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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED (CONTINUE o:;t> /2)2&:’)
~ €

1. 1S MY WIFE MARTA Jo LIFE MORE |MPORTANT THEN
JURISDICTION 7 -

(A) PETITIONER STAMPONE SaYs NO.

(B) UNITED STATES DISTRICT CoURT OF NEWARK, NJ SAYS YES.
(C) U.5. CouRT oF APPEALS THIRD CIRCUIT SAYS YES.
(D) U.S courT oF APPEALS 3% cimcuiT REHEARING SAYs YES.

2.DOES THIS CASE HAVE MERIT ?
(R) PETITICNER STAMPONE SAYS YES.,

(B) U.S. DISTRICT CoURT oF NEWARK,NT MAGISTRATE JUDGE
SAYS THIS CASE HAS MERIT DURNING THE FIRST PHOKE
CONFERENCE + (SEE RECORDING OF FIRST PHONE CONFEREN CE.)

3¢ WAS MARTA )0 ComPETIVE, ALERT, ORIENTED AND ABLE To
MAKE HER OWN DECISIONS ON AND AFTER AUGUST.29,20197

(A) PETITIONER STAMFONE SAYS YES.

(B) DEFENDANT JUDGE DAVID M. MURKoWSICI IN CoMPLAINT SAYs NO-

(¢) SwaN KETTERING (ONE OF THE BEST HOSPITALIN THE WoRLD)
SAYs YES. (SEE MARTA’S MEDICAL REPORT IN CoOMPLAINT.)

(D) mavo cLiNIc (ONE OF THE BesT HosPITAL IN THE WoRLD)
5AYS YES, (5EE MARTA'S MEDICAL RECORDS IN EXHIBITS OF
COMPLAINT ANO EXHIBIT ‘A" IN THIS PETITION.)

(€) $TATE JUDGE JoscPH R- KLEIN SatD BOTH MARTA Jo AND
I ARE COMPETIVE ENOUVGH To BE MARRIED ON SEPTEMBER
q,2019.(SEE MARRIAGE CERTIFICATE[LICENSE IN
COMPLAINT EXHIBITS.) '

A, WAS MARTA Jo AND PETITION STAMPONE DEPRINED OF THEIR
CoNSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS PROTECTED BY UNITED STATES

CONSTITUTION 7 (A)PETITIONER 5AYS YES.
("CoNTINVE ON NEXT PAGE)




(B) U.S5. DISTRICT COURT Dip NoT MAKE A DECISION oN THIS.

(¢) U.5. CourT oF APPEALS DID NoT MAIE A DECISION ON THLS-
, P/‘REHEAKING
(D) U.5. courT oF APPEALSYDID NOT MAKE A DECISION ON THI(S.

5. WHAT DEFENDANTS HAVE A MoRAL OBLIGATION AND/OR
FIDUCIARY DUTY To HELP MARTA FINISH HER CANCERE

(A) PETITIONEE SAYS ALL.

(B) U5, DISTRICT CourT DID NOT MAIE A DECISION O©N THIS |SSUE.

(C) V.s. CounT oF APPEALS DID NOT MAIE A DECISION ON THIS.

(D) U.$: CouRT OF APPEALS REHEARING DID NOT MAKE A DECISION.

G. WHAT DEFENDANTS ARE DIRECTLY OR INDIRECTLY RESPONSIBLE
Fok THE NCGLIGENT DISREGARD OF EXTREME CRULITY, ELDER
ABUSE CRULE AND UNUSAL PUNISHMENT THAT LED To THE
"WRONG FULL DEATH OF MY WIFE MARTA Jo STAMPONE®

(A) BoTH PLAINTIFFS MARTA JO AND FREDERICK STAMPONE CLEARLY
DECRIBED IN DETAIL IN THEIL ComPLAINT. HowW EACH DEFEND-
ANT WAS DIRECTLY or INDIRECTLY RESPONSIBLE -

(B) U.S. DISTRICT CoURT DD NO6T MAIE-A DECISION ON THIS.

(C) U-§5 PSTRIEF COURT OF APPEALS DID N6T MAKE A DISISioN.

