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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED (cott 7INUE

1» 15 mv wire Mailta jo life more important then
JURIS DI CTloM ?

(A) PETITIONER STAMPONE SAis N.O.

(6) VHIT6D STATES DISTRICT COURT OF NEWARK, HJ SAYS Y£S*
(c) UtSt Court OF APPEALS THIR0 CIRCUIT SAiS VES*
(P) U>S CouRT OF APPEALS 3RP CIRCUIT REHEARING SAYS YES*

2* Does THIS CASE HAVE MERIT ?
(A) PETITIONER STAMPONE SAiS YES>
(B) u,s, district court of newark,nx magistrate judge

5AV5 THIS CASE HAS MERIT DOMING TW£ FlflST PHoNE 
CONFERENCE* (SEE RECORDING OF FIRST PHoNE CONFERENCE)

3* WAS MARTA Jo CoMpETlVE, ALERT, ORIENTED A NO A0LE To
MARC HER. OWN DECISIONS ON AMP AFTER. AUG057 2^, Bol*? ?

(A) PETITIONER STAMPONE SAiS YES*
(A) defendant Judge David M* murKowski in Cdmplaintsays KJo*
(c) 5LoAM KETTERlNGi (ONC OF TH£ BEST HoSPlTAlIN THE V/oRtD) 

SAis Yes. (see mafia's medical report in complaint*) 

(D) Mayo clinic(one of the best hospital in. The world) 

says yes, (see Marta's medical records in exhibits of 

complaint and exhibit TV in this petition *)
(e) state Judge Joseph r* Klein said Both marta jo a»d 

x ale comp erne enough To be married on September 

% Zon.($EE MARRIAGE CERTIFICATE/LICENSE IN
complaint exhibits*)

4* WAS MARTA J0 AND PETITION STAMP0N6 DEPRIVED OF THEIR 

CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS PROTECTED BY UNITED STATES 

CONSTITUTION ?(a)FETITI0NER SAIS YES*
(/continue ON next page)

on N£KT 
PAGE ,
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(b) U' 5. DI5TRICT couter DIP NoT MAIC£ A DECISION ON THIS*
Cd U-S. CoufCT of APPEALS DIO NoT MAKE A DECISION ON THL5- 

CD) U.S. Court Of APPEALS^ID^NoTMaKE A DECISION ON THIS*

5. WHAT DEPEMDAMT5 HAVE A AAoRAL OBLIGATION ANO/oR 

FIDUCIARY DUTY To HELP MARTA FINISH HER CANCER?

(A) PETITIONER 5AY5 ACL,
(B) CM- DISTRICT Court DID NoT MAKE A DECISION ON THIS ISSuE-
CC) U-S. CoufiJ OF APPEALS DID NoT MAKE A DECISION ON THIS-
CD) ITS, COURT OF APPEALS RE HEARING DIP NoT MAKE A DECISION/
G- WHAT DEFENDANTS ARE DIRECTLY o/L INDIRECTLY RESPONSIBLE

FoR THE NEGLIGENT OiSRECARP OF EXTREME CRULITY, ELDER
abuse crule anp unusal punishment that led to the 

•wrong full Death of my wipe marta jo stamPone7 

La) Both plaintiffs marta jo amp Frederick STampone clearly 

decri bed )n Detail in their complaint.h^w each depenp- 

ant was directly O/C in directlv responsible- 
Cb) ll s. D/strict Cou/lt did not make-a Decision on this.
Cel U-S mflbfEf COURT Of APPEALS DID N&T MAKE A Di&lSlOhS.
CD) U.5, Cou/lT OF APPEALS REHEARING DID NoT MAKE A DECISION-
7« DID ALL DEFENDANTS KNoW THAT MY WIFE MARTA Jo WouLD 

DIE IF SHE DID NoT FINISH Hid CANCER TREATMENTS ?
(A) PLAINTI FP5 SENT CERTIFIED LETTERS To ALL DEFENDANTS 

informing Them with medical reports* All letters were
IGNORED THEN PLAINTIFFS FILED COMPLAINT AMD STILL No HELP
then Plaintiffs filed a number of medical emercency 

Motions and still no Help-
(B) U-S. DISTRICT Court DENIED ALL PLAINTIFFS MEDICAL EMERGENCY 

Motions*
Cel u-s- Cou/LT OF APPEALS DID NOT MAKE A DECISION ON THIS- 
(D) LAS, Cou/LT OF APPEALS HE HEARING DID NoT MA\(C A DECISION*

8- WERE ALL DEFENDANTS PRoPERLT SERVED ComPLAINT AnD SUMMONS? 

