

















NAME OF STATE COURT

STATE OF
You
Plaintiff
V. Case No.
Name of person signing document that violated Jury Trial is requested

Article III without naming official capacity.

COMPLAINT
1. Name files his Complaint against seeking judicial determination
from the Judicial Power of the State of , that a “Judgment in a Criminal

Case,” attached as Exhibit 1, which continually and perpetually binds Plaintiff from

certain rights and privileges within the State of , by signature of

Defendant, purportedly issued under Judicial Power of the United States derived from
the Constitution of the United States, as amended, was in fact issued under color of
such judicial authority, pursuant to Article III, Section 2, Clause 3, and is in fact
coram non judice.

VENUE
2. The actions complained of by Plaintiff against Defendant in violation of Article

III, Section 2, Clause 3, and Article VI, Clause 2 and 3, were committed in
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County, State of and flowed through both County and

County, both within the State of . Venue is proper in

this Court pursuant to (local rule) regarding any purported judgments from any other
purported Courts seeking legal affect.
JURISDICTION

3 The (#judicial circuit court)(for example), organized and authorized by Article

of the Constitution for the State of , and under (local rule) ,
as well as pursuant to Article VI of the Constitution of the United States for the 50
United States of America, of which the State of maintains 1its
membership into such Union.

STATEMENT OF JUDICIAL NOTICE REGARDING ADJUDICATED FACTS
4 Plaintiff does not challenge the facts at issue in the Grand Jury Indictment as
to whether they occurred or not. Plaintiffis only challenging whether Defendant was
authorized by Article III, Section 2, Clause 3, to hold Plaintiff, in Defendant’s
Official Capacity, on a Grand Jury Indictment, held over for trial in a Court of the
United States, and whether based upon the facts alleged by the Grand Jury
Indictment, any Article III Judicial Power of the United States placed the trial of those
facts within Defendant’s Official Capacity.

5 The United States District Court for the District of ,
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District, 28 U.S.C. § , was used by the United States Attorney’s Office, who
presented a United States Grand Jury returned Indictment pursuant to the Fifth

Amendment, on naming Plaintiff, to hold trial, convict and penalize

Plaintiff, for crimes allegedly committed by Plaintiff, in violation of (for example 26

U.S.C. § 7201, 18 U.S.C. § 371 & § 2)

6 None of the alleged crimes committed were alleged by such Grand Jury to have
been committed within the Article I11 Judicial Power, established by the United States
Constitution for the 50 (13 original) United States of America (“Article III Judicial
Power”).

STATEMENT OF CLAIM
7 Plaintiff complains that the United States Grand Jury Indictment dated

was not authorized by the Fifth Amendment as it contained no

allegation of any crime committed within the Article III Judicial Power of the United
States.

8 Plaintiff complains that the subsequent Judgment and deprivation of liberty,
signed by Defendant coram non judice, are null and void for being signed without any
finding of any crime being committed within any Article III Judicial Power of the
United States.

CONSTITUTIONAL FACTS
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9 Article II1, Section 2, Clause 3, preserved the trial of all crimes against the
Laws of the United States, committed within any one of the 50 States, in the State the
crime is alleged to have been committed and not within any place or places Congress
prescribes by law.

10 The State of 1s one of the 50 States entered into the Union

with all other States as if they were one of the first 13 to which the Constitution of the
United States was created to protect and preserve.

11 The Fifth Amendment mandates that no person shall be held to answer a capital
or otherwise infamous crime, except on presentment or indictment by a Grand Jury.
12 The Fifth Amendment applies to all crimes against the Laws of the United

States committed within the State of

13 A Grand Jury gets its authority to take office within any particular State, under
the Fifth Amendment, only when the alleged crime being investigated by it, occurred
within the State the Grand Jury sits empaneled.

14 The Fifth Amendment does not provide for a Grand Jury involving any crime
of indictment alleged to have been committed within the Judicial Power of the United
States.