(D) U.5. CoURT oF APPEALS REHEARING DID NoT MAKE A DECISiON.

Te DiD ALL DEFENDANTS KNoW THAT MY WIEE MARTA Jo WoLLD
DIE IF SHE DID N6T FINISH HER CANCER TREATMENTS 7

(A) PLAINTI FFS SENT CERTIFIED LETTERS To ALL DEFENDANTS
INFolNING THEM WITH MEDICAL REPOATS ALL LETTERS WERE
IGNORED THEN PLAINTIFFS FILED COMPLAINT AND STILL No HELP
THEN PLAINTIFFS FILED A NUMBER OF MEDICAL EMERGEN CY
MOTIONS AND STILL N6 HELP

(B) U.5. DISTRICT CoURT DENIED ALL PLAINTIFFS MEDICAL EMERGENCY

MOTION S ¢
(¢) U.5. CouRT OF APPEALS DID NoT MAKE A DECISION ON THIS,

(D) U.S. courT 0F RPPEALS REHEARING DID NoT MAKE A DECISION.

B. WERE ALL DEFENDANTS PROPERLY SERVED ComPAINT AND SUMMONST
(A) PETITIONER SAYS YESys AND ALL DEFENDANTS CXCEPT ALLIE

_[’



S5AWVYER ANSWERED THE CompPLAINT AND MOTIONS s PETITIONER
DISmISSED HER FRem COMPLAINT BECAUSE HERL HUSBAND wISIT
PETITIONER AND TolD HIm THAT HE Would TRY To HELP MARTA-
(B) THE U:S. DISTRICT COORT DISMISSED PRESIDENT DONALD TRUMP
BEcAuse PETITIONER DiD NoT SERVE NEW JERSEY ATTORNEY
GENERAL, COURT RULES STATE THAT S0ME ONE SV FILING A
COMPLAINT AGAINST THE UNITED STATES AND/OR PRESIDENT MUST
THE UNITED STATES ATTORNEY GENERAL AN NOTHING ABouT
SERVING A STATE ATTORNEY GENERAL. PETITIONER PROPERLY
SERVED PRESIDENT DONALD TRUMP UNITED STATES ATTORNEY
GENERAL WILLIAM BARRE AND THE UNITED STATES ¢ NEW JERSEY
ATTORNEY GENERAL RECEIVED THE ComPLAINT AND FILED AN
ANSWER « THERE FORE HE PARTICLPATED AND THE Len CouRT
SHouLD  CONSIDER PRESIDENT TRUMP SERVED.
(€Y THE U.S. CoURT oF APPEALS DID NoT MAICE A RULING ON THIS.
(D) U.5. CounT oF APPEALS REHEARING DID N6T MAKE A DECISION -
THIS IS A MAJOR ISSUE THAT THIS CourT MUST MAKE A DECISION
AND PUBLISH IT For THE BENEFIT OF ALL U.S, CITIZENS.

9. Dtp PLAINTIFFS SUFFER AS MuCH MENTAL ANGUISH AND SEVER
EMOTIONAL DISTRESS AS TERRY GEN BOLLEA IN THE CASE

TERRY GEN BoOLLEA V. GAWKER MEDIA,LLC, al.CASE NoO. 8;
12-CV 02348-T-27T BMm.

(A) PETITIONER SAYS YES AND EVEN MORE, BECAUSE TERRY DiD NoT
GePER SUFFER THE MENTAL ANGUISH AND SCNER EmOTIONAL
DISTRESS KNOoWING THAT MY WIFE MARTA WILLDIE IF SHE DoES
NOT FINISH HER CANCER TREATMENTS. AND No MATTER How
HARD PLAINTIFFS TRY IT 1S NO6T ENOUGH « PooR MARTA WAS
LOCICED UP WAITING To DIE KNOWING THERE IS No HELP ©ON
THE WAY AND 3t KNOWING SHE CAN BE CURED. MY WIFE MARTA
DIED ON OUR WEDDING ANAVERSITY SEPTEMBER 4,202) WHILE
T WAS LocKED uP IN KENT CoUNTY MICHIGAN JAIL BY DEFENDANTS
FOR FILING THIS COMPLAINT. SEE COURT oF APPEALS 8 TH CirRcuIT
CASE FREDERICK STAMPONE Vo MICHIGAN SUPREME COURT €k ol .