(A) PETITIONER SAYS YES/ AND ALL DEFENDANTS EXCEPT ALU 6

1



SA WYER. ANSWERED THE COMPLAINT AND MoTlOH5 i ? ETiT|oN£R 

DISMISSED HER- FR6M COMPLAINT BECAUSE HER HU53AN D VISIT 

PETITIONER AMI? ToLD HIM THAT HE WouLD TRY To MeLP MARTA* 

(B) THE U,5, DISTRICT Coo/LT DISMISSED PRESIDENT DONALD TRUMP 

BECAUSE PETITIONER DID NoT 5EIWE NEW JERSEY ATTORNEY 

CENERAL* Court RULES STATB THAI Some ONE ^FILING A
Complaint against the united statas and/or president most 

The united states attorney general and nothing about
SERVING A STATE ATTORNEY GENERAL* PETITIONER PRoPERLY 

SERVED PRESIDENT DONALD T£UMP UNITED STATES ATTORNEY
general william barr and the united states* new jersey
ATTORNEY GENERAL RECEIVED THE COMPLAINT AND FILED AN
answer* therefore he participated and the £*$&court 

should consider president trump served*
(c) THE U,S. Court OF APPEALS DID NoT MAKE A RULING ON THIS*
(D) u*s* court of appeals rehearing did Not make a decision*

THIS IS A AAAJolL ISSUE THAT THIS COURT MUST MAKE A DECISION
and Publish it For the benefit op all u«s* citizens *

H* Did plaintiffs suffer as much mental anguish and sever 

emotional Distress as terry gen Bollea in the case

TERRY GEN BoLLEA V. GAWKER MEDIA, LLC,oH* CASE No* 8; 
fz-cv 02348-r-Z.TTTOT-------------  --------------------------------

(a) petitioner says yes and even m&rEjBecause terry did not 

Suffer the mental anguish and seXer emotional 

distress Knowing that my wife marta willdie if she Does
not FINISH her CANCER TREATMENTS. AND No MATTER HoW 

Hard Plaintiffs try it is Not enough • Poor marta was
LOCKED UP WAITING To DIE KNOWING THERE IS No HELP UN 

THE WAY AND ^KNOWING SHE CAN BE CURED* MY WIFE MARTA 

DIED ON OUR WEDDING ANAVERSITY SEPTEMBER % ZoZ) WHILE 

I WAS LOCKED OP IN KENT COUNTY MICHIGAN JAIL BY DEFENDANTS 

FOR FILING THIS COMPLAINT* SEE CoukT of APPEALS §TH CIRCUIT 

CASE FREDERICK STAMPONE \4 MICHIGAN SUPREME COURT SLO&- 

CASE No. 2A-IZ5Z AND SooN To Be APPEALED IN THIS CouRT* THIS 

CASe NEEDS To BE PUBLISHED So No OTHER CITIZEN Go THROUGH THIS<
lQ



LIST OF PARTIES

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

All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of 
* ' all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this

petition is as follows: BlUTTAN AMAHN; 8£NJAmiM A/WANN, GRAND RAPWS
Foam Technologies; Jordan krame^ mr» President Domalo trumPj 

US OlSTUCT JUDGE PAUL MALONEY; US ATTORNEY GENERAL WILLIAM
BaiLj Michigan governor gretchen whiTmer, staie of Michigan

MtCHlCAkl ATTORNEY GENERAL PANA MESSAL, MICHIGAN SoUClToR 

GENERAL fAPWA HAMMOUDj JUDGE DAVID M. AAuPKOV/SKIj CHIEF 

PROSECUTOR CHRISTO PHER BEOCEdj RoBERT GORDON DIRECTOR OF
Human services; attorney Michael TomicH; attorney charles 

clapFj attorney Famel j. crosSj allie c* Sawye/ZjGovernoR 

OF NEW y o(LK ANDREW tuoMOjTHE FT Aid OF NEW YoRlC ATTORNEY
^RELATEP-€AS€S-

GENERAL OF NEW YofLK 

THOMPSON CEO, MEMO/UAL SLOAN KETTERING CANCEfl CENTER)
CEO RoBEdT CAHILL, HoPlCEj CEO CHRIS WINKLE; DEBoRAH
Roast; sunrise living /no, ceo Tina fdeesE decker,spectrum 