15  The Sixth Amendment requires that the “in all criminal prosecutions, the

accused shall enjoy the right to a speedy and public trial, by an impartial jury of the
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State and district, wherein the crime shall have been committed, which such district
shall have been previously ascertained by law.”

16  Article VI, Clause 2, of the Constitution of the United States, secures that the
“Constitution, and the Laws of the United States which shall be made in Pursuance
thereof;....., shall be the supreme Law of the land; and the Judges in every State shall
be bound thereby, and Thing in the Constitution of Laws of any State to the Contrary
notwithstanding.”

17  Article VI, Clause 3 further mandates that “all...judicial Officers, both of the
United States and of the several States, shall be bound by Oath or Affirmation, to
support this Constitution;..”

18 28 U.S.C. § 3231 provides by Congress of the United States that the “district
courts of the United States shall have original jurisdiction, exclusive of the courts of
the States, of all offenses against the laws of the United States.”

19 28 U.S.C. § 132(a) provides that there shall be ‘in each judicial district a
district court which shall be a court of record known as the United States District
Court.”

20 28 U.S.C. § 132(b) provides that each “district court shall consist of the district
judge or judges for the district in regular active service. Justices or judges designated

or assigned shall be competent to sit as judges of the court.”
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21 28 U.S.C. § 132(c) provides except “as otherwise provided by law, or rule or
order of court, the judicial power of a district court with respect to any action, suit or
proceeding may be exercised by a single judge...”

22 28 U.S.C. 451 defines the terms “district courts” “court of the United States”
“district court of the United States” “judge of the United States” “district” and
“judicial district” means as those terms are constituted or enumerated in Chapter 5 of
Title 28.

23 28U.S.C.§  provides by Congress of the United States that * ”
“shall be divided into judicial districts to be known as the (for example

29

Eastern and Western Districts of)

24 18 U.S.C. § 371 does not define the term United States.

25 18 U.S.C. § 401(c) does not otherwise define “court of the United States.”
26 26 U.S.C. § 7201 does not provide any term “United States” and only relies
upon “tax imposed by this title.”

27  26U.S.C.§7701(a)(9) and (10) defines the term “United States” to include the
“States and the District of Columbia” while the term “State” is defined as the “District
of Columbia” where such construction is necessary to carry out the provisions of this
title [26].”

28 18 U.S.C.§ 23 provides by Congress “Court of the United States defined” to
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mean “as used in this title, except where otherwise expressly provided, the term
“court of the United States” includes the District of Guam, the District Court of the
Mariana Islands, and the District of the Virgin Islands.”

29 18 U.S.C. § 3231, provides by Congress of the United States, in the second
paragraph that “Nothing in this title shall be held to take away or impair the
jurisdiction of the courts of the several States under the laws thereof.”

FACTS OF THE CASE
30  Plaintiff was held to answer for crimes against the Laws of the Congress of the

United States on

31  Plaintiff was held in Custody of the Attorney (name of U.S.
Attorney) against his will in County Jail located in the State of
beginning

32 Plaintiff was served with a United States “warrant” for arrest on

33  Plaintiff was served with a United States Grand Jury indictment on

34  Plaintiff was presented to (“Judges name”) by (U.S.

Attorney name only)

35  Judge (if magistrate only), under color of 28 U.S.C. § 636, while recording
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Plaintiff stood silent under the Fifth Amendment, made record Plaintiff entered a plea
of “Not Guilty” to the United States Grand Jury indictment. (This would change if
actually plead).

36  None of the alleged violations by the United States Grand Jury of Laws by the
Congress of the United States, namely, 26 U.S.C. § 7201, 18 U.S.C. § 371, were

alleged to have been committed by Plaintiff outside the State of or

outside the Judicial Power of the State of or any other of the

remaining 49 States.

37  Defendant, being employed by the United States as an Article III inferior court
Judge under the Judicial Power of the United States, in his official capacity, and the
other conspirators named herein, were each with full and cognizant, personal,
inherent knowledge of the Article III, Section 2, Clause 3, Judicial Power of the
United States, and its limitations placed on the Judicial Power over “crimes”
committed within any State against the Laws of Congress of the United States.

38  Defendant was fully aware that the acts alleged by the United States Grand Jury
against Plaintiff in the United States Grand Jury indictment were acts not alleged to
have been committed within the Article I Judicial Power of the United States.

39  Defendant, in his official capacity as an Article III inferior court Judge under

the Judicial Power of the United States, under 28 U.S.C. § 3231, did not have
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“original” jurisdiction over the crimes alleged against Plaintiff by the United States

Grand Jury dated because those alleged crimes were alleged to

have been committed outside of the Article III Judicial Power of the United States

and within the State of

40 The United States District Court for the District of

1s not in the State of and is not subject to the laws

of the State of

41 The United States District Court for the District of

is not in the State of and is not subject to the

Judicial Power of the State of

42  The State of 1s not subject to the Laws of the Congress of the

United States except for those laws specifically enumerated to the Congress by the
Constitution of the United States for the 50 United States of America.

43  The State of i1s not subject to the Article III Judicial Power

of the United States over crimes allegedly against the Laws of the Congress of the

United States when alleged to have been committed in the State of

44  The State of one of the 50 United States of America,

and “ ” under 28 U.S.C. § , are not the same place.

45  The State of , one of the 50 United States of America, and
9
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”under 28 U.S.C. § 102, do not share the same legal description.

46  Congress has no Constitutional Authority under Article I, or within its limited
authority under Article III, to create a place for a criminal trial involving an alleged
crime committed within the State of , or any of the other 49 States
involving transgression of Laws of the Congress of the United States no matter what
the status of citizenship.

47 Congress has no Constitutional Authority under Article I, or within its limited
authority under Article III, to provide for a United States Grand Jury to investigate
and return indictments involving alleged crimes committed within the Judicial Power

of the State of no matter what the status of citizenship.

48  From , until the day of the writing and filing of

Plaintiff’s Amended Complaint, Plaintiff remains deprived of certain liberties and
been deprived of others, as a result of the violations of both Article III, Section 2,
Clause 3, Article VI, Clause 2 and 3, the Fifth and Sixth Amendment, as well as 18
U.S.C. § 3231.

49  Defendant has knowingly violated Article III regarding a trial stemming from
a United States Grand Jury indictment which only claims crimes committed within

the Judicial Power of the State of under the Constitution and

Laws of the State of and not committed within the Judicial Power

10
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of the United States.
50  Defendant has knowingly violated Article Il regarding “trial” by jury reserved

to the State of in Article III, Section 2, Clause 3, of the

Constitution of the United States for the 50 United States of America, by holding
Plaintiff to answer for a crime against the Laws of the United States in a United States
Jury Trial in a court subject to the Judicial Power of the United States upon

allegations of crimes committed within the Judicial Power of the State of

51  Defendant has knowingly violated Article III regarding the entry of a final
judgment dated ~ with his name appearing under color of Article III legal
authority in that Defendant is fully aware of each of the alleged crimes in the Grand
Jury Indictment dated August 27,2 003, were alleged to have been committed within

the Judicial Power of the State of

FIRST CLAIMS FOR RELIEF
52 Paragraphs 1 through 51 are realleged and incorporated herein by reference

53 On , Defendant entered a document styled

“Judgement in a Criminal Case” purportedly under his Article III Judicial Power
authority and under the name of the United States District Court for the

District of , directing the deprivation of liberty of Plaintiff for a

11
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term of 60 months and followed by certain release conditions.

54  Defendant knew or should have known at the time he signed his name to such
“Judgment in a Criminal Case” he had no allegation of any crime that was alleged
to have been committed outside the Article III Judicial Power of the State of

and in fact each crime alleged was alleged to have been

committed by Plaintiff in the Article III Judicial Power of the State of

55  This Court should issue an Order finding that United States Grand Jury
Indictment dated August 27, 2003, did not contain any allegation of any crime
committed by Plaintiff other than allegations of crimes against the Laws of the United
States committed within the Article III Judicial Power of the State of

and not within the Article III Judicial Power of the United States.

SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF
56  Paragraphs 1 through 51 are realleged and incorporated herein by reference

57 On , Defendant entered a document styled

“Judgement in a Criminal Case” purportedly under his Article III Judicial Power
authority and under the name of the United States District Court for the

District of , directing the deprivation of liberty of Plaintiff for a

term of 60 months and followed by certain release conditions.

12
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58  Defendant knew or should have known at the time he signed his name to such
“Judgment in a Criminal Case” he had no allegation of any crime that was alleged to
have been committed outside the Article III Judicial Power of the State of

and in fact each crime alleged was alleged to have been

committed by Plaintiff in the Article III Judicial Power of the State of

59  This Court should issue an Order finding that Defendant did not have the
capacity or competency under Article III Judicial Power of the United States to issue
any Judgment in any Criminal Case involving Plaintiff wherein it was alleged the

crime to have been committed within the Judicial Power of the State of

THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF
60  Paragraphs 1 through 51 are realleged and incorporated herein by reference

61 On , Defendant entered a document styled

“Judgement in a Criminal Case” purportedly under his Article III Judicial Power
authority and under the name of the United States District Court for the

District of , directing the deprivation of

liberty of Plaintiff for a term of 60 months and followed by certain release conditions.

62  Defendant knew or should have known at the time he signed his name to such

13
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“Judgment in a Criminal Case” he had no allegation of any crime that was alleged to
have been committed outside the Article III Judicial Power of the State of

and in fact each crime alleged was alleged to have been

committed by Plaintiff in the Article III Judicial Power of the State of

63  This Court should issue an Order finding that the signature on “Judgment in a

Criminal Case” dated of Defendant i1s “CORAM NON JUDICE” and

signed with no Article Il Judicial Power of the United States.
CONCLUSION

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff respectfully requests Judgment in his

favor and against Defendant for the relief requested herein and specifically that the

Judgement in a Criminal Case dated is signed by Defendant “CORAM

NON JUDICE” and not signed within any Article III Judicial Power of the United

States. Jury trial is requested.

Signed

14
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NAME OF STATE COURT

STATE OF
You
Plaintiff
V. Case No.
Name of person signing document that violated Jury Trial is requested

Article III without naming official capacity.

COMPLAINT
1. Name files his Complaint against seeking judicial determination
from the Judicial Power of the State of , that a “notice of Federal Tax

Lien,” attached as Exhibit 1 (“purported record or judgment”), which continually and
perpetually binds Plaintiff from certain rights and privileges within the State of

and his property, by signature of Defendant, within this County,

purportedly issued under Executive Power of the United States, derived from the
Constitution of the United States (“constitution”), as amended, was in fact issued
under color of such Executive Authority, and in violation of Article IV, Sections 1
and 3, as it is not a record, public act, or judicial proceeding of any other State. It is
a “record” created by Defendant on behalf of the United States whom is not a “State”

under Article IV, Section 1, and 4 within said constitution . Said record violates the
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due process clause of Article VII, Amendment V of the same constitution and should
be ordered removed ab initio.
PARTIES

2. Plaintiff 1s a Citizen of the State of and can

be reached at (address)(city of ....., State of .....)

3. Defendant , 1s a resident of the United States District

for the District of and resides or can be served at

4. The County recorder is located at , city of ,

County of , State of

VENUE
5. The actions complained of by Plaintiff against Defendant in violation of Article

III, Section 2, Clause 3, and Article IV, Section 1 and 4, and under Article VII,

Amendment V, were committed in County, State of and
flowed through both County and County, both within
the State of . Venue is proper in this Court pursuant to (local rule)

regarding any purported judgments from any other purported Courts seeking legal
affect.

JURISDICTION
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6. The (#judicial circuit court)(for example), organized and authorized by Article

of the Constitution for the State of , and under (local rule) ,
as well as pursuant to Article VI of the Constitution of the United States for the 50
United States of America, of which the State of maintains 1ts
membership into such Union.