CASC NO. 24-1252 AND Z00ON To BE APPEALED IN THiS CouRT. TIHIS

CASC NEEDS To BE PUBRLISHED So No OTHER CITIZEN Go THRoUGH THIS.
[0




LIST OF PARTIES

{1 Al p'aﬁrties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

N 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: BRITTAN AMARNN, BENJAMIN AMANN, GRAND RAPIOS
FoAm TECHNOLOGIES, JORDAN KRAMER; MRo PRESIDENT DOBIALD TRUME

US DISTRICT TUDGE PAUL MALONEY, US ATTORNEY GENERAL WILLIAM
BAR, MICHIGAN GOVERNOR GRETCHEN WHITMER, STATE of MICHIGAN
MICHIGAN ATTORNEY GENERAL DANA NESSAL) MICHIGAN SoliCIToR
GENERAL FADWA HAMMOUD, JUDGE DAVID M+ MURIKOWSKI, CHIEF
PROSECUTOR CHRISTOPHER BECKER; ROBERT GORDON DIRECTOR OF
HUMAN SERVICES, ATTORNCY MICHAEL TomicH, ATTORNEY CHARLES
CLAPF, ATTOLNEY PAMEL J. CROSS, ALLIE C. SAWYER,GoVERNOR
OF NEW YooK ANDREW CUOMDE THE STATE OF NEW Yo RI&; ATTORNCY
GENERAL O6F NEW YorK LETITIA James, CRALG B-

THOMPSON CEO, MEMORIAL SLOAN KETTERING CANCER CENTER,
CCEO RoBERT CAHILL, HOPICE, CEO CHRIS WINKLE, DEBoRAH
RoASTy SUNRISE LIVING INC.) CEO TINA FREESE DECKER, SPECTRUM
HCALTH) DR. MARLK CAMPBELL, CEO Lou ANDRIOTTI, VISFA
SPRINGS SENIoR LIVING, CHIEF DAVE ReBINSON, RoCcKFoRd
PoLICE DEPARTMENT A

RELATED CASES

« STAMPONE ¢k al V. AMANN et aQ, No. 2:20-Cv-03874, V. S.

DiSlKlCT COoURT OF NEW JERSEY., JUDGMENT ENTERED ON MARCH
13,2023

e STAMPONE € 4 Yo AMANN ¢t all, NO. 23-1617, U.5. CouRT OF
APPEALS FOR THE THIRD CIRCUIT» JUDGMENT ENTERED ON MAY 21,

2024
¢ STAMPONE €4 c V. AMANN e al,No+23-16171, U.5 CouRT OF

APPEALS FOR THE THILD CIRCUIT REHEARING » DENIED ENTERED
ON AUGUST 7, 2024,
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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

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

v \
The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix A_ to
the petition and is

[ 1 reported at _THL&D ClRcuIT ; OF,

[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
}q is unpublished.-
1 o/

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendlx B to
the petition and is

[ 1 reported at _DSTRICT OF New JERSEY ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
}Q 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 ; OT,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the : court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

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




JURISDICTION

)({For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals demded my case
was MAYZ'IZOZA‘

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

P(] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the Upited States Court of
Appeals on the following date: w&', and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix c .

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition .for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on (date)
in Application No. A . '

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

[ 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

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

appears at Appendix

[ 1 An extension.of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on (date) in
Application No. A -

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



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

PLEASE SEE THe ComPLAINT FILED IN THE U So DISTRICT COURT
OF NEWARI NEW JERSEY CAse STAMPONE ex a V. AmANN
et a CASE No. 2:20- CV- 03874 For ALL CONSTITUTIONAL
AND STATUTORY PRoOVISIONS INVOLVED.