HEALTH; DR, MARK CAMPBELL; CEO Lou ANDdlOTTI, VJ5JA 

SPRINGS SEN I OR. HYING; CHIEF DAVE RoBINSoN, RoCKFodJ) 

Police oeparTment

LBTITIA JAMES; CRAIG B-

RELATED CASES
♦ STAMPoNE Ct V* A MANN Ct otL) No. Z\ Zo-CV-0381 A; O. S*

DISTRICT COURT OF NEW JERSEY. JUDGMENT ENTERED on MARCH 
I3j ZOZ3

« STAmPoNE Ct V* AMANN Ct a£, NO. 23-IG17, U*5, CouRT of
APPEAL5 FOR THE THIRD CIRCUIT* JUDGMENT ENTBRED ON MAY 21, 
ZOZA

t STAMPoNE Ct cSL V. AMANN Ct aQ., No* £3-1 & IT, U.5 CouRT OF 

APPEALS FoR THE THIRD CIRCUIT REHEARING • DENIED ENTERED 

ON AUGUST 7, ZOZA*
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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:

AltoThe opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix 
the petition and is
[ ] reported at __C I &C017" ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
^ is unpublished.

\ _ /
B toThe opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix 

the petition and is
[ ] reported at f /Vf£ U/
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 

is unpublished.

; or,

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

1.



JURISDICTION

For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was MAy <?1 j Z 0 2-4___

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

^ A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: AUGUST ___ , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix__C__

[ ] 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
to and including____
Application No. __ A

(date)in(date) on

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

2.



•'

CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

PLEASE SEE THE CoMPLAINT FILED IN THE U S« DISTRICT COURT 

of Ntwaric new jersey CASE STAMPoNE efc <&- V» AmANN 

0b CASE Mo. 2: 2o- CV- 0 387+ pod ALL CONSTITUTIONAL

AMO STATUTORY PRoVIS/OMS IRVOLVEP.

X Do not Have a con op our. complaint decade x am

LACKED UP IN PAHNALL CORRECTIONA l FACILITY AMO BEING 

deaied Access To computers,copy /vtACHjNes; caw library, 

7) YEARS OLD AND HAVE No ONE ON THE OUT Si0£X Am OVER
To HELP ME* X Do REMEMBER A FEW THAT ARE,' KlONAPPmC/ 
WRONGFUL DEATH, ASSAULTING A SCMlOfL CITIZEN ( MARTA Jo
WAS £7 YEARS OLD WHEN SHE WAS ASSAULTED BY BENJAMIN 

amann) violation of maria and petitioner constitutional 

Rights protected by 4]h 5?m

OF THE UNITED STATES CONSTITUTION♦
THE DEFENDANTS THAT ARE ACTORS Or THE STATE CAN BE $UED 

UNDER THE CoUoLQP LAW*
PLAINTIFFS Have JURISDICTION IN THE FEDERAL COURT under 

OtV£R5/TV AND 4+0 FEDERAL auESTloN* SEE Com PEA I NT FoR ALL 

REASONS FoR JURISDICTION, fH/5 Court HAS JURISDICTION OVERALL

8™ 13thamp H™ amendments

STATES AND C0URTS0
PETITIONER PETITIONS THE CaulIT To ENTER AN ORDER To 

compel a united stated employee to investagate THE 

wronsfull death kidnapping of maRTa jo under. 2.8 Q> s.c* 

§ I3GH
petitioner, is pro se and the court holds them less

standard than thoses Filed by an ATTORNEY* Haimes V» 

404 as 51°! 5X0 (/T 7a)KERMER

26 asx, I |74 £ 

Rule
3.



