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Rule 60. Relief from a Judgment or Order
(a) Corrections Based on Clerical Mistakes; Oversights and Omissions. The court may correct 
a clerical mistake or a mistake arising from oversight or omission whenever one is found in a . 
judgment, order, or other part of the record. The court may do so on motion or on its own, with or 
without notice. But after an appeal has been docketed in the appellate court and while it is pending, 
such a mistake may be corrected only with the appellate court's leave.

(b) Grounds for Relief from a Final Judgment, Order, or Proceeding. On motion and just terms, 
the court may relieve a party or its legal representative from a final judgment, order, or proceeding 
for the following reasons:

(1) mistake, inadvertence, surprise, or excusable neglect;

(2) hewly discovered evidence that, with reasonable diligence, could not have been discovered 
in time to move for a new trial under Rule 59(b);

(3) fraud (whether previously called intrinsic or extrinsic), misrepresentation, or misconduct by 
an opposing party;

(4) the judgment is void;

(5) the judgment has been satisfied, released, or discharged; it is based on an earlier judgment 
that has been reversed or vacated; or applying it prospectively is no longer equitable; or

(6) any other reason that justifies relief.

(c) Timing and Effect of the Motion.

(1) Timing. A motion under Rule 60(b) must be made within a reasonable time—and for 
reasons (1), (2), and (3) no more than a year after the entry of the judgment or order or the 
date of the proceeding.

(2) Effect on Finality. The motion does not affect the judgment's finality or suspend its 
operation.

(d) Other Powers to Grant Relief. This rule does not limit a court's power to:

(1) entertain an independent action to relieve a party from a judgment, order, or proceeding;

(2) grant relief under 28 U.S.C. §1655 to a defendant who was not personally notified of the 
action; or

(3) set aside a judgment for fraud on the court. .
i

~\
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Notes of Advisory Committee on Rules—1937

Note to Subdivision (a). See [former] Equity Rule 72 (Correction of Clerical Mistakes in Orders 
and Decrees); Mich.Court Rules Ann. (Searl, 1933) Rule 48, §3; 2 Wash.Rev.Stat.Ann. (Remington, 
1932) §464(3); Wyo.Rev.Stat.Ann. (Courtright, 1931) §89-2301(3). For an example of a very 
liberal provision for the correction of clerical errors and for amendment after judgment, see 
Va.Code Ann. (Michie, 1936) §§6329, 6333.

Note to Subdivision (b). Application to the court under this subdivision does not extend the time 
for taking an appeal, as distinguished from the motion for new trial. This section is based upon 
Cal if. Code Civ.Proc. (Deering, 1937) §473. See also N.Y.C.P.A. (1937) §108; 2 Minn.Stat. (Mason, 
1927) §9283.

For the independent action to relieve against mistake, etc., see Dobie, Federal Procedure, pages 
760-765, compare 639; and Simkins, Federal Practice, ch. CXXI (pp. 820-830) and ch. CXXII (pp. 
831-834), compare §214.

Notes of Advisory Committee on Rules—1946 Amendment

Subdivision (a). The amendment incorporates the view expressed in Perlman v. 322 West 
Seventy-Second Street Co., Inc. (C.C.A.2d, 1942) 127 F.(2d) 716; 3 Moore's Federal Practice 
(1938) 3276, and further permits correction after docketing, with leave of the appellate court.
Some courts have thought that upon the taking of an appeal the district court lost its power to act. 
See Schram v. Safety Investment Co. (E.D.Mich. 1942) 45 F.Supp. 636; also Miller v. United States 
(C.C.A.7th, 1940) 114 F.(2d) 267.

Subdivision (b). When promulgated, the rules contained a number of provisions, including those 
found in Rule 60(b), describing the practice by a motion to obtain relief from judgments, and these 
rules, coupled with the reservation in Rule 60(b) of the right to entertain a new action to relieve a 
party from a judgment, were generally supposed to cover the field. Since the rules have been in 
force, decisions have been rendered that the use of bills of review, coram nobis, or audita querela, 
to obtain relief from final judgments is still proper, and that various remedies of this kind still exist 
although they are not mentioned in the rules and the practice is not prescribed in the rules. It is 
obvious that the rules should be complete in this respect and define the practice with respect to any 
existing rights or remedies to obtain relief from final judgments. For extended discussion of the old 
common law writs and equitable remedies, the interpretation of Rule 60, and proposals for change, 
see Moore and Rogers, Federal Relief from Civil Judgments (1946) 55 Yale LJ. 623. See also 3 
Moore's Federal Practice (1938) 3254 et seq.; Commentary, Effect of Rule 60b on Other Methods of 
Relief From Judgment (1941) 4 Fed.Rules Serv. 942, 945; Wallace v. United States (C.C.A.2d,
1944) 142 F.(2d) 240, cert. den. (1944) 323 U.S. 712.

The reconstruction of Rule 60(b) has for one of its purposes a clarification of this situation. Two 
types of procedure to obtain relief from judgments are specified in the rules as it is proposed to 
amend them. One procedure is by motion in the court and in the action in which the judgment was 
rendered. The other procedure is by a new or independent action to obtain relief from a judgment, 

/•which action may or may not be begun in the court which rendered the judgment. Various rules, 
https://www.law.comell.edu/rules/frcp/aile_60
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motion is lost by the expiration of the time limits fixed in these rules, the only other procedural 
remedy is by a new or independent action to set aside a judgment upon those principles which have 
heretofore been applied in such an action. Where the independent action is resorted to, the 
limitations of time are those of laches or statutes of limitations. The Committee has endeavored to 
ascertain all the remedies and types of relief heretofore available by coram nobis, coram vobis, 
audita querela, bill of review, or bill in the nature of a bill of review. See Moore and Rogers, Federal 
Relief from Civil Judgments (1946) 55 Yale L.J. 623, 659-682. It endeavored then to amend the 
rules to permit, either by motion or by independent action, the granting of various kinds of relief 
from judgments which were permitted in the federal courts prior to the adoption of these rules, and 
the amendment concludes with a provision abolishing the use of bills of review and the other 
common law writs referred to, and requiring the practice to be by motion or by independent action.

To illustrate the operation of the amendment, it will be noted that under Rule 59(b) as it now 
stands, without amendment, a motion for new trial on the ground of newly discovered evidence is 
permitted within ten days after the entry of the judgment, or after that time upon leave of the 
court. It is proposed to amend Rule 59(b) by providing that under that rule a motion for new trial 
shall be served not later than ten days after the entry of the judgment, whatever the ground be for 
the motion, whether error by the court or newly discovered evidence. On the other hand, one of the 
purposes of the bill of review in equity was to afford relief on the ground of newly discovered 
evidence long after the entry of the judgment. Therefore, to permit relief by a motion similar to that 
heretofore obtained on bill of review. Rule 60(b) as amended permits an application for relief to be 
made by motion, on the ground of newly discovered evidence, within one year after judgment.
Such a motion under Rule 60(b) does not affect the finality of the judgment, but a motion under 
Rule 59, made within 10 days, does affect finality and the running of the time for appeal.

If these various amendments, including principally those to Rule 60(b), accomplish the purpose 
for which they are intended, the federal rules will deal with the practice in every sort of case in 
which relief from final judgments is asked, and prescribe the practice. With reference to the 
question whether, as the rules now exist, relief by coram nobis, bills of review, and so forth, is 
permissible, the generally accepted view is that the remedies are still available, although the 
precise relief obtained in a particular case by use of these ancillary remedies is shrouded in ancient 
lore and mystery. See Wallace v. United States (C.C.A.2d, 1944) 142 F.(2d) 240, cert. den. (1944) 
323 U.S. 712; Fraser v. Doing (App.D.C. 1942) 130 F.(2d) 617; Jones v. Watts (C.C.A.5th, 1944)
142 F.(2d) 575; Preveden v. Hahn (S.D.N.Y. 1941) 36 F.Supp. 952; Cavallo v. Agwilines, Inc. 
(S.D.N.Y. 1942) 6 Fed.Rules Serv. 60b.31, Case 2, 2 F.R.D. 526; McGinn v. United States (D.Mass. 
1942) 6 Fed.Rules Serv. 60b.51, Case 3, 2 F.R.D. 562; City of Shattuck, Oklahoma ex rei. Versluis 
v. Oliver (W.D.Okla. 1945) 8 Fed. Rules Serv. 60b.31, Case 3; Moore and Rogers, Federal Relief from 
Civil Judgments (1946) 55 Yale LJ. 623, 631-653; 3 Moore's Federal Practice (1938) 3254 et seq.; 
Commentary, Effect of Rule 60b on Other Methods of Relief From Judgment, op. cit. supra. Cf.
Norris v. Camp (C.C.A.IOth, 1944) 144 F.(2d) 1; Reed v. South Atlantic Steamship Co. of Delaware 
(D.Del. 1942) 6 Fed.Rules Serv. 60b.31, Case 1; Laughlin v. Berens (D.D.C. 1945) 8 Fed.Rules 
Serv. 60b.51, Case 1, 73 W.L.R. 209.

https://www.law.comell.edu/rules/frcp/njle_60 •v
L
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as justice requires.

The qualifying pronoun "his" has been eliminated on the basis that it is too restrictive, and that 
the subdivision should include the mistake or neglect of others which may be just as material and 
call just as much for supervisory jurisdiction as where the judgment is taken against the party 
through his mistake, inadvertence, etc.

Jjaud, whether intrinsic or extrinsic, misrepresentation, or other misconduct of an adverse party 
express grounds for relief by motion under amended subdivision (b). There is no sound reason 

for their exclusion. The incorporation of fraud and the like within the scope of the rule also 
confusion as to the proper procedure. It has been held that relief from a judgment obtained by 
extrinsic fraud could be secured by motion within a "reasonable time," which might be after the 
time stated in the rule had run. Fiske v. Buder (C.C.A.8th, 1942) 125 F.(2d) 841; see also 
inferentially Bucy v. Nevada Construction Co. (C.C.A.9th, 1942) 125 F.(2d) 213. On the other hand, 
it has been suggested that in view of the fact that fraud was omitted from original Rule 60(b) 
ground for relief, an independent action was the only proper remedy. Commentary, Effect of Rule 
60b on Other Methods of Relief From Judgment (1941) 4 Fed.Rules Serv. 942, 945. The amendment 
settles this problem by making fraud an express ground for relief by motion; and tender the saving 
ciause, fraud may be urged as a basis for relief by independent action insofar as established 
doctrine permits. See Moore and Rogers, Federal Relief from Civil Judgments (1946) 55 Yale LJ. 
623, 653-659; 3 Moore's Federal Practice (1938) 3267 etseq. And the rule expressly does not limit 
the power of the court, when fraud has been perpetrated upon it, to give relief under the saving 
clause. As an illustration of this situation, see Hazel-Atlas Glass Co.
322 U.S. 238.

The time limit for relief by motion in the court and in the action in which the judgment 
rendered has been enlarged from six months to one year.

It should be noted that Rule 60(b) does not assume to define the substantive law as to the 
grounds for vacating judgments, but merely prescribes the practice in proceedings to obtain relief.

It should also be noted that under §200(4) of the Soldiers' and Sailors' Civil Relief Act of 1940 (50 
U.S.C. [App.] §501 etseq. [§520(4)]), a judgment rendered in any action or proceeding governed
by the section may be vacated under certain specified circumstances upon proper application to the 
court.

are

removes
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v. Hartford Empire Co. (1944)

was

Notes of Advisory Committee on Rules—1948 Amendment

The amendment substitutes the present statutory reference.

Notes of Advisory Committee on Rules—1987 Amendment

The amendment is technical. No substantive change is intended.

Committee Notes on Rules—2007 Amendment

The language of Rule 60 has been amended as part of the general restyling of the Civil Rules to 
make them more easily understood and to make style and terminology consistent throughout the 

✓rules. These changes are intended to be stylistic only.
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F.
IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

that a writ of eertiorari j&g to review the judgment below.
Petitioner respectfully prays

OPINIONS BELOW

\q por cases from federal courts:
The opinion of the United States coort of appeals appears at Appendix 

thep^on andis^ffrin ah ^ ______ .

[ j Sfeen designated for pnHlcaUon but is not yet reported; or,

[ ] is unpublished.

»&G
vor,

3^

£ 3 is unpublished.

.. . O h

[ ] For cases from state courts:
opinion of the highest state corn* to review the merits appears at 

_____ to the petition and isThe
Appendix;

—-------->or
t yet reported; or[ ] haTbeen designated for publication but is no 

[ ] is unpublished.
__ court

^"pShZZZ^the petition and is
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[ ] is unpublished.

—; or,

1. :



r

A* Shsriw or RovievV,
JkjM. Rote 0(- piviL Procedure 4>06.j) ) Ktofipki j-o VIqcqtq q lixfomeot tor y

bo Usjuts q ccu&Us porf@c to8 

Q Mgrogqf pos- fraud on line dew, ®

/s ft

rcq

COU6T h(&iogvew Q,te“ juui ^ or i®* vwmm <3ISO noted tnattln® courts
Meseinf powfbr to vQCQt^ wu
bQSlS Of pJOCXj. UpOlT) ■#]© CODffT,

.Tfa® Court Q§Ne n^lf rHUiW W ■Rost jo0q 

CiSGugfu/

ffq©0T3 on

Reviews* diqtdcr6QLL
(DO (

it relsep pouabijs© opr
, c a^of'9- Cones vs ill,cent RKGa,

@9§ (^Gir SOfo). Also Ufflftsd Brafes v&, fcoiQo - * ■ - J
mi //rvtfo 0,* on^I\ ■ y

am
I'S

;

final Lu under f^deraL Rul© Civil Practic
Rule 7ct>)Ro we pg-h uOineLc request by Motion
a Coo ft- oUQf Q«?qfKOQ -fine ceLiec -fo vQCGfe we
Juda^efit PUirsoQqt too Roue oocb) o© W© tx?si-
OhtrQud GoMMi-ftsd

(3i

opco we CooU.
6,

ji



1.
CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

^indQif; ■ftn© u^}T<3q Jstates consfrftutioMy
Of EquqI ftom

S'itTiJTtONlj
uind ©it w uUin i

@Hn
Cfuoi nod unusaL RjOfsbiiMt
I© ooitei stofe consrimtioN

(kws) im-I-a corrtiQctr ' ;,
NgwI . ' ..Sectors);§5-7W); %^~io\(b\ SubdwfsoM

ION

HjHiwis\u

)

KteiM Vook State WosKons* cowpensirioN
R©jroy^ L^qis l(TON (WC L Sec< ■ H-l~ b) 

AeTigLo IV Bcecofiv® S©ctioN
A} CiQOSQdj

GoosA iin© 'ociifed stetas GosiefitetioH

4-,



fV^t J/

. \/. k
U P

Pfe/mdu, Statmm
me n&m r

l
m wfficpjfoyad' py^og#' 4s ro>

.6

3-10 Kl

A %

R^omJ> } Is. I jlJ.

I \ V
Vv;,1m/c

EJO»

* f

ii

1 (

5Lit



Pit] cy ocffli
Ei

1/

X

,K-.

U£
i

uESP^ Vl'tHO-J
p +! VV +

~K
♦tft

l 4*4- «0

lQO bU- p
I

loot W&-JM" ho VUQS-io CONfflljQh
i

V

[)A/ 4^
/

atait bten 1

\fajh H# te pditlo
f-

AL



ir

i. i.

0.

/ *

*

B

Fixations« ; *^ i t .1i*1 )Q I

v-t

9«

L ■'

Mender DQ^ad dm Inis K^rfai]
9S r0

TOt

>-

.0 '

bM3 ond
i

Vni9>. up (Ml

7-
. i
i!II
I!

L



li-
STATEMENT OF THE CASE

<wcr^fIri^L'1? ifl*is Qcton is -fhe HoNor-

5“ n »S l fh$$?
N«w Iock poc opp«iflnateli|«m ^0(s.» 

in 8oiq peH+iomet vWs
Fb« f«-ei«rho^ 106K °p Pomid ftowp's sMsg 

tenennn?Q& NOV®Mt« ft, 80iq

ieslScN l^oTrSJ?^10* law
®™ eootaior b@ (n wtifwe t-yr.

.APpei|?ni-,s 1 -'jw contact- a «. 

P^OL *08 M *M«f|ifla C/ppflboTJ e,htefSK

&



w

*

t LA
t £

I

t rsar 3BM~-
t^'i •i^TT!

• m’ A y*ffl-IMV
->y

V^-i5
^pifm

Q

$ »
"p-3am (ti"j M fQG

9 ■4 Tf

H 1 [\
4*1

>•

ISFtol-te
,<l

.J

V %

fc.



r

o f «

i£L& jJBE
,r

ttT^>
A

<3•>

o&

OftM! hQ^/g <UCi. Ha

£ ». -‘J

i

r

CM
4pl©d \n ~fe i feted D

Soother biskiclrcp

i

\



4

P -^0 7

a

I%

oncf? rsquiotiofl *
B

>

A
o0JL ----- ., - v» ^,, i .

* 1 Uli:
t,X-f. * It fj: $7it 'M rlr& -\

Y', ■1J.T

>.y

ffi* 1
s }

A
K*A

MSS
pivptssrki (?y cV^n^Vrip under lift®"

IL



1#

aft u-s. *

8

SE
#* *

■rJ\ tf

9

7
„ >

'

jL

■tine u.a.hat-%a *

6

O

\\ J 4^-9
7

i

\t.
1 j



i. v\la^ w
**

Aft n^.Godg tefioR\

0 s 1

iqisceyam ci ^ in wfritrin jnu iwp
TO

r$f

ee3 L QgtiOKiS|n|gs A
i»HR jr ^ eouri* dgteriMKS (b -tin©

mk

QgsQ is aivalniB ra tyolictnoSj tin
|poi in ste a doiM 03 vsrtmclo

_______________ _ c • J__v-<x an )0

EM tJ j i

KW©fo^ rolifip against
<r8

o dependent wlflo \% \mmung fM
yoch rdffif■ App^dix *A/Yrt

i\

tlodcjQ.tog Qlsa£l

it.
«
i a



ptoktiffi- App^ilq# t>-T b .s

iff it■ *gmptets v-
11

it

t 9

MctKs, added] 13 tct

[Quofoti mm S;uppfiM1~
fi 9;\

wm •)

»

ar4 (^QtqfioH $mm eluded] JL-JL

9

MQ.r,a\-cv-a^i57-^s k
iQQQ 1; FlMql Qpfcr Qp 1)|SMML +

A

A0 ftAl^fl tM r

a



iKiioq tjs -fait pgHtteflgy Alex
a!

<2y

3

QC& iflQVg wr44

ItoKIp t
c

KflOL-C c
t

C A"> • p 3 9

Bid
4/

A \
71IN i

ss ->'

1

1

u

|€t
L



r

5 Onfat
M oi-mm QmQffiss.

ftsaidorn toBki TffoMp
W iuipSlGlngQ ( 1 frlQlfflln d WQflKS
qncLl;H

MMj
li
i 1

(

¥tIK.NiTOT QlWM Nn. fll-ev-^TTr
(mplnpaia und Quotedm:i:>

• i

'I.

pTTflna et>«

AV ^mwihat TpTO AppsHort vMKV

cmule -to Kliwi J.
I

lie-
jk.



r

0

■I

.1

t

rrhull CON!

i

ah? \ aoo. mo. oo dollop into
il
% »tua
l

»

'ft fmtwyqph iti; Ada,son •&,
frwuip, itl Mriei cwtr N&.^raF
mm (I

viheranFref tottonV wm Witiffl. i

Sj-j.

%

CL



1

e

T

Lvaj ihl to, cffieial (MpaCffi|9

a
TVfflj TU

o
it?T

d> l

1

NYls Rflgtwl WFi/¥m'lVwd A
£

cftC
P&,

/•\

L



r

r. i-
r

fflifflBS AT sFO'* /,v << "'"q
TE=-‘ “-H-

f,' I .> r\_..i ,§|Dp®7j
o> '■ 7

j>mi\ A /p ^il RKrVV
A \ • I lim i.«/Vw-^-JSr

i

l J >

V A ^cicv wQS. un n
* » pOtiWKKpr~ A

^qkl Bulbil Two].%

>

s teniwfflitJ

9

ftp ^ira flip, mb unsnftrf nW-

Quoli p echos fir <lnh Initi nj said \
t

li
L '



p

o l ine -foot of -ftp
^4 ■»

a esiwiMQL towcm) «

<

taniiofl
ware nrft (war

!

Qiiri'
!!

ftdnbil iWri~.
T
i

*

t

L
t

!

!

J



r
K..

REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

re­
petition of Anderson 5s FoteraL co^piotaf Rted 

ooidef I 4& its- Cote Station iq<&3 tnot to? 

pro se KiovQot^s coKipiqiirp is exocjiy tpe typo
fates of oof Notion? ana une united states 

cowess interne opd hod is mind bq psoVidira to its Cftena atn QQirioexibL© patn vway tata w ^ 

-Most Sacked of iTiamts of its citizens., Ota viq 

Mx? Fiisst AiMdnnmt 9\ qinta of access to Une 

Cote and 'toe absoluTd siqints op tinsio1 citas 

mo qfiievqnc©3 qqqisst tin© uta@t states 

6ovW wept Guaranteed uatar tine Ccteftition 

op tine ooitad states-ond LQvyt. -
I ' . •

^ ^taVOiWteiS1 1&
AtSU^1o°SJi®fd@rtS'

™, HDfiOSD Ol Q r m nnaJ AtefxL
oq r®e wolffffe1 otunStaK tf“ 

Sec+iON i4i-b V'Q
ioM tefoisNt 1 en ^tapoipsat-
Sect i on 0-701 °;EH dated Lows0 /U1. Also winefsby 1 insofar

to

< )

ta'^1 •
A



r
9^? uindor Section b-ioua)
Filled.lti© pr^f(2Qoi9iti
B^QoifKnn -Hn«t -Ho© »iinrlc OF

pp 'HneA

UJQS

FOo0 tm? AppallD@p05XlQiQ:f;mw>s.^WioN bid
bu MWsotfVs <ARC N^S report®
bw<?tp -fine appeu@o>s qdcI sm

sSSKfpSW?.?.
«”<***.<*.. *300oO

Fpile© Da/xdPd 

------- spactoiy
Dfi secjicw

J\* # ♦

to
dDimri Ttfiwp provided 

Go\nFirr<nQfions *
^l(Qv) :M (WCL S&G 

,Q conpir^c^ ^
to iindiojl© -Hy?at q

Six
in g ijys

c? Wfitmc c>

atnd Sufficient
i

m-
•7 ■

A



Q<p(n<3"
Uwr^nee King's DisjticT Cajirt

8 ot?>;

t<1

c^-fj $ ),

In o©no© au?cf 'ovfde?!G iTOSIM©f n t4)it 1 
QMp l@ Qpte CpiSl^^gcf iv^ive.00^^^
?n ^ O 1 nmd 0, ™^ ‘
ION S(?CtiOM 5-701

@>X
o p A

Kf . pb iiQof 

L I ©ttxsnr-fo
Dy ^ppnigob

ZO:,

\r

pGYSmaly iovoIyc^ in jnp
q- inis confer Q

o
business QcgqodT

Mo tw win) cm inductor] mlCottu niters Qirx) igay^?
n c+^x h-r t-- , S-CansfaJG^0^®-
Po8f(ed) by XvonK) vyqs H0(? jcj^GQ/ 

CoD-i^innatiON to vulniclo w

u

45^ jW _
) s

V-/

• $3.
k



r
US.Mhct Coutfl" Sworn to coKiploicjt. iMuKiter
Q|-GV-<9?>757 pOJQQWphLj'S §>^

t® s7 &) CON 

Honowblc *».

tO At'Sl/oSlf <36X1 Kxo Ar.- tO O ti^iX/QXli
to Q<SaiTiomaLUj eSisKSA-^ed^ 

Hod b®an pfoMisaj op cS S' 0fl
op tin© NcweBtoec ia, a0n "SWA'^Sste!!.

f)£C'

'9si

Ictn
WO?KForces foil Cut Advi^n" a ”ITU PociRnpr Ct(6>QidDnt'^/3\/rH j9 FOQiTq., it]©
^+-0^ fo? sear ^Oeoc# On® mteirinitQGt §^,G^ °F A W'\\ten dTSDofitfnt 

tdQ-HWe Mo^nb<5tn^ aoiq pv.O'IJTj^)
$ 3 00, OQO. 00 dollars COMnAn^ftYAt fine \AjotTiA t)^e^1aKwgsctKd^tp9j F°fo
Qti QQiwjWit load b@e^ regain on<H®S?^ , 
op £ Wife CQTifOo(nation (»©\l<?f,f
SSGfiOKl 0 70|(g^ q: QiYiijrQGtej PTOpC^lJ.

?QiT)S Op il/i'S* Sob8^

?

m.
L



Quant or foe prior Wfifren
.peiiee to

Pc@^idGfDt Donald Tro 

bOumd by ini?, 

MteijW

v / o l CP
mp bod-men,

a Sv»N +o
men ur nW, October &g, aoao 

Qlso sigmira'cGireiRnom HoTO vMirier^iM Donald^

j-

) %«-

b°!Gf>ui
3G©

U Gt tb© VtSife
Il'Ofnp Q(T)(j GfloefS

SQld jif)Q Ofttef
based system 

wino 

vow tma 

^ oloao... Bo

o
^ i>iAjooLd crscrte a wore

UQ(/ pGfViooSlg b0G/\j Gx’PiiwWl'Q wore ^ c
0

JfJfl
u.

HoNOipQtolG5 dodge viQi?neou low/fence 

Order op

i®eVL^Qtod’°rr s
Wh®tfcCA payW who seeps oppe/inte 

f'r C1 ,i«oe o°?b So in good pate ip ^
19SU© I & I'Qnt uiri\/r^1/Q( a,w^EY,A ^ity ^(QjQ^'^yg)

v. uyiilBd stores

)13iSiT)'iSSQL October dj £
ry . ">

review

Standard. See coppedge

L



r
Sod, OS. 4-^8, d-HO (W(d&). Ah -LFP QPpliGQt 

loo ftivolooS 1K it if is wi-Hnouf q^bu- 

9£J? atm.[rVLQw or raotoo \\qd- 
v> P^QlicKo, 314 F§>d ^fej ssi (j|i

. How, nofwriDsfaindim or consolidated 

(Hv\)S omte General obiiaafioiD SectfoN
&-70I Cb> and SutdiV %m) in v\jU}icki fee
pGfitiOm@r opcodes was nof cm'\^
MMB ,§*e A- TfuMp <#*>
Hovu<Pv<§r bu fnc? enafenai tacfthofli^ 

Appellant Ai@x Aindersojn^s Nov'erobeir Ft1
f Qci 14'ofecj foot's /? \$ -
<3i5X3Ni H9WS l^lOdiQ Cepf@9@intGt-|V(P rHivdiWolNotice; Appendix f,a^c mm, DiS;4 ' l
RogogCs, fQpostina QQg<?>s 1 via 551. onri Une majeirioL fracl Hot ine a£X 'nSSP>
NOToWifig on agresmsrt-, profeitot
fog services fa tee amount of^f loo 00S
00 'HnousQind Collars, QsxP Qiio h ^°^000‘
0 sittwq uFiiteC siult Presifipint r t -c?. ■ ^ 

upoo «ngfeoQL tqefs Vin(iPpb ^*5?^
AppQRee^s Six (&>) GoosrdGFQtiONS poF

or,v.l

WQS

(AfitiOi

3[lo,
L A



r

LQWj SGCtiON 5'70!(Q) SubdiVisoN %cb)
bgi to (WfemL issues L©go/iU) Sufficient' 

io COinfref ARPG>))qioT;s Cm) ITOAqqr©^-
W5flt UtDd^f N©W MbiTK $VQt0 G@M9iTaL 

DlDiUjOtjON Ifll/Vj SQctiON 5~jOj Qficj qjS0

Appellee.

TPT

indara'k Fd’qFQrtf
<&-of© an oxtom
OfpiCC' ' " '
pyliu.

f ;
'■v*

) ’Federal

III- App- %d%lj. 4in Nlf.ad ( IdC^nV ralfl> vo

frood wmfch does, « ott«ws ^ &Wm$

fSSI7s &**'
<iE

i



rj

G'l K , &67 F.ad d)@q (i%<g>V 7 Mooted k^eral 

pWie^ ad ed-i p-sia. f)@ 7^ Circuit Mier ghri?

&97_lUPof),'^l® Gcpst nQQKgSc<
y>

QtteQvtcm plolSuna M ^W'Vrtrfqte? ft,©

«*+'MWa»
COOTnTQc^s

t«iins(jGjf0K,vwuno uqs QnS’^te 4?fe^+£ o> w?\\ c
k Si^V©f5 QS^°^S/)^ A/|©N F «® ^11 qs tn

.. reoc©sn ta r ^>WSib it ©ViPst. VltiQfeg @vem J±"™)

frM A^l& W % CylS 450

i

S4n2
Dtin© 1

jiS'lt'SrKW'*
q.9). ’ ' '

ml

L



r 1
F.ad \\% (THn Gw. I%5) OctloN ((i$ dis@G+ed
qqiQ-31- W<3 Qppeqfo«iG(? Of partiality Ailn&Hner of 

?r'Jj? <W9$ 15 toWSed, •*>) (ft,S§f+tOKl 4-55CQ)
%l £u0feL ^>5 M.MWaV** not

Hie C0f)ffdefiGG> -if) roG@ss.v>)

Or

-HriG> i ummi
,u. %

Ff|Gipl<s> -HnaV “ )uSti'Ge^u<5tL<fafkG> +^i r<9<3Ffiftfwa. /Jeep vUviw? v^uoited 2I& *5? 0PJ*a^oG© 

m s.Gf. tos-4 (ic/J'i’s „•+*^a as. oio

5s^rfawewfe»*
°F

)

)u

°F
«r, m8^|p wen *> ®
Of Appequs^Ssiift?fecU .^fcu't Goof

W impost g duti ZT

%i<lvVH F11^ feallaki^f qf oi|0in
+o

lAo a >
4n^ tSIil?, Ju,^ejoot disQuQiipj himself
op9 -tfo-si cmSSoi? i')m§ ^Process eloosetlnQn

Qm-
J



r

+^\bo\siQL bios os pfGiodice is based
wt o^ section IHH^ buroo-Hn© do© PrOGG89 

C-ioos©),
)

rawa %gs» it
1FQ juoae 

of if toe actsiVori> MGwst ttje.'ConsKfution,
U)#inobf 'lodsdietiorij be be 

trea so w to -Hi e Const! fob on in,?

rioqr ne^i* tmen ©nqqqnna
(jots op ji'ij'GSDH) und maej bo cnxicwec)m extortion and tto© interference^ B
iiniersHtfr coi/yi w^rGe »

IV. . >

bQsod oki Ho© wo\s\iinO| God tb© rprxjtim
L j



1

teoeS conclusions
&0 ptt^S, oUSqem1'13
inGoteemt[k cositef otriqunac op ludqeJQ M@S LQW'TeinCG AK)QG OiKl <5 P and \wm -
roflauNt entesed October dn3 ao&)^I f(onci .
woqia edicu evid^^tiaLLU tbat vm sptepo jodqe KtOOps Occfen Qing MGMoTOMUu&d

mgs Was bqis quid preiudfG© and 

ioq pso^ f/?e mou+n. ojr dauf]gs 

kudq his pQGt piodiiQQs did out) 

wiGtiGQiw drsdoQiip9 bd iawftemuG)”
inor just M0G<5s8Qfina on tm wses op

Qmd te Due Process cute? or terute
A«nG\pdmoot Qf Hn<s United sttftes ConsHt--
ljtiO/\P *

Wineceas in oclno fbe ^ei^onandoi^ 

Qvnd opueo op -pn© coopt atpefo'°'er
Kite sid^oc te'cTond po)Joumng0$o&jf'
prow tbD «ioutm op jute King tii«nseip
Ate du tnvscoopps own co^pamo/d op
tbe pehtioDDDb at7 iosteee weit ood pn_- 

tnq under. squeeze coufit Rote ('3,1^121
RuLG-oo-(b)C3)^(+t God ».UG.g. giastai

of Law -Hnat j«
,.*1- -

l

ON, ITS.
pollOvOi 
Lq\n irend©

;

;. /

i

;

/ €1 i
I J



. Moreover tood wlnoLia on tine wori- 

I'HoaiDd tme tfepQtrhbm judge Kingb utfimnale 

intent winQceba wqs too deitie "Hoe cooctop tine Utnited States linn CfifeuSt courf op
ApjB3Lt and;. on March 6p S061& Unis iN pQot did

StusiL) tn© Appellant woold stovi lined-
judge Kmg fecebsoa to the Oder and
fneworomdOAn op October n 6M as beiaQ

tn© * Pinqi oedor op qhmissal» oncUhere-
r" A \C 0 1 \nr\/Vd-i,nO --L/-S n,A /tn lA i /x _ A! _.

^ 'u -a- KiwPs. mnoti-votioN..,
Njo^epyer ^/was based obvia^a °n the 

ItoSQffld t^i) 300,000.00^) DollQfS.

. Ai^d in LiKe Glepsia as if corrals, hi 

"nnpliGonoM tine unripped assistance t ' A
qocp pirovi(fej bg vcteroM dSC News 

■jompmq^ist DlQ^ Stwysr fjudiciou Notion
Arrvworlc>/«r^l i(Y7)r> 0/^,on K1 (?5 /-vO,__i* „ , »

0

A. ... M „, .- -. - Or biosproofed partiality and Qutoeatic, dis
booMpicatio/t op pede roc dodge domes

)

§9.-



r
Lavvjf^nc© Kiinq und&r tin® cifcuwsimc&z 

op ttms cos® esneiraGs.
Tmqi

,o^K, ^ ,,- - - - ■ v, w • ■ - Coi/ipas-isoM op tine KiGNio^OMduKi of an® triinaL 

K; DF October snrQoai wt}ihe Motot
PetifiONOPs bnsF fe(®N'pl®J ex ret a^L-
a.@>u..5,ccd©,§|615p'0) " - -'• '• " >80S),

W j in c oln^r^ni^Aw^^gj 

ir-ir\ii., upw ^ iwfcorM-^ • '- R' D0iecJ
®9©"tieiP©iin rt should

5CK-♦I #

r

IS
f

*•

ioo> jbtj ttn©'
u KaS

evidence, as q duiu
cc
’a

0a9

GiJ] A$p@3l vxjI'HO rtr7<^_£L^r<Gti~rtfji <JodiciqL_t~'
\t ‘ ;r / _,wteosatt@r 

Jaiioiclo'tw oc 11:mitkak totet
mOQ WGwiO^Q^dUM.GOd'OT hlO\f@Rnb&P go rjnoi
IQqsfur.qg QpcooiisigLu bassd'iSSwQ^1'

tt6.8uprert» oaxf>6’

)

;
r .

, uier
°F JuJge vldwes 1<sm fS *.

Gl03 s7 L •7

JI



r

CpOStitutlOM QiDCj QGfufln wi^Oot
0 in ifoasoM.^
v;

r. Mected cte f<6@ocqe p 

l®}^ 'VX CoNiplaitnt, pQisq QO 'tine^nfn qo

wcordtami) wittidwwA lag SvU
^ GodnctS V'Q E.E.O.C.,
ph Lqidoc, & -Htjq o.S,

nON. 

O-S, DQpQ^tM^q
t-T<4, lO

itin
us. can* % a «5

, Gome tus ion
A§ it DQstQioS ~fo tin© oiovanK

opdan (NYp section m-A
' SecpioM ^~70f ■ "

Pfpom- 

op. Ggn&ul
APGsUgG

GtlGQ
u

• ® «
. I ;

001WS ^«irK,Sfa+|;tffii£l22; 

F WtiKers? tontefSjfioN.
0O

pQfQqrQph tj \/N Q>6g < Afteif
■ was aeeiqpgd +o bo #)© u/0 Min'itMm Jos felted

§M-.
k A



orr, a

DQcxLnn

QDS^oj2 0]> w onfl vuo&ft <?Kiig. \i$\m
Ai6K h£P A^CJOTSOKl 03 Q pG-GlectlON tODL

td©a. biacK voters
QS

<Q
Oin (TyotBS -
^ lo conclude, oo£ united State Suposw 

CCU(ST (TiQS VT^IO posvioosiu Wr «Q OQtf+M 

vjino sgcks opoGDeitG fevkSti ocGm teo© 

tesso imQobd pa;to ip tho issue is pot 

fiswotous psotn on cdbiteiv© standard ’ S$9 

Goppate vs. united States,^ u-.s.
Ht’o OW)- And indeed on Ifp appiicatioN
13 Wlx/OLOOS Ofllli if it is lAjitoOUT OiSQU
oite kisnT eidlngif in Law or foot. Nopietf 

P^sliefCj 3)t Md 58©J 6£>l (llw-
Circuit aoo&-
vs.

$5.
L i



"Fraud On The Court By An Officer Of The Court" 
And "Disqualification Of Judges, State and Federal"

http://www.baIlew.coin/bob/htm/fotc-htrn

1. Who is an "officer of the court"?
2. What is “fraud on the court”?
3. What effect docs an act of “fraud upon the court" have upon the court proceeding?
4. What causes the "Disqualification of Judges?"

1. Who is an "officer of the court"?

A judge is an officer of the court, as well as are all attorneys. A state judge is a state judicial officer, paid 
by the State to act impartially and lawfully. A federal judge is a federal judicial officer, paid by the federal 
government to act impartially and lawfully. State and federal attorneys fall into the same general category and 
must meet the same requirements. A judge is not the court People v. Zajic, 88 lll.App.3d 477,410 N.E.2d 
626(1980).

2. What is "fraud on the court"?

Whenever any officer of the court commits fraud during a proceeding in the court, he/she is engaged in 
"fraud upon the court”. In Bulloch v. United States, 763 F.2d 1115,1121 (10th Cir. 1985), the court stated 
"Fraud upon the court is fraud which is directed to the judicial machinery itself and is not fraud between the 
parties or fraudulent documents, false statements or perjury.... It is where the court or a member is corrupted 
or influenced or influence is attempted or where the judge has not performed his judicial function — thus 
where the impartial functions of the court have been directly corrupted."

"Fraud upon the court" has been defined by the 7th Circuit Court of Appeals to "embrace that species of 
fraud which does, or attempts to, defile the court itself, or is a fraud perpetrated by officers of the court so that 
the judicial machinery can not perform in the usuaj manner its impartial task of adjudging cases that are 
presented for adjudication." Kenner v. G.I.R., 387 F.3d 689 (1968); 7 Moore's Federal Practice, 2d ed., p.
512, 60.23. The 7th Circuit further stated "a decision produced by fraud upon the court is not in essence a 
decision at all, and never becomes final."

3. What effect does an act of "fraud upon the court” have upon the court proceeding?

"Fraud upon the court” makes void the orders and judgments of that court

It is also clear and well-settled Illinois law that any attempt to commit "fraud upon the court” vitiates the 
entire proceeding. The People of the State of Illinois v. Fred E. Sterling, 357 III. 354; 192 N.E. 229 (1934) 
(The maxim that fraud vitiates every transaction into which it enters applies to judgments as well as to 
contracts and other transactions."); Allen F. Moore v. Stanley F. Sievers, 336 III. 316; 168 N.E. 259 (1929) 
(The maxim that fraud vitiates every transaction into which it enters ...”); In re Village of Willowbrook, 37 
III.App.2d 393 (1962) ("It is axiomatic that fraud vitiates everything."); Dunham v. Dunham, 57 IIIApp. 475 
(1894), affirmed 162 III- 589 (1896); Skelly Oil Co. v. Universal Oil Products Co., 338 IIIApp. 79, 86 N.E.2d 
875, 883-4 (1949); Thomas Stasel v. The American Home Security Corporation, 362 III. 350; 199 N.E. 798 
(1935).

Under Illinois and Federal law, when any officer of the court has committed "fraud upon the court”, the 
orders and judgment of that court are void, of no legal force or effect

4. What causes the "Disqualification of Judges?"

Federal law requires the automatic disqualification of a Federal judge under certain circumstances.

In 1994, the U.S. Supreme Court held that "Disqualification is required if an objective observer would 
entertain reasonable questions about the judge's impartiality. If a judge's attitude or state of mind leads a 
detached observer to conclude that a fair and impartial hearing is unlikely, the judge must be disqualified " 
[Emphasis added]. Liteky v. U.S., 114 S.Ct. 1147, 1162 (1994).
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

A \no Ifortoilj &dr\toDate:

3g> i



MWOl&MDiW]

U)Ld vi fo7vff
j^sviomOJ

B£S
Y_]£lOjIcOB

m-. m
Sio WJiflttofro PBcO

COB
fm* minxv^a

rm^ Qccept f&r Mn\®m
OtMqquQ O fllTjg -fqffrcflMOlflQ
pGKqoe-^I^Ql.A1M1W3 Q§- ,— 

LNQfM Al®( ArcmSOKl-
1F llfXJ lqQ\/& ^ifnfCQSICQtfNS A1@X
Pmmsoti Com te tfmtinm at (W) 

ou - in jfmrfy) Am® 0 I TO. M&k/ Sock inn i ,

O
O

rm
F=
&

<55

on ox

[vp-o ilV£ -77^
T@ir5pnone No-