T Do NoT HAVE A CoPY OF oulL COMPLAINT BECAUSE T Am

Locked UP IN PARNALL CopRECTIONAL FACILITY AND BEING
~ DENIED AcCESS To CO/V\FUTEILS COPY MACHINES, LAW LIBRARY,

T Am OVER 7] YEARS oLD AND HAVE No ONEe ON THE OUT SipE
~ To HELP ME. I Do REMEMBER A FEW THAT ARE ; KIDNAPPING,
WRONG FULL DEATH, ASSAULTING A SENIoR CITIZEN ( MARTA Jo
WAS G7 YEARS OLD WHEN SHE WAS ASSAULTED BY BENJAMIN
AMANN) VIOWATION OF MARTA AND PETITIONER CONSTITUTIONAL
RIcHTS PROTECTED BY 47 51" 81" 13™AND 14™ AMENDMENTS
OF THE UNITED STATES CONSTITUTIONS

THE DCFENDANTS THAT ARE Acro:zs OF THE STATE CAN BC SUED
UNDER THE CoLok OF LAW. -

PLAINTIFFS HAVE JORISDICTION IN THE FEDERAL COURT UNNER
DIVERSITY AND 440 FENERAL QUESTIoN+ SEE ComPLAINT Folt ALL
REASONS Folt JUMSDICTION » THIS CoURT HAS JURISDICTION OVER ALL
STATES AND COURTS.

" PETITIONER PETITIONS THE CouRT To ENTER AN ORDER To
ComPEL A UNITED STATES EMPLOYEE To INVESTAGATE THE

WRONGFULL DEATH IKIDNAPPING OF MARTA JO UNDER 28 U.S5.C.
136Gl
PETITIONER 15 PRO S& AND THE CoURT HolDs THEM LESS

STANDARD THAN THOSES FILED BY AN ATToRNEY, HAINES Vo
KERNER 404 U.$ 519 520 (19712)

28 U.5.C. § 114¢
RuLe 24

3



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

" T FREDERICIE STAMPOME PETITIONER Am LocKED UP IN
PARNALL CORRECTIONAL FACiUTY And T Do NOT HAVE A CoPY OF
OF THE ComPLAINT  FILED IN THE U. S DISTRICT CouRT of NEWARK
NEW. TELSEY. THERE For, T RELIE ON ALL FACTS STATED IN THE
ComPLAINT IN. SUPDRT OF THIS STATEMENT 6F THE CASE -

MY WIEE MAITA Jo STAMPoNE IHAD THROAT CANCER THAT CAN
BE Cured.(SEE MEDICAL RECORDS FRoM MAYS CLINIC AND S(OAN
KETTERING IN EXHIBITS 6F COMPLAINT.) MARTA WAS TREATED WITH
RADIATION AND CHEMO AT SLoAN KETTERING IN NEW YoRK CITY-
MARTA LARGE Tumog IN HER THRoAT WAS ALMbST GONE.

ON DECEMBER 21, 2019 MARTA WAS KIDNAPPED, TAKEN BY FORCE
AGAINST HER WILL RIGHT FRom HER HosPITAL BED IN THE MIDDLE
OF HER CANCER TREATMENTS BY BENJMAN AMANN, JORDAN
KRAMER AND BUTAAN AMANN. BENIMAN AMANN ASULTED AND
DAMAGED MARTA KINNEY BY JUMPING ON HER WITH WIS IKNEES
LANDING IN HER RIBS RIPPING HER CEW PHONE OUT OF HER HANDS.
(5c€ MamTA’s CERTIFIED AFFIDAVITS IN EXHIBITS OF CompLAINT.)

BRITTAN AMANN TESTIFIED IN OPEN COURT THAT SHE, JoRDAN
IKRAMER AND BENJIMAN AMANN BOARDED PLANES, FLEW To NEW
Yok CiTY, Took. MARTA FRem SLoAN KETIERING To GRAND RAPIDS
MICIHIGAN, LoCIED MARTA UP IN A VERY SECURE FACILITY, DENIED
MARTA OF ALL MEDICAL TREATMENT, VISIToRS) ALL PHONE
5GRVICE, MAIL SERVICE AND WAITED Forn HER To Die.(SEE
BRITTAN AMANN TESTIMONY, STATE OF MICHIGAN V. FREPERICK
Sr/am?one,, CASE NUMBER 20-0068 TT7~FC, DAY 2 TRIAL