STATEMENT OF THE CASE
X FREDERICK STAMPoNE PETITIONER. AM LocKED UP IN 

PARNAIL CORRECTIONAL FAUUTS A HO X Vo NoT HAVE A COPY Of
of the complaint filed in the ll S. District court of Newark 

new/ JERSEY * THERE FoR; X RELIC OK ALL FACTS STATED I N THE
Complaint in Soport of this statement of the case*

MY WIFE /V\ARTA Jo STAMPoNE HAP THRoaT CAN CEP- THAT CAN 

Be CURED »(jSCE MEDICAL RECORDS FR6/h AAAVo CL/NIC AND SLOAN
Kettering in exhibits of complaint) marta was treated with 

RADIATION AND CHEMO AT SLOAN Kettering IN NEW VoRK CITY* 

Marta large Tumor in her throat was almost Cone*
on December 21, 2d it marta was kidnapper Taken by Force 

against her will right from hcr Hospital Bed in the middle 

OF HER CANCER. TREATMENTS BY BCNJMAN AMANN, JoRDAN 

KRAMER AND BRITCTAN AMANN* BENJMAN AMANN ASULTED AND
DAMAGED MARTA KlNNEV BY JOMPING ON HER WlTH HlS KNEES
landing in her ribs Ripping Her cell phone out of her Hands. 

(see marta's certified affidavits in exhibits of complaint.)
BRITTAM AMANN TESTIFIED in OPEN Court THAT SHE) JORDAN 

KRAA1ER AND BENJMAN AMANhl BOARDED PLANES) FLEW To NEW 

York CITY) Took MARTA FRom 5LOAN KETTERING To GRAND RAPIDS 

MICHIGAN) LociceD MALTA UP IN A VERY SECURE FACILITY) DENIED
aaarta of All medical treatment, visitors) all phone
SERVICE) MAIL SERVICE AND WAITED PoR HER To DlE*(sEE 

BRITTAN AMANN TESTIMONY, STATE OF MICHIGAN V. FREDERICK
SYamP0N£, case number zq-oossti- FCj day z trial

TRANSCRIPT OF MICHIGAN IT CIRCUIT JUDICAL COURT OH MARCH 
I!, 20 ZZ AND EXH/fliT'B'lN THIS PETITION*)

PETITIONER SENT LETTERS To ALL DEFENDANTS BY CERTIFIED 

AAAIL WITH RECEIPTS EXPLAINING EVERYTHING REGlUESTING THEM 

To HELP MARTA CONTINUE HER CANCER TREATMENT IMMEDIATELY 

WILL FILE FOR RCLIEF AGAIN5T YoD AFTER 2-l PAYS. (SEEOR X
Copy of letter with green card receipts IN EXHIBITS of

4



COMPLAINT. ) PETITIONER ALSo STATED IK WlS LETTER THAT MARU's 

THOAT CANCER CAN BE CURED AND SHE WILL DIE IF 5H£ Do£5 MoT 

Finish HER CANCER THREATAaENTS- No ONE RESPONDED To THIS 

So Both PLAINTIFFS FILED THEIR GwPLAIMT' PLAINTIFFS INCLUDED 

A Copy OF MARTA ‘s MEDICAL RECORDS )N THEIR LETTER AND IN 

THE EXHIBITS OF THC-IR Complaint* (see EXHIBITS INTHeIR 

complaint filed in u.s. district court of Newark new jerse^ 

case 5TamPoN£ Qt V. BRlTTAN AMANN gt ^ CASE No* 

2:ZO'CV-038 74.) DEFENDANTS ANSWERED THE Com p(A I NT, BUT
still continued to refuse To help aaakta Jo» then plaintiffs
FILED A NUMBER OF MEDICAL EMERGENCY MOTIONS REQUESTING 
OEFENDlti?'5 RETURN MARTA To SLoaN KETTERING OR SHE WlLLDlE. 

STILLj DEFENDANTS CONTINUED To REFUSE To HELP MARTA AND MY 

WIFE MARTA Jo DIED ON OUR WEDlNG ANERVER5ITV SEPTEMBERS 

20ZI. DEFENDANT ALLl£ C. SAWYER HUSBAND KEARV SAWVER
came Forward and tried To Help marta and petitioner

DISMISSED ALLIE FROM THE Coa\?LIANT Hof BING OTHERS VloULD 

HELP MARTA. STILL DEFENDANTS Continued To REFUSE To help

marta. Fmen The us, District court refused To help ©/marta 

dismissing all Plaintiffs medical emergency motions-
'IT APPEARS THAT MICHIGAN KENT CoOnTV PRoBaTE CouRT JUDGE 

