In US DISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DIVISION, FOR THE STATE OF IL
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http://www.justtalking3.info
Vs

STATE OF ILLINOIS
GOVERNOR; P. QUINN
207 state house, Springfield IL 62706
ILLINOIS DEPT OF REVENUE; James R Thompson centencourse level 100
W. Randolph st, Chicago IL 60601-3274
IL Attorney general: LISA MADIGAN: 500 S. Secont sSpringfield IL 62706
CIRCUIT JUDGE, THOMAS DIFANIS; champaign county cthouse 101 E.
Main st. Urbana IL 61801

TITLED: memorandum and argument

ARGUMENT

EITHER the law rules us all/ or we are not a dermogr That is the simple
truth. | come to court asking that the law prodde me in the IL constitution
SHALL BE OBEYED. Through numerous filings, the de$e fails to make its
case/ and then asks for this hearing. They retithnttve same excuses that are
NOT relevant in a constitutional law case/ theeeray excuses for not obeying the
law/ there is no discretion for a judge to not obiey law, and produce the
people’s right as their democracy calls for. Tingans anarchy has occurred in
this courtroom belonging to the people of IL. Actar being the deliberate
attempt to destroy the law of this state; therd©® immunity for that. The
purpose being to rule over this citizen rather thasducing his guaranteed rights
according to the democracy that is this state ofThe judge thereby believes and
submits he is superior to the law/ and need noy olbe democracy; but rule it
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instead.

The chief legal officer for this state of IL is EidMadigan; whose office did
provide the vague/ useless/ and errant resolubbegupidity and traitorous
content that were used in this case. Traitorogaulrge there was never an intent
to obey the law, by its constitutional guaranteenta That means by its
transgression beyond the boundary that is cleatly iemocracy”/ she and or her
staff chose to fight against me, and my democrdadghvis the state of IL. That is
an illegal action, a criminal intent to organizewihe judge and sustain an action
against this people even though it is not only unkaut completely illegal to do
so. With clear intent, and purposeful determinedision/ the law is met with
organized crime. There is no immunity for that.

The chief political officer as is the governor bist state; represents the
reality of “our elected official” most in charge béing the person who defends
our constitution/ protects, and obeys our lawdedahe constitution: which
means the people rule themselves by this law. Meains betrayal, that means
subversion and conspiracy with the others invoivetthis decision NOT to honor
or respect the citizens of this state called ILLISO There is no immunity for
that.

The chief legal officer (whose identity remainsded, at this time) for the
IL IRS; isresponsible as is any other top offid¢or the state of IL. To provide
for the people their own version of democracy atgtate level provided by the
constitution. That means: in terms of WE THE PEGPthere must be an
authority exercised over those who have tried e us. That means WE MUST,
exercise our right to a legal tax revolt: becalrgedontract of our democracy is/
WE RULE OURSELVES BY LAW. Because that law hadddius in this
courtroom/ the contract is broken, and the righte@ition by our representatives
DISAPPEARS. Until such time as our demands thrdaghhave been met. That
Is up to the IL IRS to establish in terms of consstpes so that NONE, are
deluded about the cost or the controversy. desertion NOT to inform the
people when “the others” fail to obey our laws.efiéhis no immunity for that.

MEMORANDUM

Examination of the court hearing: the return ofddiarguments by the
defense.

MR. GRANT....personal jurisdiction over..
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1. This constitutional case is about a personatanteed right called redress of
grievances. They have no right to bring issuerejdhe constitution itself. The
method of proof in this jurisdiction, is a constitutnal guarantee.

Mr. Grant... no proper service..
2. The defendant refused to provide the specdmes/ addresses/ people to
provide process; and all other pertinent informmatiequired. They are in
contempt of court. And identify themselves as oppla® the process called “due
justice” by that refusal. Their complaint is witltanerit, and discarded. They
produced affidavits establishes legal notice: ta®ysummoned. The rules used to
describe their complaint, were proven to be errétgality states, constitutional
law rules this court/ not the judge, nor an exduseed in irrelevant rules.

Mr. Grant; ....section 5-211 of the code of civibpedure..
3. Holds no merit towards constitutional law, @pudrantee. The very fact that |
must sue to obtain my legal right of redress a®mstitutionally guaranteed to me:
PROVES a conspiracy to destroy this LEGAL law, by leaders. There is no
immunity for that, and the entire judiciary is pesvto be in contempt of the law
as a consequence.

Mr. Grant....who may serve process...
4. Again this is constitutional law, and | servedgess on the court, that my own
guaranteed rights within a courtroom of this stdté¢ST BE GRANTED TO ME.
They refused/ and failed to provide the names aadtions of who was to be
summoned. That is contempt by the court, in nédremg my legitimate rights/
providing the power of subpoena for me, to obtaynd@mand; and disallowing
my right provide or fulfill their demand.

Mr. Grant....an amended complaint....
5. That amendment was to provide and acknowledtpe: rest of the citizenry of
this state HAS A RIGHT TO KNOW/ who holds their abitutional guarantees
hostage.

Mr. Grant......proof of service....
6. Functionally assumes that the defendant wasade aware. All evidence is
otherwise/ mere procedural rules are insufficierdismiss a constitutional rights
case.
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Mr. Grant....administrative review....
7. Although clearly established as a constitutidena case/ and identified as such
by me through court documents and demands. Thgyréeat the courthouse and
its staff mislabel a case is NOT sufficient causdismiss me and my guaranteed
legal constitutional rights as a citizen of thigtst It merely confronts the
courtroom with its own delusions and failure.

Mr. Grant...... leniency to pro se litigants ..se\or eight different cases....
8. The defense offers and the evidence will provedress of grievances is
withheld from the people of this state and thisarategardless of the fact that it is
law. That proves a conspiracy, corruption withia tourt, and collusion among
the judiciary at all levels against THE GUARANTEEDGHTS OF EACH AND
EVERY MEMBER OF THIS SOCIETY. There is no immunftyr that.
Subsequently, honor and dignity in the court MEANAN INVESTIGATION
INTO THE CRIMINAL CONDUCT OF THE JUDICIARY ITSELFis required
by law. And within, criminal penal codes.

Mr. Grant.....under the rules....
9. The defense suggests that a constitutionabgtee to me by this state of IL/ is
insufficient to establish personal jurisdictionvel though the guarantee is to me
personally, just as it is to each and every citizethis state. That is the reality of
constitutional law. That is the “gift of the stateme” under democracy. You
have no case/ and you have proven subpoena powéelka achieved by the
affidavits you produced. That means | have mejriificant due process needs”.
Trial continues.

The court...frivolous and patently without merit...
10. The judge calls our constitution names, awdpces ridicule of democracy
itself: because this is/ these are the rights gueea to each one.

Mr. Grant.....pleadings fail to, to state a claim..
11. The defense argues that a constitutional gghtanteed by this state to each
citizen “fails to state a claim”. | have distincind deliberately demanded:
establish redress of grievances for me, and theeng of this state. How is that
not a claim under the law/ it is contempt of thestdution itself, to suggest
frivolous or other. A judiciary game, and inteatdisguise due process of law;
with the words of ridicule so that none will seafalther in the future.
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The court.....okay Mr. Osterbur...

This is an lllinois state constitutional guarantegtit. We address the
grievance filed.
D1. I argue this case is not determined by suthk parameters as the defense
suggests.

The court....what’s your grievance....

The constitution allows me to assemble the people
D2. The constitution provides legal rights, foe fpurposes of a courtroom: to
enforce political ones/ to enforce WE THE PEOPLELEUto enforce our
authority on those who represent us in this ouregawment of this state.

We want to be responsible for our lives, our state,society here.
D3. That means more simply redress of grievapoagdes accountability so
that the search for TRUTH, THE WHOLE TRUTH, AND NBING BUT THE
TRUTH shall be advanced. Thereby allowing us throredress to make the
decisions that will become our future, as WE THEOPEE.

We want democracy
D4. Or more simply, | the citizen of this stateigthhas guaranteed to me the
right of redress: to assemble the people andheshk through a jury trial/ if they
will assemble with me as the right of democraclpEMAND accountability, and
then intervene and rule for ourselves this futafrthis state: because it is clear
the leaders have failed us all.

Every legitimate right
D5. Means | have the legal right to ask them agrdahd compliance as is
required by a courtroom trial. They have the rightefuse/ in a jury trial to
determine that singular question. That is redress.

The court.....first amendment....

D6. Refused, this is an IL state constitutionakadment/ and a state guaranteed
right. Not a federal one in this case.
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The court.... don’t have the right to use the cawbapbox.
D7. | am cut off from responding/ the judge takeger the courtroom. And denies
my right to defend myself/ my constitution/ and stgte.

The court....doesn’t state a cause of action....
D8. The judge establishes tyranny, because thisecaf action is “like any other
citizen would present”. And if it is not withinehability of the court to
understand/ then it is the court that is at faN@T THE CONSTITUTION OR
ITS GUARANTEES nor the recipient of that guarant@ée lawyer, and the bar
thereby come under scrutiny: as literal rapist$ @xtortionists and thieves.
Stealing justice from the people themselves/ TO RiGA& extreme prices for
what WE THE PEOPLE gave to ourselves for free.mOre correctly for the price
paid to create democracy for ourselves. WE DID NiDThat, to be plundered by
corruption in our own court. OURS, not yours, sieat a judge sits in, belongs to
us; YOU are the employee/ we are the owners. daWwealkecides/ NOT the judge.
That means you trespassed against us. To do os imaour time of need/ to
defend ourselves from this crisis our employeescdiase.

The court.....the remedy is not in a court of law..
D9. The right of democracy is carried out asigestvithin a court of law/ or the
rebellion is complete, and the people are force@timke their democracy without
the court; which is civil war. In a nation fillegith guns, that would be a VERY
BAD DECISION for this or any other court to makieet the people decide their
own fate/ DON'T make them war against you.

| tell you that NOT because it reflects or detemsimny decision that | will
make/ it is not so. | have proven my method isatxrtroom. | tell you because
as the court already knows; MANY PEOPLE are beognaingry and frustrated
with what has been done to our democracy both atadenation. Sooner or later
that anger will vent/ unless the law finds a salti Therefore find a solution, and
let the people have their justice.

“I'm not quite done, sir”.
D10. The judge refuses to allow the presentaticargument or evidence/ and
decides this case without the proper allotmentfgipurpose as plainly delivered
in filings before this hearing. | AM HERE, TO EABLISH AND DEFINE:
WHY THE COURT DOES NOT OBEY CONSTITUTIONAL LAW.
Due process is quashed.
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The court....frivolous and patently without mesit,’.

D11. Hidden behind closed doors, the judge pa&dltice constitution, behind the
bars he has chosen to make/ imprisoning our righsis discretion.

A blatantly criminal act.

proof of service.

|, James F. Osterbur, do hereby declare that aatrde
correct copy of this filing titled: memorandum and argument has
been mailed on this date may 7.2011 by firstcldS mail
with all postage prepaid.

To each and every defendant listed on the firsepagth a
copy mailed to the district court: at the addresisésd as per
each one.
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