TRANSCRIPT OF MICHIGAN 1T CIRCUIT JUDICAL COURT ON MARCH
17, 2022 AND EXHIBIT'B’IN THIS PETITION,)

"~ PETITIONER SENT LETTERS To ALL DEFENDANTS BY CERTIFIED
MAIL WITH RECEIPTS EXPLAINING EVERYTHING REQUESTING THEM
To HELP MARTA CoNTINUE HER CANCER TREATMENT ImmEeDIATELY
of I WILL FILE Fok RELIEF AGAINST You AFTER 21 PAYS. (SEE
CoPY OF LETTER WITH GREEN CARD RECEIPTS IN EXMIBITS OF

]




COoMPLAINT. ) PETITIONER ALSO STATED IN WIS LETTER THAT MARTAS
THOAT CANCER CAN BE CURED AND SHE WILL DIE IF $HE Does NoT
FINISH HER CANCER THREATMENTS. NO ONE RESPONDED To THIS

So BoTH PLAINTIFFS FILED THEIR ComPLAINT, PLAINTIFFS INCLUDED
A CofY OF MARTA'S MEDICAL RECORDS IN THEIR LETTER AND IN
THE EXHIBITS OF THEIR ComPLAINT-(SEE EXHIBITS IN THEIR
COMPLAINT FILED IN U. 5. DISTRICT CouRT OF NEWARK NEW JERSEY,
CASE STAMPONE ct a2 V. BRITTAN AMANN et al, CASE No-
£:20-CV-03874.) DEFENDANTS ANSWERED THE COMPLAINT, BUT
STILL CONTINUED To REFUSE To MELP MARTA Jo» THEN PLAINTIFFS
- FILED A NUMBER OF MEDICAL EMERGENCY MOTIONS REQUESTING
DCFENDIE® RETURN MARTA To SLoaN KETTELING OR SHE WILL DI
STILL, DEFENDANTS CoNTINUED To REFUSE To HELP MARTA AND MY
WIFE MARTA Jo DIED ON OUR WEDING ANERVERSITY SEPTEMBER 9
2021+ DEFENDANT ALLIE C. SAWYER HUSBRAND IKEARN SAWVYER
CAME FORWARD AND TRIED To HELP MARTA AND PETITIONER
DISmISSED ALLE FRom THE COMPLIANT HoPEING OTHERS WoUulD
HELP MARTA. STILL DEFENDANTS CONTINUED To REFUSE To HELP
MARTA. EMEN THE U.S, DISTRICT CouRT REFUSED To HELP BYMARTA
DiIsmiSSING ALL PLAINTSFFS MEDICAL EMERGENCY MoTIONS -

"IT APPEARS THAT MICHIGAN KENT CoUNTY PReBATE CoulT JuD4E
DAVID M, MURKOWSIKI TookK SoME TYPE OF BRIVE To ALLOW
BRITTAN AMANN To USE THE CoUAT SYSTEM Te KILL MARTA Jo,
INHERIT AW HER ASSETS OVER Too TH6USANT DoLLARS AND
STEAL ALL PETITIONER'S ASSETS BY @ WRONG FULL EVICTION Him
DURNING THE TIME HE WAS LoCKED UP IN KENT COONTY JAIL.

ON AUGUST 29,2089 DEFENDANT JUD4E DAVID M. MURKOWSK]
VIOLATED MARTA Jo STATE FEDERAL AND CoNSTITUTION AL RIGHTS BY
RULEING THAT MARTA IS INCOMETENT AND GIVING PBRITTAN AMANN
CONSERVERTOR AND GUARDIAN OVER MARTA. MARTA DD NoT
WANT THIS BECAUSE BRITTAN SToLE ALL MARTA'S MmoNeY. (SEE
BANK STATEMENTS IN ComPLAINT: JUDGE MURKOWSKI DENIED
MARTA OF A JURY TRIAL THAT MARIA 15 ENTITLED Jov THEILE
No DoCTol OR ANY MEDTCAL RECORD AT THIS TRIALe JUDGE

5.