David M, MuRKuWSICI Took Some TYPE of BRIVE To allow 

SRITTAnI AmANN) To USE THE CooRT SYSTEM To Kill MARTA Jo, 
INHERIT ALL HER ASSETS OYER 100 THOUSANT OoLLARS A*D 

STEAL ALL PETITIONER 5 ASSETS BY 00 WRoNGFUlL EVICTION NlM 

DuRNlNG THE TIME HE WAS LOCKED UP IN KENT COUNTY JAIL.
ON AUGUST z%lot^ DEFENDANT Judge DAVID M. /HURRoWSKI 

VIOLATED MARTA Jo STATE FEDERAL AND CONSTITUTION AL RIGHTS BY 

RULSING THAT MARTA IS JNCoMETENT AND GIVING BRlTTAN AMANN
CoHSELVEKToR. AND GUARDIAN OVER MARTA- MARTA DID Nof 
WANT THIS BECAUSE BRlTTAN SV>i£ ALL MARTA *5 AWEY* (SEE 

Bank statements in complaint* judge murkowski denied 

JURY TRIAL THAT MARTA IS ENTITLED To. THERE 

MEDICAL RECORD AT THIS TRIAL. JUDGE
MARTA OF A 

No DoCToR or any 5.



MUR.K6W5KI IS MoT A DoCTodj HA5 No MEOiCAc BacKRooND/
But, IM HIS OPP/NloN MART A IS IN COM PETSNT* ONLY A FEW 

PAY5; LATER ON SEFTEMBEd 4, 2.0 H ONE OF THE BEST HOSPITALS 

IN THE WORLD, . THE MAYO CL/NIC AMO SLoAN KETTERING DlANoSED
Marta being alert oiuented well cared For. and A8Le To
AAaICC HEIL OWM DECISIONS* fs££ MARTA *S /AEOICAL RECORDS 

IN Com PLAI NT* AND CXHlfilT "A7 IN Tl-HS PETITION MDBH5 

ADULT INTEGRATED MANAGEMENT SYSTEM*) ON SEPTEMBER 

% 2o1G, STATE CoUdT JuOCE JOSEPH R. KLEIN ASKED 0oTH
Plaintiffs questions and ruled the marta jo and x are 

competent enough to be married* (see marriage
LICENSE IN CoAAPLAINT EXHIBITS^) ON SEPTEMBER 18,2020

Judge murkowski was disqualified from aaarta jolcas£; 

But id day5 later on stnmgEd zb,zozo judge murkdu/ski
S/GN'AN ORDER ALLOWING BRITTAN AMANW 4l} OCO DoULAdS 

Of N\AtTAlS MONEY To PAY FoR BRITTAN LEGAL FEES* ( SEE
Judge muskovjski orders in m/chigan rent county 

PROBATE Court CASE No* J V 2o£703 - CA»)

'DEFENDANTS. RETALIATED AGAINST PLAINTIFFS COMPLAINT 

INSTEAD OF HELPING MARTA Jo BY ARRESTING PETlTlONER-
FdEOEdlClC STAMPONE ON AUGUST 23j 20 20 AND CHARGING HIM 

KlONAPPlNO HIS OWN WIFE* FdEDEIUCK till) NoT Go To TRIAL 

until March it, 2u22* they violated Frederick gth amend - 

amendment right to a speedy trial while being detained 

in Kent countv Jail photected by our unitep states
CONSTITUTION* THEY also VIOLATED MICHIGAN ISO DAY SPEEDY 

RtfifeE Trial Court Rule Mcr 6*oo4*(s6£ Michigan l 1th 

Circuit court case the people of Michigan V/Frederick 

STAMPOHE CASE No. 2p * 068 77"FC» AND EXHIBIT^) TH15 

EASE IS DEPENDANT ON THE CASE PETITION Ed CASE. PETITIONER 

IS REQUESTING THE COUdT To CoM&INd THESE 2 CASES AND 5ENP

•



Him THE APPROPRIATE Fo^j To FlLt PETITION APPEAL Of 
THIS CASE FRom Jl/DCMENT ORDER OF UNITED STATES COURT

OF APPEALS Fot THE 5/X CIRCUIT REHEARING CASE FREDERICK 

STAARPoNE Y4 MICHIGAN SUPREME COURT oSL* CASE Ho,
Z4*I2SZ ENTERED ON OR ABouT AUGU5T 15

PLAINTIFFS PRoPERlY SERVEp ALL DC FEN PANTS IN CLUP INC
Prc-sidenT Donald trump united states UN tTEP S TA7GS
ATTofLNEY CENERAL SOU CITOH GENERAL Pu/LSUANT 

18 U*S.C* § 174Q> And Rule
To RULE 

Ho WHERE Do \T STATE
That FtM Plaintiffs Has To serve state at to hue y
6(5AieRAL.