STATEMENT OF JUDICIAL NOTICE REGARDING ADJUDICATED FACTS
7. Plaintiff is challenging whether Defendant was authorized by any Article III,
Section 2, Clause 3, record or judgment, Article IV, Section 1 and 4 record or
judgment, and under Article VII, Amendment V, any record or judgment, to place
purported record or judgment, in Defendant’s Official Capacity, as a record or
judgment in favor of the Internal Revenue Service in County, State of

as a record of one of the 50 States.

8. The United States Judicial District for the District of ,

District, 28 U.S.C. § , 1s being used by Defendant to appear to be authorized
to place such record or judgment against property owned by Plaintiff in

County.

0. None of the purported acts presented as fact by Defendant regarding such
record or judgment derived from any trial under Article III, Section 2, Clause 3, and

1s in direct violation of Article VII, Amendment V.
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STATEMENT OF CLAIM
10. Plaintiff complains Defendant’s purported record or judgment dated

was not authorized by the Fifth Amendment as it was not derived

from any trial required and reserved by all State Citizens under Article III, Section 2,
Clause 3.
1. Plaintiff further complains that said purported record or judgment was not
issued by any State entered into the Union under Article IV, Section 1, and 4.
12.  Plaintiff complains that said purported record or judgment is intending to
deprive Plaintiff of his property without due process in violation of Article VII,
Amendment V.

CONSTITUTIONAL FACTS
13.  Article III, Section 2, Clause 3, preserved the trial of all crimes against the
Laws of the United States, committed within any one of the 50 States, in the State the
crime is alleged to have been committed and not within any place or places Congress
prescribes by law.
14.  Article IV, Section 1 and 4, provide the record or judgments of any other State
will be given full faith and credit in any other State.
15. Article VI, Clause 2, of the Constitution of the United States, secures that the

“Constitution, and the Laws of the United States which shall be made in Pursuance
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thereof;....., shall be the supreme Law of the land; and the Judges in every State shall
be bound thereby, any Thing in the Constitution of Laws of any State to the Contrary
notwithstanding.”

16. The United States is not a State under Article IV of the contitution.

17.  The State of 1s one of the 50 States entered into the Union

with all other States as if they were one of the first 13 to which the Constitution of the
United States was created to protect and preserve.

18. The Fifth Amendment mandates that no person shall be deprived of property
without due process of law.

19. The Fifth Amendment applies to all acts against the Laws of the United States

committed within the State of

20. The Sixth Amendment requires that “in all criminal prosecutions, the accused
shall enjoy the right to a speedy and public trial, by an impartial jury of the State and
district, wherein the crime shall have been committed, which such district shall have
been previously ascertained by law.”

21. Article VI, Clause 3 further mandates that “all...judicial Officers, both of the
United States and of the several States, shall be bound by Oath or Affirmation, to
support this Constitution;..”

22. 26U.S.C.§7701(a)(9)and (10) defines the term “United States” to include the
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“States and the District of Columbia” while the term “State” is defined as the “District
of Columbia” where such construction is necessary to carry out the provisions of this
title [26].”

FACTS OF THE CASE

23. Plaintiff’s property in County is being held by a purported record

or judgment in favor of the Internal Revenue Service and against the constitution by

“notice of federal tax lien” dated

24.  The United States is not a State under Article IV of the constitution.
CLAIM FOR RELIEF
25. Paragraphs 1 through 24 are realleged and incorporated herein by reference

26. On , Defendant entered a document styled

“notice of federal tax lien” purportedly under color of his official capacity under
Article Il Executive Power and authority and under the name of the Internal Revenue
Service located in a United States Judicial District directing the deprivation of

property of Plaintiff in the amount of

27.  Defendant knew or should have known at the time he signed his name to such
“notice of federal tax lien”” he had no record or judgment from any State of Competent
Jurisdiction that would qualify as a record or judgment under Article IV, Section 1

and 4.
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28. Defendant’s actions violate Plaintiff’s rights to due process prior to deprivation
of property as prohibited by Article VII, Amendment V.
29.  This Court should issue an Order finding that “notice of federal tax lien”dated

, 1s not a record, judgment or public act of any other State, under

Article IV, Sections 1 and 4.