MOURKOWSKI 15 NoT A DoCToR, HAS No MEDICAL BACKROUND,
BuT, IN HIS OPPINION MARTA IS IN COMPETENT, ONLY A FEW
DAYS LATER ON SEPTEMBER 4, 2019 ONE OF THE BEST HoSPITALS
IN THC wc&u) "THE MAYO CLINIC AND SLOAN KETTERING DIANOSED
MARTA BEING ALERT OMIENTED WELWL CARED Folt AND ABLE To
MAIE HER OWN DECISIONS. (SEE MARTA'S MEDICAL RECHROS

N COMPLAINT, AND CXHIBIT 'A’ IN THIS PETITION MDHHS
ADULT INTE GRATED MANIAGEMENT SYSTEM:) ON SEPTEMBER

9, 2014,.STATE CoURT JuDGE JosEPH R. KLEIN ASKED BoTH
PLAINTIFFS QUESTIONS AND RULED THE MARTA Jo AND T ARE
COMPETENT ENOUGH To BE MARRIED . ( SEE MARRIAGE
LICENSE IN ComPLAINT EXHIBITS) ON SEPTEMBER 18,2020
TUDGE MURKEWSKI WAS DIS QUALIFIED FRom MARTA JoL CASE)
BOT 10 DAYsS LATER ON SEPTEMBER 28,2020 IUD4E MUR Kow SK|
SIGN ° AN ORDER ALLowma BRITTAN AMANN 47, 600 DolUARS
OF MARTA's MONEY To PAY FoR BRITTAN LEGAL FEeS. ( SE&
 JUDGE MUSKOWSIKI ORDERS IN MICHIGAN KENT CoONTY
" PROBATE CoURT CASE NO. 19-205703-CA-)

DEFENDANTS RETALIATED AGAINST PLAINTIFFS ComPLAINT
INSTEAD OF HELPING MARTA Jo BY ARRESTING PETITIONER
FREDERICI STAMPONE ON AUGUST 23,2026 AND CHARGING Him
ILIDNAPPING 1H1S OWN WLFE. FREDERICK DID NoT Go To TRIAL
UNTIL MARCH 17, 20 22. THEY VIOLATED FREDERICK 6™ AMEND -
AMEND MENT RIGHT To A SPEEDY TRIAL WHILE BEING DETAINED
IN KENT CoUNTY JAIL PROTECTED BY OUR UNITED STATES |
CONSTITUTION. THEY ALSO VIOLATED MICHIGAN 180 DAY SPEEDY.
RUGE TRIAL COURT RULE M CR 6-004, (SEE micHIGAN 117"
CIRCUIT CoURT CASE THE PEOPLE OF MICHIGAN Voo FREDERICK
STAMPONE CASE NO. 20~ 068 77<FC- AND EXHIBIT'B’) Twis
CASE 1S DEPENDANT ON THE CASE PETITIONER CASE. PETITIONER
IS REQUESTING THE CoURT To ComBIND THESE 2 CASES ANP SEND

G-




Him THE APPROPRIATE Forms To FILE PETITION APPEAL OF
THIS CASE FRom JUDGEAENT ORDER OF UNITED STATES Coull

OF APPEALS FoR THE SIX CIRCUIT REHEARING CASE EREDERICK

STAMPONE Ve MICHIGAN SUPREME COURT ek, dR. CASE No.
" 24-1252 ENTERED ON OR ABoUT AVGUST 15 2024-

PLAINTIFES PROPERLY SERVED ALL DEFENDANTS INCLUDING
PRESIDENT DoNALD TROMP UNITED STATES UNITED STATES
ATTORNEY GENERAL SOLICITOL GENERAL PURSUANT To RuLc
28 U.S. C. § [T46 AND RULE 24. No WHERE Do \T STATE
THAT [T PLAINTIFFS HAS To SEAVE STATE ATTOANEY
GENERAL ., o
~ THE UNITED STATES CouRT of APPEALS For THE THIRD