THE UNITED STATES CooAT Of APPEALS Fod THE TH/RD 

CIRCUIT ENTERED AN ORDER El VINE MARTA Jfc ESTATE TIME
To file a claim when she passed away on September^ 

£'OAl AMD THEY Failed To Do 5o, THIS COURT THEN ENTERED

ANOTHER ORDER THA-T THIS CASE SHALL Co 0(4 WITH bUi MAPS A 

WITH FREDERICK STA/nPoHE ONLY AND LET THEJt> AUDI 
RECoRO REFLECT THIS,

7.



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

This PETITION SHOULD B£ GRANTED AS A MATTER Of LAW 

Fo/i ALL OF THE REASONS STATED THROUGH OUT THIS
FetitionSj petitioner's complaint ahd with exhibit's 

and all motions filed in the as^ district court, 

and brief filed in u,5. court of appeals*
this must be published as a matter of law to show

ALL COURTS, THROUGH OUT OUR CoUhTRV THAT THIS COURT DoES 

ENFORCE OUR UNITED STATES CoNSTlTUTIDM, RESPECT THE RIGHTS
of our citizens, respect our troops that game their lives 

fighting for freedom and constitution,/**? marta jo life

is More important than Creep, money and jurisdiction* A150)
THIS Court MUST SHOW THAT THEY WILL NoT ToLERATE SoN5 AND
daughters using the court systems to deprive their 

Parents of medical treatment So they will die And
INHERIT EVERYTHING THEM THEIR PARENTS OWN. THIS IS Ne>T AN 

ISOLATED iNSiDENTj BUT AN ON GOING OCURENCE THROUGH OUT
Michigan and our united states, it is the judges of this
Court RESPoNSABLE To CHANGE AND SToP THIS FROM HAP/NNlNG* 

Ddh'T THINK THIS CAN NOT HAPEN To VoUj ALL JUDGES GET SICK 

OR OLD ONE DAW
All JUDGES GoVERMENT OFFICALS ENEN OUR PRESIDENT TAKE 

AN OATH To OBEY DEFEND AND ENFORCE OUR UNITED STATES
constitute* we do not have a constitution unless our 

JUDGES ENFORCE it*
PRESIDENT JoE BIDDEN GoT BRITTNEY GRINDER OUT of RUSSIAN 

TAIL ENEN THOUGH SHE BROKE THE LAW IN RUSSIA AND PRESIDENT
Bidden did not have jurisdiction in Russia » Bu% mv wife 

Marta jo was a very smart lady, never broke any laws, always 

always Paid Her taxies on time was asulted Taken by forced
AGAINST HER WILL RIGHT OUT OF HER HOSPITAL BED DURING HER

B.



CANCER TREATMENT AT SLoaN KETTERING IN NEW YoRK CITY To 

BE LocKEP UP IN A VE/W SECURE FACILITY IN GRAND RAPIDS 

MICHIGAN* IN THIS FACILITY MARTA Jo WAS LOCKED UP A4AIN5T 

HER WILL DEPRIVED VlSToRS DEPRIVED ALL PHoNE AND MAIL 

SERVICE; AND ALL MEDICAL TREATMENT* MARTA Jo WAS ABaNQEO 

WAITING To DIE KNOW INC THAT THEIR 15 No HELP OH THE WAY 

AMP KNOW INC IT 15 HER OWN DAUGHTER DOING THIS To HER*
all Defendants knew my wife Would Die if she dip Not 

finish her cancer treatments and they all knew That she 

could Be cured including u,s, district court* All Defendants 

including President Donald trump and u*s* District court 

HAD A MORAL OBLIGATION AND OR A FIDUCIARY DUTY To HELP 

my wipe marta Jo*
CONCLUSION

petitioner respectfully re&de5T5 the court enter judgement
IN FAVOR OF PETITIONER. Pe>R EVERYTHING LISTED IN REQUEST/ DEMAN0 IN
Complaint including investigating wrqngfull death of marta jo*
The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

mm
q/lojM------------

SEPTEMBER 30/ 2.0 24
Date:


