In UNITED STATES Federal Court
For the central district of the State of IL
URBANA, IL 61801
dated 3/9/10
case

JAMES FRANK OSTERBUR
2191 county road 2500 E
St. Joseph, IL 61873

VS

STATE OF IL, as represented by the governor for IL
Mr. Patrick Quinn 207 state house, Springfiel2706
(because this is the state, and the judiciary, @ihdrial began)

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA et al.

As represented by the solicitor general office USA

ROOM 5614, Department of Justice,

950 Pennsylvania ave, NW Washington DC 20530-0001

JUDGE CHASE LEONHARD

Champaign county courthouse , for the state of IL
101 E Main
Urbana IL 61801

RE: the eviction of due process, by a corrupt andhvasive court. The failure
of amendment 1, 4,5, 7, 9, 10, 13, 14, 15, & 26;provide for and protect the
citizens of this USA. Because, tyranny in the courtS NOT JUSTICE. THE
LAW decides a trial, “NOT, just because the judge ays so”. | demand due
process, and the law, NOT the whim or opinion of gudge, outside the realm
of justice. As would be fundamental to the needs a@nparameters of this entire
case; through constitutional guarantees & law. N a game.

A: MAKE THE STATE OF ILLINOIS_obey the first amendment redress of
grievancesin this Champaign county courtroom. Return thed@&LM 1414 to
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court (a different judge)/ and require them tati@roceed to its purpose and
demand for law.

B: Establish the foundation of DUE PROCESS, as itgrtains to first
amendment law/ by describing exactly what the judge must una@adt by the
description of his job and his oath.

C: CLEAN THE COURT system of America: By review of reality, in

terms of “HOW a citizen of this nation and this state atied, in court/ without
the aid or education or money applicable to lawyarsl demand JUSTICE, for
all. The court has no authority beyond the law/raust act within the demand of
law; and in particular constitutional law, whereneal interpretation of first
amendment legal rights, can exclude or deny redoesbe people.

This is a clear federal question jurisdiction cagh appropriate pendant
jurisdiction issues

the element of money brought into a case of obvieUARANTEED AND
INHERENT RIGHTS OF LAW, deprived and taken from me, and this nation/
are inestimable. The issues of fraud, and theisahmtent to steal from me both
my right to trial, and my need for mediation innerof a medical billing deemed
and declared to be unfair. The issuance of a ghé®or, in the word

“Neological” that can and will follow me, throughtoany legal question presented
in the future. Issetat $50,000.00 : BECAUSHETCOURT DEMANDS
MONEY, and a minimum: MUST BE IN CONTROVERSY! iBhamount is
then: against the judge of record/ BECAUSE HE DIOT ACT WITHIN THE
LAW, nor did his actions present any aspect ofigest THEREFORE HE
deserves NO protection from the consequences att@on perceived as criminal
in the relationship he chose to establish betweemmd my legal case for first
amendment, and “contractual rights: ( | said amghiut the emergency room/
they said yes we can).” Correct jurisprudenceldallow that constitutional
right and law, are more important than money/ JW&imore important than any
amount added: “but fools” are unaware.

The foundation of fraud, in this case 09LM1414 kshed in
Champaign County Court, under judge Chase Leonladistinguished by the
establishment of tyranny, a purpose called ma&ca mock trial used to harass
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the plaintiff(rules of the court are not laws/ neither do thewtrol justice in the
court: DUE PROCESS does) Are hereby identified as corruption and failure in
the court/ NOT JUSTICE! The denial of a first amendment righior nothing
more than hearsay, and the demand or indictmeafudge who purpose is/
because his words do so prove: TO STEAL FROM METBQAY FIRST
AMENDMENT RIGHT, AND MY FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT
GUARANTEE. With his few words, that are absolytehtrue.

Under the fairness doctrine:412 US 94,111 and under the law 47
U.S.C. 315(a). This demand for justice exteldsublic view/ through the fair
and legitimate broadcasting of public importancewdl be provided by the court.
That cause in controversy Quantified by its relianceon REDRESS OF
GRIEVANCES, and the denial of what affects usadl:an ENTIRE NATION.
Thereby of critical and national importance, whilkk people themselves must
hear. A trial of the court, by which we all, surden our right or opinion, TO be
governed by THE LAW: NOT a judge!

When told to explain what he, the judge; didwmoderstand, the judge
refused/ and in fact “calls me a libelous nam#é’hile | merely ask for a trial by
jury, petitioning for redress of grievances as théaw allows. The declaration of
independence says it best: “we have petitionedefdiress in the most humble
terms; our repeated petitions have been answelgdpmepeated injury.” This is
we, because even though | have begun the petitisnWE THE PEOPLE of this
nation, that provides the answer! Not a politmaswer/ but a legal resolution to
demand accountability, and understanding; froms¢hemployees hired to do the
job we have assigned to them.

THIS UNITED STATES, & the STATE OF IL, PROVEN BY
obstruction, and lies; and the intent of the tthmoughout its levels both state of
IL and nation, is determinetb destroy the law by a monopoly and arrogance:
our first amendment redress of grievancddaintaining “a mock trial” is all that
Is needed to refuse the people their guaranteedthaedent right as the
constitution allows.