CIRCUIT ENTERED AN ORDER GIVING MARTA Jo CSTATE TIME

To FILE A CLALM WHEN SHE PASSED AWAY ON SEPTEMBER 9,
302l AND THEY: FAILEP To Do So. THIS CoulT THEN ENTERED

CANOTHER ONDER THAT THIS CASE SHALL Go ON WITH 6UT MARTA

' Js AND WITH FREDERICK STAMPONE ONLY AND LET THE
“RECoRD REFLECT THIS




REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

o | 4
THis PETITION SHould BE GRANTED AS A MATTER OF LAW

Fo ALL OF THE REASONS STATED THRoUAH oUT THIS
PETITIONS , PETITIONER'S COMPLAINT A#D WITH EXHIBITS

AND ALL MOTIONS FILED IN THE U, S. DISTRICT CoURT,
AND BRIEF FILED IN U, 3, CoURT OF APFEALS.

THIS MuST BE POBLISHED AS A MATTER OF LAW To SHowW

ALL COURTS THROLGH OUT OUR CoUNTRY THAT THIS C6URT DoES
ENFORCE OUR UNITED STATES CONSTITUTION, RESPECT THE RIGHTS
OF OUR CITIZENS, RESPECT OUR TROOPS THAT GAVE THEIR LIVES
FIGHTING FoR FREEDom AND CONSTITUTION,AND MARTA JO LIFE
15 MORE INPORTANT THAN GREED, MONEY AND JURISDICTION. ALSO,
THI5 COURT MUST SHOW THAT THEY WILL NoT ToLERATE SoNS AND
DAUGHTERS USING THE COURT SYSTEMS To DEPRIVE THEIR
PARENTS OF MEDICAL TREATMENT So THEY WILL DIE AND
INHERIT EVERYTHING THERE THEIR PARENTS OWN. THIS iS5 NoT AN
ISOLATED INSIDENT, BUT AN ON GOING OCURENCE THRoUGH OUT
MICHIGAN AND OUR UNITED STATES. IT IS THE JUDGES oF THIS
Coull RCSPONSABLE To CHANGE AND SToP THiIS FRom HAPINNING-
DoN ‘T THINK THIS CAN NoT HAPEN To You, ALL JUDGES GET §icK
OR OLD ONE DAY. |
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
BiDODEN DID NoT HAVE JURISDICTION IN RUSSIA . BUT, MY WIFE
MARTA Jo WAS A VERY SMART LADY, NEVER BROKE ANY LAWS; AtwAYs.

ALWAYS PAID HER TAXIES ON TIME WAS ASULTED TAKEN BY FoRCED
AGAINST MER WILL RIGHT OUT OF HER HoSPITAL BED DURING HER

8.



CANCER TREATMENT AT SLoAN KETTERING IN NEW YorU< CITY To
BE LoCKED UP IN A VERY SECURE FACILITY IN GRAND RAPIDS
MICHIGAN. IN TS FACILITY MARTA Jo WAS LOCKED UP AGAINST
HER \wiLL ‘DEPRIVED VISTORS DEPRIVED ALL PHONE AND MAIL
SERVICEy AND ALL MEDICAL TREATMENT. MARTA Jo WAS ABANDED
WAITING To DIE KNow ING THAT THEIR 15 NO HELP ©N THE WAY
AND KNOWING IT 15 HER OWN DAUVGHTER D6iNG THIS To HERs

ALL DEFENDANTS KNEW MY WIFE WoulD DIE IF SHe DI NoT

FINISH HER CANCER TREATMENTS AND THEY AWL KNEW THAT SHE

Couth BE CURED INCLUDING U.S, DISTRICT CouRT. ALL DEFENPANTS

INCLUDING PRESIDENT DONALD TRUMP AND U, S. DiSTRICT CouRT

HAD A MoRAL OBLIGATION AND OR A FIDUCIARY DOTY To HCLP
MY WIFE MARTA Jo.

CONCLUSION
PETITIONER RESPECTFULLY REQUESTS THE COURT ENTER JUDGEMENT
IN FAVOR OF PETITIONER FoR EVERYTHING LISTED IN REQUEST/ DEMAND IN

c % -
ComPLAINT INCLWDING INVESTIGATING WRONGFULL DEATH OF MARTA Jo-
The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted

Respectfully submitted,
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