlgLO’ “Twe jurisdiction of offenses u)bicb 

Cogmrable at common law resided in tbe state Court alone^ even tbougb tbe 

general govern mend vwag be tbe pacVg aggrieved bg the wisdeed complained ot)M 

United States V. Hutchinson^ P-O. 9a.Cas.t0o. 15,^32 (ig^g)* [wlben tbe grant
bas no place tor operation. 

I? tbe judgment IS void it must be set aside,,. Fisher,, 5L5 So. 2d at ^ In a long and 

Venerable line of caseSytbe Supreme Court basbeld tbat, without proper jurisdiction^ 

a Court Cannot proceed at all, but can onlg note the jurisdictional defect and dismiss the 

^uit. see e.g.t Cgproin V. V/an K)oorden, 2 Crancb 126^ ftri^onanS tor Official Cnglish

V. ftfigona s2o U.S______ } Sell V, Vlood. Supra j Klationai Railroad Passenger
Corp. V. Mational Ass, op Railroad RrssengefSy t^lg U.S. <^53 f n . 13 ^ Ijorton V.--------

WigthemSj 4 27 U.S. gig ,ggl j Secretary of Mavg v/. fWrech ^Cper curiaml^ United 

States V. AugenblicK, ggg U,$. 7g distinguished, for q coud to promOunce

upon lauos meaning or constituVionUbj u)ben it bas no jurtsdicti'on to do so is bg verg

KeigeSy gb U.S. \gg ,at page 2o2y2i{ L.ed. 6^6 j C re bore

fact that a matter arises undermere
f constitutionalitg under 

in itself, insufficient to g\\)t jurisdiction to tbe federal courts.
sbou) affirmative Ig

it. Qaitor v. Peninsular ~F Occidental

ion o

can

amoun
are

or denial turns on tbe Validitg of the gudgwevt | discretiton

I4



definrl

'Brevd doseph IW^le s moW lo Uacafe, Sel q3ide/ or correct* Sentence under Z^sc^2Z^

Loos denied, bailie , Klo.^- I6~er-000-PCSU3-\
or ataouf tY\arcb 2c|(2o22 lirenl dosepln bailie Piled Wolicn Per Issuance ofCerfiPcafe

of flppeaWbilip^ mPocrviin^ a UcK oP duasditfion. TWere is NO discretion \0 ignore UcK

dental. u)bicb tmiolues Ibe idea op cbotce , cofisftfules 00 ab 
J 1

discretion and devncnsfrales a peruersiltj of uMlj

lira L>ires acf Pp.3- 17.ton. an u

'oroP ^urtsdicb usefQ*dVOIO

d dePiance of ^oodjudgmevd ^ oron

bias
Ikent doseplo bailie S appeal of 2$usc$ 2255

No. 22-^ (W,C<r.Zo22)

'brtidr d^sepb bai<^e s
SoUnd be ma<j appeal -Mrte district courts denial of Irus ^2255 moft 

determined dV^otf Wc. Daigles dunsdict tonal claims did y\<sf uiarfant Ihe mandator^ 

action it required* ~tWSj"H\e panel concluded Ibat l!V\r. bailie should be dented a certifi­

cate of app>ealabiliKj because PV\e appeal u)os oWiousl<j merifless,
TVte panel impermissibly side Stepped Ibe Cofl inquiry in this mqttec by den^m<^ relief 

because Ibe Subse^uevt appeal would be merciless .'TVie panels assessment oftbe werifs 

is ^entty wrony ,Tbe panel could nod possibly reso\ue Ibe merits of a jurisdictional
ertificate oP appeqiabdity,

dismissed. See. bailie \f. Qni-fed Slales,u)as

motion in Ibe EiybtVt Cic. Cft seeKiny a cerPficaie ofappealability,

T^e pane! boweuec,ton,

claim Solely on a motion SeeKiny a c

LacK of yucisdlcbion cannot be uxuUed, (bidden v/. ZdanoK( y7o U,S. 5^>°» 535” 32 0<p62)^ 

matjbe asserted at anytime | and will be considered on appeal regardless tobelber fbe

issue u)as raised in tbe Vfial court} Untied Slades v/- ^uKtda ^ 5^‘5^ ^51
exception +0 tbe Pale tbct a yuilty plea uxu/esCir. l^T^9 V flainns are

a\\ claims of constitutional violations, Untied Sides \l. Cgperell f qyg F Jcl <p5y 

Dr. l^Vj United States \/ Robersonf by^ F.2d To5;7oc| ,n.l (^fbClr.
td bad Ibe pou>ef lo Wincj ^be charge

an

sblt fetnciinS/Ibe issat of u)befber \be ^0\)
Slade \J. Cac^tr f g7z, F .2d 76c/;766-67(«jlb Cir. Iqcj2)(same)

efnmen
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dudge dames Patrick Hanlon concealed; covered up by trick, Scheme or device this
court, questions about 

^ce ir\ light of facts appearing to be
material facVf ‘S iowpl^ to deng 4V\e ri^WV to invoke the aid of the 

the government s intergrity and public confide 

conspiracy to deprive toifbouf due process^ solely as a means fo bold an tfWiencqn
Administrative agency is overwhelming apporenhtm unlawful impriSonwient’ by Ain

)

2. bid a United Stales district dvdge provide argvement-for an Administrative 

Agent not founded upon Some matter which justifies the exercise of federal 
authority ?

,. . . The United States District Judge sought a cant of habeas corpus 

pursuant to 2p,u,s.c3 22 yl, to exercise judicial authority to provide arguement for 

Administrative ftqent Warden, 'Steve Kallis. It is the Substance of the clqiiM that

pf as True all of the allegations m light most fai/orq(j(e fo 

case is established if the plaintiff presents enough euldence 

fo uoiflostand a motion for directed verdict. ^Brevt Joseph Daigle filed a detailedDocket 

as the Substance of the claivn to CEftS? AWO RESIST / lU^OtJcTlOK) The unlawful confinement 
in restraint of trust | trade j commerce jtVe denial of individual privacy u)itln respect to 

personal hav\W accounts;healthf academic,employment, communication, and Similar 

records, Subjecting (Wricaw people Vo slavery and inootunfary Servitude, u3rfh 

ric^t fo travel ,or freedom of speacb and/or religion an act of torture.

A., « » *

controls. The court must acce
tta plaintiff, a pcima fact

no

iudye davwCS Patrick. Wanlon concealed, Covered up bg trccK, Scheme or device this 

Wial fact !wa
On or about August 2,2o22 ^>re<t Joseph fcaigle. filed a Wati

.The Cjovecnment bas
bas argued or provided a single fact nor

Rule 60 CbKa) Wlgmeid 

if demonstrated that the court
ion

VOID gfh Cip. District Court Cast 

has jurisdiction over any 

Sinale Jurisdictional fact be found 

Rule So (btCif) motions leave no margin for consideration of the discretion as the
by definition either legal nullifies or mot, relief is msf

noern
can a

court within the United States.
case as no one

record in anyon any

ts themselves are.judgvnen

(G



matter (it i<5 mandatory .

lV\e \auo I*? full of mandatory language (that requires, "VUe Court to perform t“f*s duties 

under some very Specific circumstances also u)e(| seltelecl in tints Matter ,

However the trial court has no discretion when rehef is Sought pursuqnt Fo Rule 6o(b) 

Ct|) on the ground Fhat the judg
Ida) (though liHe all legal questions it may depend on the court’s resolution of £?ct)yand

iPart
aFFacK upon a void judgment,

Hne part of V\im uoKe applies for relief fr 

Gr. cj- 2L(~o€>' U)here Rule boOoKid is properly involved on the basis that the underlying 

judgment is Void, relief is oof a discretionary Matter ‘ it is mandatory. Orner V, Shalatoi, 

7p F. 3d I30I/ I3I0 (Co4U Or. l^S^^uofin^ l/.T.R^lnc y. ftirco, Inc. gg"? F. 2d 22o, 
2Zt{ n. g(loth Or. I^cpj URu\e £>o(b)(cj) motions leave no margin for consideration 

of the district courts discretion as the judgment themselves l2o22 u.S. Wpp. Lexis 6 3 

loy definition either legal nullities or not Brumfield v. Lg State Rd.of £cluc 

gob F ,3d 2gq, lefo (5th Cir. Quoting Cqrter V. Fenner } 1 yh F. 3d Ipoo, I005 

(5th Cir.

Cl discretionar'i

it is Void . (jobethec a judgment is Void is a question ofmen

it is yoidjit must be Vacated. iVloreover^Hne £>o(bM<d pi

such a judgment acquire vqlidiFy because cf (aches 

it. Tnceatf v. U)inston ejo7 W. Zd D.C.

time limit on anaces v\omen
nor can

OWi \on
C.O

fire

'fere^ dosepbDaiyle filed woTictS, Affidavits, moTiows TO compel, ivmwDAmus, etc.efc,.,
jurisdiction existed. 1 &fent Joseph fWgle being held captive.(III parties failed to p

made a prisoner ouoned and controlled at U..S.P. Terre Haute j u)itb WO ^ORVSblCTioW, 

tvDQmevOT vo\b.
Rn appellate court reviews de novo the denial of a motion to Set aside ajudg

under Fed.R.CinP. 6o(t>)LH), its observed that jurisdictional notice failings, define

ts that qualify tor relief under Rule 6o(b)(»y)

Supreme CGurt of fhe United States 11 gy stated.

11U as much as every government is an artificial person, an 

mind only, A government can interface onl»j uhfh ofVvtf artificial persons. The imaginary , 

having neither actuality

amrove

F for void-men

ness

Void judgvnen

absFractvon.and a creature of "Hie

Substance J is foreclosed from erecting cmd attaining paritynor

17



fthis is Wot ao government, as Bellas an<juoiVb Ibt tangible rTv>e legal mani-testodi

lau>,agency ,aspect, court,etc. Can concern itself uiitVi avtuWung other than corporate, 

artificial persons and the contracts betweentbem, 3.C>R. Penhallow \t. Doanes 

Administratecs u.S. 54 j I L.fJ . 5? j 3 Dali .54).

1 on o

Da <we about October lg ,2o22 IJirent Joseph Daigle filed a complaint u)itb Grcuif

judicial Council of toe 6lghtb Circuit CAppeal ZZ-ljgl)Executive OAilUe Ad «MS

Judgment Uoid Correspondence ,

On are about October 2b, 2o2Z at Judgment V/oCd Notice of DocKet AcVivrhg (ZZ'jogg) Wo

action taKen,

M
titter a yudgvnenf 13 Valid 

tS5ae «3 CesoWed In re (Vkcciage of Hampshire , 261 Kan. §54, ,434 P.2d 53

it is ViOidj and the court" must act according once tVieor i

The record is clear^cent ^osepW Daigle did not seeK Vo tile a 2^use §22<d Unted Staies 

District iudge saugbl the writ, and provided acyuement tor ftd 

Wen paSSed judgment upon bis

ministrqtive fluent, anc/

uement. cOncealin Cowering up by VricK
scheme or device the material tact,^>rtn\ ^ose^h Daigle is being held captive,made

about the g

OiwdOu)n ac5 3

it of slavery and involuntary servitude , and yuesti 

its intergeihy tVud affects public conf'd

ove 01-ionsa prisoner 

wvew

a«\ ac

ence .

[ft"ln error of laoo is a abuse of discrete 

(UlhCir. 2oo2), Avv error of l 

in We exercise of discretion violates the constitution f Warburg v- IVWison} 5 u,s. Ig7,

pecse , United States v. feter. gto F .3d 7ocj titi 

abuse of discretion, occurs when a judge
ion

d tbusly ana«j an

|i^6-|go (lg,o^(CV\, J, Marshall}, while q yudye,uibo "Su>ear[s] to discharge bis duties 

agreeably to tbe constitution"^^ violates^ this Oath , commits a crime , id,,at \go .

Zoo (Ig^g,') (when a judge does nit fully comply

u. Aaron, 3gg u.S. Kl^g)

Uiitt)see. also Jn re Sawg&c, 12m u.S. 
the Constitution he engaged in act of "treason ) j Cooper

vne)

'8



Did We panel aPWe Seventh Circuit err lo^ deciding‘Hie iiteci't cjf an appeal n<ft 
properly before 4be Courtjdtan^in^ vn^uir^ info ~We Cause <sP OfsbraiM5 under a 

Void judjweni' ?

ainsfWat We judgment a^We Seufnth Circuit tOas oi/eruAelmm^ltj
‘ftcent doseph Daigle IS v/oid(and Wat he did not challenge On 3 judgments b^ anj court. 

“l^ut ChC) challenge We le^pi compact^ ofthe AdministrahVe Agent UWden;Steue Hadis 

•Vo Subject a pnoate citizen to slaoec^ 

ri^Vts ».t.

ft.... awaree c c 4 •

d iinooluntaag Sea/ctude^ denying constitutional 

We frill of frights and r'\c^3 pf<^ecW Wj^We laws of We United States and or 

VV\e constitution and Uoas of We state.

an

We court to icyior a recognized legal claim .The 

Seoenth Circuit Court of (tppeats u)as ouefuinelvninglg aware for ouer U vnonWs Wat 

VScent Joseph Oaigte We plqiViViW is Wing held cqpfioej Made a prisoner owned and 

ed in Slauertg and inoolunWg Servitude u)iW WO JuftvsbicTiotO.

The couc4 feoorites law (com We bench in disregard tor We entire record ignoring We 

recognized legal claim Wad is clearly We Substance of th

fraud destroys We Ualiditg of ei/ergthing into tohich if enters. IV affects euenWe most 

Solemn gudgweht and decrees, \fa ^udcl \/. Q&fogg tWrocos■.tft u.5. c|2^ q+ c/t^oOgXgd^ 

The Court must accept" as true all of We alienations in We complaint and all reasonable 

loe drawn We retro m j and uiew Wevn in a light most fauorabie Wlhe 

plaintiff Morse \l. tower VAerion Scf.Dist. ( Igl F. 3d go2} cjob (3d E'f-

TV\e legal meaning of due p
changed in We context of We prosecution of a person accused of an 'infamous crime , 

See^Exparte bdilson^ \lg U.S. V3° f IggE) ’ (jreen \f. United States^ 3S^
15X^2. !. Efd Zd 672, Anno. at Ifccjo^S Z and 3 et Seg-( fl«|5<g)( Collecting 

all circuits') ^ See also t by parte IVUHigan; l{ U)aH . 2} U5 (lg66) (declaring executive 

detention uhWout due process cf We “Common law" illegal)* Boddle V, Connecticut 
^ol U.S.37i/3^7-7g^ t\cfl() { persons (oreed Vo Settle their claims ert ric^Wf and dWj

Liloeral construction, does not all OlO

contflil-

ifter at band.e mo

inferences Wat Can

f lau)', Secured bc^ We fifth ftmendmeid^Vias not beenrocess 0

Cases in

I9



meaningful opportunity to be. beard , )through judicial process rvms-f be g

TV\e Seventh Cir. Court of Appeals did nob Sccfisfg Vbs requirement,+be 

\\osJt giuen an opportunitg bo be beard before dismissing Abe clqim, as no announctmwi 

of finding e9tad and /or conclusions of lau) was announced . Becau.se all facts and 

Conclusion of law Support 4be fait government officials 

Abe administration ofjusVice,

ftng breach in public good faith should be unacceptable^ bwf bo Urofabe bbie constetutron,

4be bill of Rights, bill'd Rights, in bbe name of "protecting' Soa'etg ; is bo waKetbe govern m«*+

ultimate ■freedom and liberty

depend. *TV\e. public is bard pressed do find that ang proceeding u)as conduebed 

fqir and Impartial Manner, Ahefe is good reason u)hg pu b fic confidence in bbe 

integrity ofAbe judiciary should be questioned.

u/en a

rb Shouldcou

bfempbbo prevent orobstructnoco a

itself lawless and Suburbs those values upon which our

in q

l|.U)hen lack, of discretion exist, can a private citizen be prohibited from bringing 

a civil action or appealing a civil judgment, denying access to the courts

language 'S crystal clear Qnd u«amhr 

guous.Too many courb cases to enumerated including all Circuits, 'Tine Unibed Itates 

Supreme Courb states clearly Ahab no discretion whatso-ever except bbe courbs fesoluti 

of issues of fact, in facb all of bbe cases which deal with tarisdiition, without ecephoty 

clearly state bhat no choice but the fulfillment cfduty and the fad, a judge has no

. r,. In jurisdictional laws Abe plai
» i > t # »

lOlft

role in these vmtAers but to mafte the determination of fact.

As the choice bo ignore Ahe mandatory duiy^the United States by its Ou)n admission 

through its agents operates without authority and all parties Wue disregarded any 

Oath ofoffice and the laws of Ahe United States. fc)0 American can be made prisoner 

absent jurisdiction, avid pruna fqcie eoiden 

of law, and is Sufficient to estiblish the fact ^ if nob rebutted,

9a fad is Such eOidence as, m judgmentsce o

2o



-fo pro tie jafrsdtcfi

affirmation op a Substantial fact 4Ue United Stales does not kai/e juri 3 - 

diction j and an^ denial Wat was not profP 0f jurisdiction, We denial h pregnant 

lX)dV\ We Affirmation tbe United States does not baue j 

aqains^ IWent Sosepb tWjle is v/oid.

Mandatory actiTWe acquiescence oP AVve court Vo prePoc 

implies an

1 on,m a ion

dicti We jadqmeviiUf(S ton as

Sosepb Daigle was denied Prom Wm^in^ a Cu/tl appeal {of Hie reason VKal 
|\e Vias wo aSSets av\d ao means lo^ uibict 4-0 pa<j We injflal partial Piling fee, because 

ifVbe court denied Pirn (or an>j otter reason it 

Carried out b<j all parlies im/oli/ed.

5»Can an order/jud^meit containing no'Signature b«j ang judge or clerk be consid­

ered executed \

Id be Prau.dj and infacf conspifQcjlOOU

f standards oP Conduct and constitutional!„ 0TYie Wanton UiolatiA.. 3ion o

Secured fold's i.e.
people slaues and Merely an instruments in anon^oin^j boay^and We fundamental 

notions of fairness and ouf central PdiW in (be democratic norms are directls adverse

HiU offti^bb maKes Hie ^ouernwent itself lawless a«d We American

3
to tbe. administration of justice and onlg a reward to cpDUernwenf misconduct awJ 

deceit.

Ip orders / judgments would be allowed to proceed without Hie 3eal and teste 

process fraud would Safely ensue . Wot a Single order b^ Hie "l+V-i Cir. C A can be 

touwd in CO<v\p\i

Ibql “Seal and teste of process, fill 

Hie Unted States stall be under Seal of Pine court and signed Vy^ He clerK Hereof. 

Word process meant order of court,alHiouq^ it could be issuing btj clerK. Leas ~^~ 

W\cl7i-W^ u. Were moan, Ijl f. ^lo (c ,C. b. Va. >gog3j In re Simon^ 2<p F. qi-jZ. ;Zflm 

B.t. (ns.3 ijlg (2nd Cir. \g2g3

with .lance
ts and process issuing fr court of2® use WCl oivi a

TViere are wo orders from Hie 1 Hi Cir. CA. Daigle is being denied access Vo He court \

2f



6.Con 4 panel of the. district Circuits deny a plaintiffs facVuol alleyattonSjdeny 

Safe guards, and fail to maKe judicial notice if a party request it, if nodisputed 

material fact exiVt!