For the single purpose, to thwart: A LEGAL RIGHT OF THE
PEOPLE; THE LAW , as is their legal right to redress of grievanceé/hose
function is: DISPLAYING OUR OWNERSHIP of this nadbn, THE
ULTIMATE FORM OF OUR AUTHORITY, as we the people.
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Proving as owners: That, WE THE PEOPLE, shadiide, interrogate,
investigate, and examine/ and receive accountalibin government employees;
as we see fit! Under the constitutional term$ecbOWNER, of this nation called
the United States of America, and its decree oktgawent called DEMOCRACY,;
“Or more simply, democracy is: we the peopleidie within constitutional
boundaries and law"Thereby proving the American fundamental, in its bll of
rights section 2: “that all power is vested in, ad consequently derived from,
the people; that magistrates are their trustees andervants, and at all time
amenable to them.”

THIS FEDERAL COURT, is required to make the stdtd_othrough
its Champaign county courtrooms/ in Urbana@BEY THE LAW, that is the
first amendment redress of grievances. As the UNHD STATES
CONSTITUTION demands, that you shall do.

Due process is not a jokeThe relationship of law to the citizen is
NOT determined by useless rhetoric or incompetsse@ions in techniques/ nor
are outright lies to be tolerated. DUE PROCES&aslaw, according to the
fourteenth amendment qudter deny to any person within its jurisdiction the
equal protection of the laws"That does include protection against harassment,
and failure by any judge.

The court is reminded, that it too is, or morerectly WILL be on trial
here. Because in the review of cases/ this caulftbe found in contradiction to
the law, guilty of obstructionism: regardle$dhe right guaranteed to this and
every citizen, by the constitution of this USA. .€lihredress of grievances! As
will BE, the US appellate court,7district, (and lower courts) through the same
realities of trial and procedures used to guaratibeepeople shall NOT own this
law”. In BRAZEE V. MICHIGAN 241 U.S. 340°*....very generally regulated,
deal with a necessitous class, the members of vanebften dependent on them
for opportunity to earn a livelihood, are not freemove from place to place, and
are often under exceptional economic compulsicactiept such terms as the
agencies offer. We are not judicially ignorantdfat all human experience
teaches, that those so situated are peculiarlyptiey of the unscrupulous and
designing.” Taken at its “breath” to discover the realifyacitizen unversed in
the peculiarities of a courtroom. Given no podsibior most to escape the
constraints of cost. Being unable to find relisegvhere: makes us a prey.
UNLESS clear and critical authority from the peotplemselves, by watching over
the court provides the access needed, and sumerwigirranted for law, to BE
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FAIR.

The functional truth is then: Only the US SUPREME COURT,
can hear this case! Even though they too are ea@d (not a game)/ and must
address the failure of US supreme court case 08-133hey ARE “the judicial
power” of this USA. But they too, are held accaloi¢ by law, by the authority of
WE THE PEOPLE, as owners of this nation: as theid® ROOM for tyrants,
kings, or thieves. Rather according to article 3efUS constitution: “The
judges, both of the supreme and inferior courts]ldiold their offices during
GOOD behavior....”. To avoid any confusion as to whether the supremetco
can hear, their own trial: article 3 section 2 bkshes‘the judicial power shall
extend to all cases in law and equity.The doctrine of freedom, understands the
need for we the people to establish our ownershipi® nation by constitutional
law/ and the court cannot interfere; by oath thexsthprotect and support this
nation and its people, with the law. Its their jddbr can the people evade or
destroy the effects of law as is applied by thesaitution itself, they must use the
law as the constitution designs. The court hagperior duty to insure
compliance with the constitution/ not interpretb@yond its scope: but defend it as
the people would or need for themselves, by realitnat are fair to all/ and equal
In scope to every citizen. The disguise of irral@vand mischievous rules or
conceptions in the court, seek to destroy in tase¢ our constitutional law:
redress of grievances by the first amendment. ‘ath of office, FORBIDS such
a thing/ and any exception or attempt to contra\act from the constitution
OUR LAW, is an act of treason.

As a citizen | am entitled to hear, WHY the lavdenied to me, and to
us all, as a nation under the rule of democradyfid is not the law, then explain
it to me, with LAW. This court is reminded, argcB section 2.1 the judicial
power shall extend to all cases, in law and ecaritging under this
constitution....to controversies to which the Udtitates shall be a party.... and
between a state, or the citizens thereof....” d$sertion of law overrides the
simplicity of McCulloch v. Maryland (1819) and amd what is fundamental and
true about constitutionality/ democracy/ and freadtet the end be legitimate,
let it be within the scope of the constitution, aatl means which are
appropriate, which are plainly adapted to that enalhich are not prohibited, but
consist with the letter and spirit of the constitah, are constitutional”. As we
proceed, this test will be applied. The coureisinded: “it holds a monopoly” in
judicial terms/ and wherever a monopoly exists,tédst of valid and fair DOES
come under the scrutiny of authority. WE THE PE@Rite the authority,
because we are the owners, under constitutionaldgwhe demand called
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democracy. Our authority, IS a constitutional dechbere: “because someone,
has to decide what good behavior is”! A court canadge itself! For where there
Is law designed by justice, rather than a judgeveths also balance, establishing
protection for both sides by the understanding GRBNSTITUTION shall rule/
NOT “simply a judge/ or a president/ or any otheBut the foundations of our
interest and purpose as a nation for life first.

Case HURTADO V. CALIFORNIA 110 U.S. 516, 4 S1CT; 28 L.

Ed, 232 (1884) “Arbitrary power, enforcing its etBdo the injury of the persons
and property of its object, is not law, whether mested as the decree of a
personal monarch or in impersonal multitude. And limitations imposed by our
constitutional law upon the actions of governmebtdh state and national, are
essential to the preservation of public and privagéts,... The enforcement of
these limitations by judicial process is the dew€self-governing communities to
protect the rights of individuals and minorities, &ell against the power of
numbers as against the violence of public agemtssitending the limits of lawful
authority, even when acting in the name and wigldive force of the
government”

the enforcement of limits upon the judiciary by team “good
behavior” is the device of a self-governing natiomprotect itself from the
violence of “any man or set of men, who believe they atéled to exclusive or
separate emoluments or privileges from the commufbtll of rights} section 4

in DE JONGE v. OREGON 299 U.S. 353,57 S. @55,81 L. Ed
278 (1937) “..the more imperative is the need to preserveadtate the
constitutional rights of free speech, free pressl iee assembly in order to
maintain the opportunity for free political discums, to the end that government
may be responsive to the will of the people anti¢dhanges, if desired may be
obtained by peaceful means. Therein lies the gganfrthe republic, the very
foundation of constitutional government.”

While in reality this case today, is a legal aftdr the procurement of a
constitutional right provided by first amendmemnwlaedress is nonetheless the
most peaceful means of discussing change availalbhee people. It is their right,
it is their law; and none may suggest otherwiseabse the constitution itself
describes this to be so. Redress is, whatevgrabple determine it to be, within
constitutional doctrine and declared intent; aslddlie preamble intend to state
and clarify for this nation.

In MINERSVILLE SCHOOL DISTRICT V. GOBITIS 31U.S.

586, 60 S. CT 1010, 84 L. ED. 1375 (1940) The constitution expresses more
than the conviction of the people that democratacpsses must be preserved at

Page 6 of 20



all costs. Itis also an expression of faith ancbmmand that freedom of mind
and spirit must be preserved, which government whsy, if it is to adhere to
that justice and moderation without which no freegrnment can exist.

The question is then: do you, or do you not eswatroom in this
UNITED STATES, adhere to justice, freedom for tle@ple, and the right of
democratic processedReither a robe or a courtroom: makes a judgeauy/*
ruler”. IT IS THE LAW that rules. Itis due process thatules what is fair/f NOT
the opinion or whim of a judge.

EUCLID V. AMBLER REALITY CO. 272 U.S. 365, 7S. CT.

114, 71 L. ED 303 (1926)"...for while the meaning of constitutional guaraes
never varies, the scope of their application mugiaed or contract to meet the
new and different conditions which are constantignag within the fied of their
operation. In a changing world it is impossiblatiit should be otherwise....”

Even though redress of grievances has never beghysthe American
publid itis THEIR LAW, and the day has come!

YICK WO V. HOPKINS 118 U.S. 356, 6 S. CT 1064, 13 ED 220
(1886) “..may be a government of laws and not of melRdr, the very idea that
one man may be compelled to hold his life, or tkams of living, or any material
right essential to the enjoyment of life, at theengill of another, seems to be
intolerable in any country where freedom prevaals being the essence of slavery
itself...”

Any assumption that one single man, can evict arpflom his own
constitutional guarantees, even if it is a pubdiovant sitting as a judge: IS IN
ERROR. Only the law can do that/ and this judge demanded and instructed to
provide the law, or be specific about his complamd within constitutional
boundaries. He provided no such thing.

In terms of constitutional law the reality is sirmapin the first
amendment | am guaranteed the right to petitiorrstin a legal and peaceful
manner to gather together, and by the decisiorvot@, decide: if we believe as
a majority, that it is necessary to ask the comtyuatilarge if we should not
proceed with accountability in our government byaistigation and examination
of the evidence through a court of law. To assumrselves, that NO LIES shall
be given/ or the punishment of such will be sevdelieving truth is our only
defense, our clear and undeniable right, withimoleracy: to protect ourselves,
from our employees of government, when clearlyednexists. Redress is neither
a light or transient decision: thereby acceptascehe responsibility that goes
with this truth: because it is fundamental tettiecision. Legal redress is not “a
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political opinion”/ but rather it is, a demand irstigating, and examining the
evidence of our reality, so that truth will decwbat our future will be/ or what
we must change for ourselves. Establishing whatetvenge we believe is
necessary, is the liberty we fight and/ or die &g our right as owners. This
petition to decide if “we the people”, believe resk is necessary for our nation,
builds upon the steps that identify:WE, do/ or WE do not as a majoritghoose
to do this very thing: as a county/ then as a sthén as a nation, each accepting
the responsibility that this decision applies. lEkoowing, we believe this effort
Is necessary and true; and will have costs. Bechess have a price/ and
accountability is about the lies; that we may tbem the truth, for ourselves!