30. This Court should further find said “notice of federal tax lien” is not a
judgment by any competent tribunal under Article III, Section 2, Clause 3.

31. This Court should further find that said “notice of federal tax lien” is placed
against Plaintiff’s property in violation of Article VII, Amendment V.

32. This Court should find that Defendant had no official capacity to place such

record or judgment in the Recorder of Deeds for County in the

State of and did so in Defendant’s individual capacity.

CONCLUSION

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff respectfully requests Judgment in his

favor and against Defendant for the relief requested herein and specifically that the
“notice of federal tax lien” be held invalid, illegal, unconstitutional, with direction to
have the Country Recorder remove said notice of federal tax lien from the record ab

1nitio.
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Signed
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10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22.
23.
24.
25.
26.

Article IV State

Delaware Dec. 7, 1787 1638 2.
Pennsylvania Dec. 12, 1787 1682 3.
New Jersey Dec. 18, 1787 1660 4.

Georgia Jan. 2, 1788 1733 5.
Connecticut Jan. 9, 1788 1634 6.
Massachusetts Feb. 6, 1788 1620 7.
Maryland Apr. 28, 1788 1634 8.
South Carolina May 23, 1788 1670 9.

New Hampshire June 21, 1788 1623 10.

Virginia June 25, 1788 1607 11.
New York July 26, 1788 1614 12.
North Carolina Nov. 21, 1789 1660 13.
Rhode Island May 29, 1790 1636 14.
Vermont Mar. 4, 1791 1724 15.
Kentucky June 1, 1792 1774 16.
Tennessee June 1, 1796 1769 17.
Ohio Mar. 1, 1803 1788 18.
Louisiana Apr. 30, 1812 1699 19.
Indiana Dec. 11, 1816 1733 20.
Mississippi Dec. 10, 1817 1699 21.
[linois Dec. 3, 1818 1720 22.
Alabama Dec. 14, 1819 1702 23.
Maine Mar. 15, 1820 1624 24.
Missouri Aug. 10, 1821 1735 25.
Arkansas June 15, 1836 1686 26.
Michigan Jan. 26, 1837 1668 27.
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Judicial District 28 U.S.C. §

87
118
110

90
86
101
100
121
109
128
112
113
120
126
97
123
115
98
94
104
93
81
99
105
83
102



27.
28.
29.
30.
31.
32.
33.
34.
35.
35.
37.
38.
39.
40.
41.
42.
43.
44.
45.
46.
47.
48.
49.

50.

51.
52.

Florida Mar. 3, 1845 1565 28.
Texas Dec. 29, 1845 1682 29.
Iowa Dec. 28, 1846 1788 30.
Wisconsin May 29, 1848 1766 31.
California Sept. 9, 1850 1769 32.
Minnesota May 11, 1858 1805 33.
Oregon Feb. 14, 1859 1811 34.
Kansas Jan. 29, 1861 1727 35.

West Virginia June 20, 1863 1727 36.

Nevada Oct. 31, 1864 1849 37.
Nebraska Mar. 1, 1867 1823 38.
Colorado Aug. 1, 1876 1858 39.
North Dakota Nov. 2, 1889 1812 40.
South Dakota Nov. 2, 1889 1859 41.
Montana Nov. 8, 1889 1809 42.
Washington Nov. 11, 1889 1811 43.
Idaho July 3, 1890 1842 44.
Wyoming July 10, 1890 1834 45.
Utah Jan. 4, 1896 1847 46.
Oklahoma Nov. 16, 1907 1889 47.
New Mexico Jan. 6, 1912 1610 48.
Arizona Feb. 14, 1912 1776 49.
Alaska Jan. 3, 1959 1784 50.
Hawaii Aug. 21, 1959 1820

District of Columbia 1791
Puerto Rico Not yet
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89
124
95
130
84
103
117
96
129
108
107
85
114
122
106
128
92
131
125
116
111
82
81A
91

88
119