Construe, u)hats filed, cohat evidence is admissible or

use lt>yl Seal and teste of
... if the court

inadmissible issue orders /judgments in i/iolation of 2g 

process ( av\d preuenf 4he whole truth
manipulate and control both the law and euidence, the issue of tact is i/irtually 

irceWahfjthe ^oi/ernwent itself lawless and toe American people slaues.

ft... Can‘ » M

truth from loein^ considered, 4he« the courtor an

can

which ace contrad~^Courts of Areals may not assume the truth of allegationsm a pleading 

icted b^ off id aij if where qffidquiVs are directly conflicting on material points, iV is

not possible for the district ^udo^e to oaeia^i1 the affidavits in order to resolue disputed

\f. ^sterns Tech. Assocs. lnc,;t^7 f.2d l2go(ythCir,ly77^ 

than (aPPidauitst is necessary to maKethe pcima tacte case , United ,
issues , Uafa ^tsc.tac.1
Indeed
states U. ftiSjfcctfl f,2nd(526/5(Z)tC74t Or. t^fgO J Cert Cienied , 50 U,S. L.lo.ZlG*^' 

5.Cf. AAarcVi 22,lyg2,' “where there are no depositionsyadiwssions, or affdauits 

the court has notacts to rely on tor a Summary determination. Trinsey v/. fhali 

D.C.fq. 1^4,22^ f.Supp. &ifl.

no moce

ynafo,

ill fmd upon inuestiyation NlO pleading contradicted byttoi/ided tfiis Supreme Court 

aPridaUit or any other material showmy 

of this fi<t. .

U)l

construded becausein fact atfidauits were

)
U established that the Court may faKe judicial notice of undisputed..„ , it is u)e

f

matters of public record j Including doc 

V. County of Orange y Ggl F. yd i\2t>( H3I (cjHi Cir.2olZ)( infernal citation omitted)
its on fie in federql or state cou(fHarrisumen

©n or afoul bio 1/ember Auo\am. notice of adjudicative- Fflcr

filed without court action

Violating fu\e 2ol judicial Wotice of (Ujudicahw/e fact

n



The Circuit Courf of Appeals unllfalj repealed and flagfanf uiolabons of all forms 

of due process^ e.uicAev\V byfbe v/iolataon of 2g use l6gl Seal and 4es4e of process^ and 

U)illcnyf\ess \o avoid 4aKiny judicial Wo4ice cf 4be faefs proi/ided in i/iolotaon of Rule 2ol

{\dmims4ra4ii/e fhjenV UWden, Sfeue KaHis, laeKs all aufhorfy 4o confine Brerii Wpb 

CWyk. \ Vxaue never been charyed oc Convicied loAh av\ offense aya\ns4 4he Iqujs of 

4Ue Uvufed Sfatas\ la.wi 'Secured from any personal liabil’dy; for fine performance
4 of olebfs of 4he Oetfor Oryawzafion ! I canno4 be hefc/of obfyafions or pay 

personally liable for 4he Debfor Qccj 

6c>efy person u)ho5e h beefy is retrained;under 

prosecuta a u>n4 of habeas corpus 4o inquire inta 4he cause of He fes4rain4;and shall 
be delivered from 4he Pestaainf if 4be Ces4rai"n4 is illegal, fta expressly auf boriced 4o 

(do in a 2^ use § 22yy fkenf Joseph taaiyle inquired in4o 4fe Cause of 4he resfrainf of Kts 

liberty.

men
cmtcalion.

y p>re4ense toba4eueryan ma u

Koebec V. CW: Chem . CoVyl f .yd \XXy } 1X50-3! Cg4ViCir. IgglXas iony as Here 

is avv aryUabk basis for Subjecf mataer yurisdicVion| ayudymen4 is no! v/oi«d ) f

The VAhAed‘Sfcdes IdisWicf CoaA VioAh &*V\oV<k £as4ern GlsklA found fc)G arguable basis 

and provided no4 one single ducisduAv 

fV\af He couA bas Wisdidion over any 

fac4 noC Can a. Sinyk durisdicVion al 4ac4 be found on any record inQny coud toAVun 

4he UwiVed ^Va\es. line Couc4 found l^o aryuatak basis.

On or aboud IMWcb in a Mofion for Issuance of Cer4ifica4e of Appeafabilitj

ill be considered on appeal reyardless any action 

eveepfion 4o \be rule 4W4 afyuilly pleq eoaves fhe

The ^kVvCir, Court cf Appeals found IV)0 aryuaUe bqsis and provided no4
re^uesfed a siny\^ ^urisdrcdfenctl facb be provided 1

\ facf . TV\e Clover n me A Ws nof demons VrcAedvona.
has afyued or provided a sinylecase as no one

iwQ>rminy a 

in He trial court, as ifs even 

clatsn of.