The court fails.

The fourth amendment guarantees our right to bareéa reality that
cannot be established for millions of people todagreby as a matter of duty,
REDRESS OF GRIEVANCES is necessary. The rightabiave our property or
persons seized; our law in this first amendmaeastiieen seized/ our ability to
defend ourselves from government failure & corroiptiis being tested. We must
defend ourselves/ because it is clear the leadensad protect us, & have failed
our nation.

The court fails.

the fifth amendment states | shall not be deprivieahy property, my
GUARANTEED RIGHTS by the constitution of this USAthout due process of
law. It is not due process to thwart justice ahddence to constitutional decree
as defined by its preamble/ with lies and foolistuendo, whether written in a
book of procedure or not.

The court fails.

The seventh amendment demands: in all controvengyenany
significant value has been established at riskketkgall be a trial, by jury if so
requested.

The court fails.

The ninth amendment demand: allows itself todael, “the rights of a
judge to control his or her courtroom with disan@f shall not be construed to
remove from the citizen due process of law.

The court fails.

The tenth amendment demands: that a first amendmeérdss of
grievances is indeed well within and in fact is ém@/ and no amount of protest by
a government official/ employee can change that.

The court fails.

The thirteenth amendment demands: there shalblstavery, or
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involuntary servitude. Yet wherever the very foatidns of economic survival
for this nation are revealed: the reality is, that employees have traded our
securities for lies/ making the people vulnerablalt manner of tragedy. This
need, this right to intervene before major collapiall the boundaries and hopes
of this people die: is defined by REDRESS OF GRARICES, and our right to
an accounting, its truth, and its responsibiliagesa decision of this people; is
undeniable.

The court fails.

The fourteenth amendment demands: equal protecfithe law. The
law is not an excuse to avoid reality, or desigryi@mid of rhetoric with the clear
intent to evade and disguise a tyrant, or a systielyranny;  withholding the
law from me. | demanded the law/ | got ridicul@dhe seizure of my rights.

The court fails.

The fifteenth amendment demands: none shall bevatldo intervene in
our rights, as a citizen to vote upon what we lvelis fundamental to our nation.
Regardless of how you perceive me, or my causg:right to assemble
peacefully, a petition for legal change, as thestitution provides, for this
people, cannot be denied.

The court fails.

The twenty-sixth amendment demands: that the yshall NOT BE
DENIED the protection of the constitution or thevgrnment simply because of
age. Inreality, the legislatures, and very fouiwhes of male dominated
leadership; have in fact sold the youth and futiréhis nation “to hell, and
Armageddon (nature in chaos)”. With their decisiofVithin the reality of threats
SO pervasive and real, that it is absolutely diirentire world of life can fall to
extinction because of the realities that have lpg@ced against us and life on
earth.

The leadership of america/ the court system fdiisaddition: The first
amendment freedom of the press has failed thismity not providing
information regarding either threats or greeBlecause the court sold itinto the
hands of a “tiny few GREEDY individuals”/ who casaly for themselves! And
that must be changed to its original purpose, ateption for this people from
“the money, which always assaults the people wiezrgreed is allowed”.

Redress is required to resurrect the nation, amecioeach of these
problems: FOR LIFE, for THE FUTURE, and for BHNATION: FIRST!

Not after “the interests of greed, power, or pridegve destroyed a nation and a
world. But here and now,FOR LIFE FIRST, as our decision and right;
NOT “second” to greed or any other purposebut life, happiness, respect, and
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all that gains from the truth: we owe this to oselves, the future, and each
other!

The functional parameter of this lawsuit, preséniethis federal court
IS: a state court judge has declared, in case 0%4M!l a case involving redress
of grievances for the peopl®uote “...plaintiffs complaint is at once prolixli¢d
with unnecessary language or facts) and neoloditted use of words or intent
coined by a psychotic). Indeed, with due respeptaintiff, the complaint is
simply incomprehensible from a legal standpoiniThis judge continues his lies,
by rewriting my words regarding service renderethuilds my complaint to serve
his needs/ attempts to suggest it is not withirahiority to allow a jury to call
for a county vote as to whether “we this peoplé&@dd ask the others for
REDRESS OF GRIEVANCES as a natioftt is clear, he will not be deterred
from this intended escape of the law. The assedidhe judge makes it boldly
clear: that no amount of refiling shall make aeliénce/ the judge refuses to be
specific or use the law in his decision; but meagynplains “he don't like the
words”. Rather “the use of, bastard’s in the coantillinois law 735 ILCS 5/2-
603is offered as the substance allowing him to distmesconstitutional rights of
redress of grievances/ a first amendment demand tygocourtProving, by case
management as filed by the plaintiff: it don’ttbea what will be provided/ this
judge demands: THIS FIRST AMENDMENT REDRESS OFIBRANCES
SHALL NOT STAND. Which brings the call of ttar within this courtroom.
Because plain, concise, and clear are provableiurbic venue that would
include school age children over the age of 1Zhe case is plain and simple; we
the people deserve our say, in healthcare, in atlers of threat as we decide: in
court, with accountability over, and investigatmi our employees. As the law
allows by redress of grievances/ our first amendmght. WE ARE THE
OWNERS, NOT YOU.

Case management requires: that this judge be betnhatable for his
words! That his assertion CANNOT understand, e bp to review; by
demanding as a judge whose entire job it is, tallde to comprehend the words of
another: shall require him to admit and defend/HAT DO YOU
UNDERSTAND! Because if indeed he is unable to poghend what he states to
be“plaintiff is intelligent and has command of Endlis Then he cannot be a
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judge, because he fails the primary test of a juddker in comprehension/ or in
truth! If he cannot comprehend, then his abilgyagudge/ his job is compromised
and he fails the people. If instead he proveswunght LIAR, then he fails the

law, the people, and this nation as a represeefadivd must be evicted, held to
the consequences of perjury; and pursued for ih@ral actions of stealing from
me my/ our GUARANTEED RIGHTS, as a nation. And guaranteed right by
the law of DUE PROCESS.

Redress of grievances is not a game/ it is ouln ista democracy;
wherein the people have their own say in timegigf NOT a vote for you to
vote for me, or me to vote for yoINSTEAD a vote on the major issues that we
have decided for ourselves to control and decide &3 what the law shall be in
this United States of America. If that is what we so choose with regard to
redress and our right as owners of this land. NG mdised by conceptions
of “rulers and slaves”/ but a free people, who dlaright to their decision as a
nation, on the laws and their employees. Becaus€&dUR NATION, not yours,
as “the employee”: that failure to provide ourtfianendment right of redress:
would signify theft of a nation, our ownership, oight to decide; called
Democracy.

Authority means, quote: “The permission or podelegated to
another” . We then ask, WHO has the ultimate raftdecision for this nation:
the court/ the government employee/ we the peaplednstitutional law & the
intent for democracy: (governing the nation by mglividual vote)?

The CORRECT ANSWER IS: that the constitutional lawand intent
for true democracy DOES HAVE THE ULTIMATE AUTHORITY , to decide
for this nation as we the people under law.That law, to prove democracy and
ownership for, we the people: is the first amendmedress of grievances. The
petition started in the lower State of IL case 0944, champaign county court,
Urbana IL judge Chase Leonhard IS THE FUNCTIONINBARITY: Of a true
and real establishment of that very law called frmendment redress of
grievances/ by petitioning the people through the to come together by
decision; and accept the task of determining what is not in the best interest of
this nation by direct vote of the people themselié® fact that we are in national
crisis is NOT in dispute/ therefore the time faistlaw is now.

Judge Leonhard uses his authority to sit on thichgover this trial in
the malicious abuse of DUE PROCESS, with the algant to control access in
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this court & to the preliminary legal petition need for WE THE PEOPLE, to
have our say. At a time when there can be absgliel ROOM for doubt, that an
accounting of our government employees must be deeth created, and
governed by a vote for OURSELVES, an acceptant¢keofesponsibility required
to save ourselves from worse. On the issues that plagued/ do plague/ or will
plague this nation, as we decide. Those threatsieg crisis across this land, and
are clearly beyond our employees, ability to solVais is our nation/ this is our
state/ this is OUR LIVES/ and this is OUR RIGHT BXW, according to the
first amendment of the United States of America.

Let me be clear: that the judge used determinatineh are wholly
and completely inconsistent with the facts. Assgrtleductions or assumptions
which are an absolute abuse of his discretion ta@dtandards common or
necessary to a courtroom of law, wherein justibe ‘fharriage of law and fair play
through equal treatment” lives. The arbitrary asse, “that this is his
courtroom”/ IS ABSOLUTELY TRAITOROUS to this nationAS IT
BELONGS, TO WE THE PEOPLE! No judge owns a countnod is OURS! The
challenge is made, in this courtroom, to declarewtise, and prove it.
Therefore the term liar, when the intent is to Wadhd a guaranteed right of the
American citizen, and we the people; is held upieav. Itis OUR LAW, thereby
it is our right/ and no judge is authorized to watid the law. This was not a
capricious act/ as this judge was given twice, ftileange of exactly what would
be expected of him. Creating a full & equal oppoity to change his mind/ by
obeying the law, and his duty. He has declineddpcing the means to describe
his decision as completely UNFAIR, and without ldgaunds. That means in
true legal terms:HE HAS stepped outside his robe/ his authority as pudge/
and comes under the terms of CRIMINAL PROSECUTION.

The clear and literal reality, of a man whose dateation and position
Is: to STEAL FROM ME, by right to guaranteed legeocess/ TO CHEAT ME
from the guarantees and authority of law and naama TO LIE to me, with
regard to what is fundamentally and functionally@GA&. DUE PROCESS in this
state and nation. These rights for both me aisdnédtion, that cannot be
underestimated in value. He has attacked! Paatilyuin this day, & at this time,
when the process of determining whether or notLONG LIST OF THREATS
MADE AGAINST THIS NATION, STATE AND WORLD, will grant our future
to survive; or not. Fundamentally questioning ileetwe shall starve, or thirst, or
face horrendous consequences or whatever the fcostrent realities shall be. It
IS our right to understand, it is our right to guicihe duty of knowledge and
adhere to the preservation of our lives, our natoam world, and the children, by
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assessing our reality and truth, through accoulitiabind the examination of
evidence. AND OUR OWN DECISION BY VOTE, as a natidt is our right to
decide these things for ourselves/ it is a trahat demands, “we shall not have
this law”.

This judge stands against WE THE PEOPLE, and mwi#sn the terms
of tyrant; such that we should just die/ becawsavishes to pretend “god over
us”.

There ARE penalties for that, in this nation. rixgnal trial
discovering what is it worth: to destroy our laamd terrorize our people with

treason, leaving them open to destruction.

THIS COURT: is instructed to obey the constitutioal first
amendment law, and establish trial 09LM1414 as thguarantees of the
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA demand. Allowing the jury to have their
say, and if yes then the county and state. Themistbn is: to ask the county/ by
vote the county asks the state/ and by vote the atks the nation as a whole: if
we the people, shall demand our inherent righedfess by the first amendment.
THESE ARE THE WAYS OF A LEGAL PETITION in first amement redress
of grievances/ and there is no law, or precedentase to suggest otherwise! It
IS not a request, it is the law. This is a petitod law, the working parameter of
ownership in democracy, as we the people.

THIS COURT: is instructed to establish, whethafusion in the
champaign county courthouse existed, to deny tortation: “WE THE
PEOPLE” OUR GUARANTEED RIGHTS, AND FIRST AMENDENT
LAW. Treason, is a serious charge.

THIS COURT: IS REQUIRED to assemble and createseeveof all
cases presented throughout the various levelsegtithiciary in this UNITED
STATES OF AMERICA; by the litigant JAMES FRANRSTERBUR
(JAMES F. OSTERBUR) wherein an issue of redreggielvances was created;
and establish whether there is justice in the co®t if THERE IS A PATTERN
in the courthouses of america, whereby the conspwéthe court to deny to this
people, in this UNITED STATES OF AMERICA; the thuof who we are, as a
democracy. Either determined by the law and tlogleés right to justice/ or
corruption in the court. In truth, that patterrsladready been established in the
simple fact: not one single trial, or beginnirfgraal can be found establishing
this first amendment legal right. In the historytlois nation/ it is without doubt
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“someone asked, demanded”.

The question then is: Who is the power of thigllahe people or the
employee? The court is accused of: taking our GANTEED RIGHTS away,
with endless excuses/ avoiding fair play and jestioy playing games instead of
working for life. The question to the court iISWHAT IS “GOOD BEHAVIOR/
because the constitution does NOT say any behauficdo™ In the legal setting
of a courtroom where lives and property are atestakthere not a demand for
FAIR PLAY? Because without good behavior DUE PROCESS is meredy
game. The authority of ownership, the reality of posses, the purpose of the
law, and the demand for democracy are all:  @rypof the people. OUR
RIGHTS, not yours. Our desire for justice/ YOUR DYJ Our democracy/ your
job. Our authority over this nation/ your swomttloto protect. Fails without
good behavior/ and this case is determined to defimd create exactly what that
good behavior is, or is not.

The finding in case 09LM1414 being: if the reqabof due process
by malicious abuse in the judiciary, is allowecheh does that not cause to say:
not only is this reckless disregard for the lavirath, but an UNDUE authority,
not governed by judicial immunity. The questibert: is it a traitorous act, when
the foundations of a nation were deliberately unuleed? The removal of a
first amendment law and its purpose in allowing thepeople to protect
themselves, from their own employees: IS NOT an albrity given the court/
in any level or venuelt is an authority given to the peopl®ver their nation.

The courts job is to support the law, and priotiee people, by

adhering to constitutional demands. THE DAMAGE GHRAIT TREASON,
failing to defend the securities and purposes jpleyiby constitutional demand on
our employees. BEING CLEARLY VIEWED TODAYIn the reality of very
many lives in crisiswith more to come. A nation buried in debt, faduand
threats! A citizen and thereby a nation: being turned awayfrom our legal
right to intervene as owners should we so declareThis case 09LM1414,
through the presentation of a petition (its procativotes as have been described)
in court, by which we the people demand to be he&aaditeral right by law, of
the people intended to protect themselves. Nainaeg a recognition in failure;
and the assertion WE MUST, because our employeesta

The court is reminded: that justice is its “missiorife”/ therefore a
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review of all cases, to determine and distinguisiatws or was functionally
FAIR PLAY, EQUAL OR BALANCED, AND HONEST JUSTICE as the
people themselves would agree. Did the court gt pases “DO their job
correctly, or with honest intent for justice”. Dildey succeed in pressing for fair
play, equal rights, democracy, or the assertionrieed assistance within the law
that protects us all’? Do the cases representédrtt, establish a court system
either OBEYING THE LAW, or failing the people. Ooés it produce a court
system controlled for the benefit of the lawyengfémoving any and all
possibility of honest representation by the publi©iat answer is already
provided, by the exorbitant prices charged as faép fees”. A review of many
more cases should follow, when it is determingtie court is failing this USA,
because it protects the power, the pride, and the omey instead of the people.
IT controls the people/ rather than controlling powver the peoplas is its job.
The entire constitution, the bill of rights, ane ttheclaration of independence is
about controlling those who would choose, poweardkie people. The court is
accused: in opposition to that fact/ thereby amdntally and criminally in
confrontation with WE THE PEOPLE, of this Unitechg&ts of America.

The investigation of cases is necessary, andtap#ris trial, because
corruption and conspiracy in the courthouse IS RYESERIOUS MATTER to
this nation/ every nation. | must obey the lawtf $mmust every employee of
government obey the same law; with more vigor, ué&eir sworn oath! The
reality of asserting the path of a single individwathout the benefit of a legal
education, throughout the process; DOES reprdékermneality of courtroom
covenants, either kept or abandoned, in this UBlerefore they are to be
construed liberally, as the procedural instructitmsevery judge, in the matter of
a pro se litigant is intended to be These triats)(establish a truth about the
court, and its judges, in this state of IL/ USAtheir relationship with power over
the people. That is literal and clear.

One could say: Is the court not grateful for tday in the sunlight”?
Do you not wish “the accolades” worthy of a peaideng their duty? Then surely
you agree; What a good thing. “Let the courpleased/ or corrected, because it
IS necessary”. Its your job, “to be open, and’fagrit not. Prove your reality, as
the providers of our legal reality: 1S GOOD BEWWR!

THE COURT IS REMINDED: what the people intend to hear: __is

for JUSTICE, FAIR PLAY, EQUALITY, AND EQUITY regard ing every
decision! THAT is what we want/ and that is what we DO pay for! Its your
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job.

Therefore the games of the court, including the indentals of
procedure/ the assertion or assumption of precedefthe laws inferior to the
US CONSTITUTIONY/ or the intent of process that is NDT in submission to
OUR DECLARED RIGHTS OR REALITY as described by the preamble of
our government: this constitution of the United $ates of America! Are not
allowed!

INSTEAD our constitution, the declaration of indepelence, and the
bill of rights: IS OUR GOVERNMENT! IS to be recogmed as our
government!

Because these bind us all together as one natioamagreement: by
the terms ACCEPTED as WE THE PEOPLE. The descrigbns: that this is
who we shall be together! It is the words accepde that governments are
born from. It is the guarantees of freedom, juste, and equality; that give
us the desire to fight and die for this nation. In democracy there are no rulers:
NO temporary employee, who promises, propagatedsstadies/ that we are
required to die for. We fight for ourselves, besmit is OUR NATION!

But we must learn: the law is more powerful than riers, any ruler!
And our assertion, that this will be justice for ou land, AS WE THE
PEOPLE. Cannot be denied! Because in the endevare the power/ because
we are the people who do the work, and make this ety alive. We, are the
soldier/ we are the money/ we are the owners/ weaeahe resource. Through
the law, WE WILL RULE THE NATION. As true dem ocracy, chosen by
vote/ enacted by those hired to “do our will”. Redess is the authority of
ownership, by accountability; the refusal to provice redress to this people, is a
war against democracy. Substantial and real goveing, is the assembly of
what is real, by investigating the evidence/ and pwing what the future will
be. No gambling, No assumptions, No acceptancefaflure: TRUTH
DECIDES!

In the reality of men, the disciplines that sefreg, are also entitled to
enslave us/ the world and work of government, @emson past the door of
poverty for most; but built upon those who must doe be used, abused, or
discarded. That is the way of men, to play gam#és he. Within the freedoms
of truth, are the compositions discovered when batle and pride are removed to
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reveal a new and different way. The challeng&isake what is precious, and not
assume itis less. The challenge is, to belieatlite is the greatest treasure in
this universe, and not accept less. The challenyde understand the value of a
life competes with the reality of its competitidnt that does not mean it has less
value. The challenge of an identity: accepts #@silon | make, IS the life | am!
The patrticipation of justice in every life, assignghe living: “the definition of
me”/ demands from the dying, “run away, hide, ojuzkyed”. We are the essence
of life in this world, by the comprehension andli#gpto affect or afflict the reality
of our existence by the distinctions of our deagisi®Ve are, the ability of life to
survive or die upon this planet; because we haamad the power to kill. There
are no resolutions either in hope, happiness,sprae/ where there is no justice.
There are no boundaries which bring peace and mrmathout the element and
essence of law/ because humanity, or more partlgyklarge percentage of) men
do not see the value of life, without war or gamé&kerefrom the participation of
women, identifies and creates “a new way, and ametinod” upon which the
survival of this planet shall be decided. Becawusare so many people, the old
ways of war and games for money have died; owwWe Trial is created, to
discover and define the elemental path of lifeyagyo forward to meet the crisis
of what men have done. The reality and consequein@emen as leaders,
defined by their gender/ and her own ways must edpBecause major war is
death, to this planet/ and every threat we facgtasped with the words
“extermination, if we fail”. The nineteenfimendment states, “leadership and
the mantle of decision, cannot be denied due tpsgeecifically female”. It is the
life inside that matters/ not the gender. But gemdalities identify true
differences, and reality adjusts because of tlat fahe reality of this day, and
this hour is: without change, our truth has onlg oesult/ we will not survive.

WE MUST, HAVE DIFFERENT!