UcK of durisdiction lolnich cm

an

singleone
duciscfcf ional fact nor
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about (Wyusf Z) loll BcenT Joseph Daiyta Tiled a Wlo4ton Rule 60 Tfe)(cj)On or 

^udamenT VOlb.3
\4a coud can deny a plainViPPs fqctuql alleyaTions; and judicial no4<ce if requested +Ke 

concept of ordered liberty is sacri 

3WV u)i4b Moose uoho are responsible Tor pc
hundreds of cases provided by VW4 <Wplt ISaiyle of SeflVed law and mandatory 

actions 1*5 an area of yrect publi

WO American should be held captive especially in AfAEfhcA in slavery and involun­

tary Serududey coiTln no individual pcivacy^To healthy academic, employmed, 

Communications, u)ith no freedom of Speach or feliyion, u)itb no access To courts, 
demny Trust, Trade, and Travel , in overoohelmlny staTe of 4oc4ure ,

feed, obviously respect ft>r the rule of lato must 

ortounciny The law, To fail To ackiaoudaye

c concern.

fecoqm'red as a bqsicn [Freedom To Travel i-hrouyhouT The Uni4ed STaTes bqs lonybeen 

fiyhT under \be ConstituTion . United States v. Quest, 3^5 U5 ,16 L- Ed 2d

2^ 5.CT. Wlo (lybbV! j " And d is clear thd Tbe freedom 4o 4ravel includes

4he 'freedom to enter and abide in am* State in Tbe Union...................ive conclude
^ 'it

sVdut tonally proTecTed fiyht, 

exercise of That riybV, unless shown To be 

peilmy yovernmerdal interest j is unconstitutional« , 

u'Vne riyht 4o travel is an ^unconditional personal riqlnT , a Oqkf whose exercise 

(/viay not be conddioned, Shapiro v. Thompson, 3^/ U.S,, at 6^3,8? S.Cf-.^af'
eoincurrinyTCemphasis added 4 *,*. fades omifiedl• J^u

3
>

y clqSStftC-Maat Since the Ciyht To Trav/el cOaS 

ahon ujbich serves Vo penalise 4be

ana con

necessary To promote a corn l

3 3
I33I ( Stecuart, S 

V„ Blum stein, c/05 u.S. 330 ) <\l 5.Ct. <^5 J 3! (-•& *2«l 27y (fy72)
nn

‘I

TV\e US. Supreme Court has held ‘ IT is as much Mne d.u\y of The (jovernvnenT To 

rendler prompt justice ayainst itself in 4avof of citizens , as d is To administer Tbe 

Sawte between private individuals CildJen , Supra, af G^ffwipbasis added1„

2v



a maWer of Widespread and exceptional mediq interest*, Were 

4o iynor LacK of turisdictto/' and boU American citizens m slavery and involuntary 

Servitude f tbtfre exist: possible questions about We govern wients intercity Wat 

affect's public confidence as passable conspiracy to deprive, cov 

We vMfious constitutional ivyury and Knowledge and neylect to prevent.
“TWe issues is of importance beyond any particular tacts and parties involveo/y as 

We courts Viave sbou)n a direct" rebellion u)ttb established lauyand We fuU oP

is MO tMSc(*eT(0M

d-Kout due process a no/

our

Court,Sup feme

H>cev\f ^osepVx liW^le sWuU taaue remained in We ‘state of tOortix DaKota; l cowxwuted 

no offense ayainst fbe laws oP tt\e United States f dudyswent VOlO.

CONCLUSION
1 pra<^ Wis court War my petition f and remand to We proper jurisdiction,<*** Brenf 

Joseph Oai^e is \)einyt\eld uniautuHy f in slavery and involuntary Servitude •

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
umHOttT ACcGoasef with out PftCJODice

itew
feWuacu t 7-0^-^Date:
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