Therefore the terms of “our government”/ and itgten instruction;
Shall rule this process and this trial. WITHIN ttreical construction, that
democracy means WE THE PEOPLE/ not you the employd HIN this simple
truth, you must arise: there is NO supremacy is tiation. Not for the citizen/
not for the judge/ not for the president, no ol¢E ARE EQUALS, apart from
you (leaders of the work) have sworn: to uphbkllaw, by defending the
people, THE LAW, and the constitution/ or face gees. You must decide for
yourselves, as a nation: if you will face youwtlr, and respect prove: your lives
will accept what reality now demands is necessasutvive. None can stop you.
None can make you. Either you choose to undergtenceality and
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consequences of serious threat and destructionstgaiu/ or life fails. Believe it
or not. There is no going back, past the pointmfeturn/ that point comes in
years at the maximum/ NOT decades! It may well ilg omonths. TRUE AND
LITERAL CHANGE IS COMING/ one way or the other, yoonly decision is to
participate in one direction or the other. Becatlsange will not be denied. IF
YOU stand up for life, | will stand with you/ andewvill not be denied our say;
and our right to choose. But if you do not stapdar the simple purpose of life
first, and the demand: TO KNOW THE TRUTH, about oation/ our future/
and our world. Then | will abandon you, to theefgbu have chosen, to the reality
of no mercy at all. Prove yourself now! Prow,life/ or don’t care enough!
MAKE YOUR DECISION!

Because the possibility exists

The people are reminded: behind closed doors, thetcoes whatever
it pleases, making up any situation it desires, dachanding adherence to
whatever it says. Because after all, “who, can saprove different”!
THEREFORE CLEAR AND CERTAIN DEMAND SHALL EXIST, to open
every “door, and turn on every light, and invite exery media which demands a
seat”. When and where trial beging!bring no weapons/ | bring no cause for a
conviction against me in any conceivable way. llllva walking for peace and the
purpose of law; and nothing will change that. Reliss of what you may or may
not hear. Should | die, this is a national issue calledeed by the first
amendment; and can be carried on by those who &dodiand describe actions
that are concurrent with the term, and basis oppse called: “Life first”, for this
world!

The people are allowed: having given you thedyasid keys of
REDRESS OF GRIEVANCES, to choose for themselvdse rgality of our
employees, is to be considered / NOT our “goverrithebut those who are
employed for a specific reason, with a distinctjoldlo. WE ARE THE
OWNERS! Our government as a function in realitg: the three main
constitutional documents sustained and createldeadnited States of America:
the constitution/ the bill of rights, and the deat&on of independence. Our
“‘employees”, are “Our employees.”

Should you find it necessary to go on for yourssivet there be
thousands of filings across this nation. Keepniipte! Demand a redress trial,
within the reality of accounting and examinatiortlod facts: Because of this
crisis, this threat, this need, or whatever ihisttyou believe must be addressed.
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Let the court respond/ and the people decide aooglyd BUT as this case is
already conceived for that purpose; “Give itdfsnce to succeed first”. It does
no one good, to create confusion. The abovedediout proving to the court:
WE WILL, HAVE OUR LAW!

YOU may use thehatroom providedvww.justtalking3.info for that
purpose, establishing the results and organizingeasssary. To discuss the links:
“THE LIST’ of threats assembled there, talking points$; in relation to trial.

And elsewhere, in the “justtalking.info sefied web sites | have prepared. Or
other topics/ | will NOT be participating in anyathor chat room. Some
contributionsmay be necessary due to the potential volume @f diatribution.
Unless otherwise instructed, by you; any contrdrutould also be used for the
purpose of this trial, and/ or advertizing saidltacross the nation. Including the
other supporting web sites that | did create.

The list of those cases involving this plaintiffs found on the
following web sites; and shall constitute a valrdgentation; as various courts in
hiding their crimes; threw some of the casesfdavay.

Www.justtalking3.info 09LM1414 Champaign county court

This case, being resolved “todayinvolving the relationship between medicine
and citizen, WAS expanded to include: as defimedoney and health issues
between the citizen and the healthcare industsdré&ss to resolve, was
demanded.

The judge falsified his decision with fraud; andmissed.

The conclusion of that court, being in shértcases such as these are
not uncommon. They often present a blinding blodrchaff... ..this ruling only
addresses the present form of plaintiff's complainthe court does not
understand the plaintiff's claims,..”

My response PROVE IT WITH LAW! Be specific abduthat you
don’t understand”.

The reality: even this judge admits, “the courtreoonly shits on the
citizen”, and cares nothing, for the law or justioeright.

www.justtalking2.info US supreme court 08-133
A case demanding the US SUPREME COURT must answer the
guestion, will you obey the first amendment redref grievances lawMaving
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been docketed (all procedural requirements met) ahpaid for: the ruling
and signature, of a judge is required.

the circuit clerk instead responds: case disrdisse

My response: this is anarchy and treason becauisetlite law..., and the
law does not allow for “just cause | don’t want tborhese are NOT our rulers!
They are OUR employees!

Www.justtalking.info Are several more cases

the trial abstract of cases foundnatw.trialforlife.info/ wherein the first assembly
of:  OUR first amendment redress of grievancksHR'S, took place. Contain
several more/ including issues with citf= the links are not working in this file,
the filings are listed as items as you go downpthge.
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