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The elemental task set before the appellate cetotprove DUE
PROCESS existed in this trial. To prove, that ttusonal first amendment right
called redress of grievances/ and it support irfittteguarantee of the state of IL
constitution are LAW, and not merely fraud. Toywdhe foundation of a jury, it
true and real purpose is to decide for societyfjtadat is justice and fair play;
apart from, or in association with inconsequemntigs; as they see fit. To prove
that judicial intervention, which limits a jury severely: that it has NO right or
opportunity to choose for society itself: IS IN FAGmpering with that jury. To
prove what is justice & fair in terms of financfnalty: MUST include a
reference and a reality that is consistent withitlseme or assets or both of the
individual: or it cannot be fair/ thereby represegtan undue burden on the poor.

What is due, to me: is each and every guarantéeeafonstitution as
written/ and interpreted in fair and deliberateote8on with the purposes of the
preamble of these documents so as to establighutine of what was promised.
That is the guarantee, the constitution, our deawcgives to me. The failure to
provide it/ the failure to document and establisteBberate accounting of what
redress of grievances does represent or guaramteadh and every citizen is
rebellion against “we the people”. Either we amamnteed, or we are not/ that is
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NOT a judicial discretion/ it is law: therefore a fundamental citizen right.
Therefore the failure to establish the law/ theisef to identify that law in its
proper context with the constitutions both state aation: is an illegal action, that
constitutes treason. The court conspires to withhts representatives deny, and
seek to destroy this law of this land. 302 US.3TBe preamble of these
constitutions identifies the legal substance angeganental objectives of “we the
people”. Or more simply, the legal/ governmendald democratic foundations for
this interpretation has been laid. The compeliirigrest, is accountability to WE
THE PEOPLE, as the true, sovereign, and delibenateers of this state and
nation.

The essence of process with regard to what is d@edmes: WHAT IS
FAIR! 237 U.S. 309. The foundation of this apls this case extending from
Champaign county 2011 TR 022442 understands, migttioe considerations
established above: but the truth of a litiganbwlas assembled a jury to decide
and determine redress of grievances in the mdttatpertain to EXTREME
THREATS, and BLIND ARROGANCE. A governmental effar allowance that
gambles with every life on earth. A governmengallity that has bankrupted both
this state and nation. A reality of failure sorerte by governmental workers,
that our future as life on earth can be declareg il become extinct” if these
things are not corrected. Therefore our emplogeesiot only protecting
terrorists/ they have aligned themselves with astithat are in fact the essence of
terrorism: which is, “we DON'T give a damn aboutmy, or you”. And so on,
as established by trial filing. The judge consideré’Redress is not welcome
here/ not understood or accepted here/ and ifatasght up to the jury; contempt
shall be issued”. Redress is accountability: twei@ur decision as a society,
under the influence of trustworthy knowledge acchshed. NOT THEORIES/
but facts identified. A reality of chosen secwastifor life and society first/ NOT
gambling with our lives, but protecting them. Asgenario that can end with life
on earth being destroyed: IS GAMBLING/ and it does matter how confident
you are it can’'t happemHAT IS, simply treachery! It is an unacceptable risk,
unless WE THE PEOPLE do so choose it, being fuifgrnmed, for ourselves!

Our lives, are not your toys. 397 U.S. 254, 263-2THE DEMAND:
RESPECT OUR LIVES, OUR OWNERSHIP OF THIS DEMOCRACY!

The elemental demand is for justice, the foundatipon which every
society depends: you CANNOT simply take what w@unt, from me or us. The
critical creation of an oath of office which is dangded upon all high ranking
officials is: OBEY the constitution. Choose fm, LIFE, AND A FUTURE, that
will endure 341 U.S. 123, 162-163. In all dabsive realities of our existence
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in this time as this nation: our employees ha#ed. Threatening us, discarding
life and the children/ choosing evolution as thegren which governs this nation
instead of truth. Ending with the failure to renag everything necessary for life
to survive, by the consequence of slightly lesserdts. Choosing instead: with
all manner of chaos and death; the demand “theylegngod/ establishing they
can enslave/ forming the basis and weapons foravat;n all ways working to
destroy the nation itself. From absolute insanitg aelfishness.

Therefore we MUST have redress, as the law alle. The
investigation of facts/ the foundation of evidencand penalty to establish the
truth: and the recognition, that only WE THE PEOPLE. Are allowed to
gamble with our lives, by vote.YOU are NOT. Redress elevates this summary
of concerns to a question before this people;Heirtdecision: as representatives
of us all. A jury/ NOT a politician. A legal righnot a political one; so says the
constitution itself.

Redress establishes democracy as our right to ehaathin constitutional
legal definitions as presented by: its preamible/bill of rights/ and the
declaration of independence; as is our contradt witrselves, and those we
employ to do the work of governing. As we chodeeall of society, by vote.

Or more simply: WE THE PEOPLE, enforced!

THE ILLINOIS CONSTITUTION.

The contract, by definition: its purpose for outure, the instructions to
our employees, is the preamble: “We, the peoplen order to provide for the
health, safety and welfare of the people; maintairepresentative and orderly
government; eliminate poverty and inequalitysuwae legal, social and
economic justice; provide opportunity for the &gt development of the
individual; insure domestic tranquility; providerfthe common defense; and
secure the blessings of liberty to ourselvesamdposterity.....”

The guarantees:
Sec. 12. Every person shall find a certain remedlye laws for all

injuries and wrongs which he receivebitoperson, privacy

, property or reputation. He shall obtaistice by law,

freely, completely, and promptly.

ARGUMENT 1:

When being WRONG means:this world is dead, no possibility of “a
second chance’/ then every life HAS A RIGHT tontwelved. A legal right to BE
INFORMED; and decide to sayNO, is our right as democracy”THOSE
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WHO HIDE, AID OR ABET; “TERRORISTS” become guiltyf the same!
There is no reality of truth, wherein being wrorgpat your theories,
assumptions, arrogance, fantasies, delusions, layioeis fervor as is evolution:
can end as life on earth destroyed: WHEN THIS NERRORISM.

THERE IS NO GREATER INJURY: than to be threatengd,the true and real
means, weapons, or madness: that is destroyingaure, by mutilation/ our
planet, with energy experiments that demand to gta/ our everything needed
to survive:WITHOUT our consent No greater risk to life, society, the future of
every child and every individual: than to gambléhmverything on earthywe
need to survive. The reality simply: a demand w"satan (destroyer of life)”.
Religious or not, it is the only word that fits.

That fact demands: an investigation/ the examimatibfacts, within the
reality of a truth that cannot be denied/ and theac determination of a people
who must then choose for themselvEisere can be NOTHING LESShan a
true and impartial jury: to hear this grievancengthen decide for society itself.

Or there is NO democracylt is merely fraud/ or organized crime.

Sec. 5. The people have the right to assemldepeaceable manner,

to consult for the common good, to makewn their opinions

to their representatives and to applyéniress of grievances.
ARGUMENT 2:
In this trial, the reality and the words of the tid States Constitution control/ its
first amendment IS THE AUTHORITY. Because thek®isauthority of a state to
override the constitution of this natiohat given its proper respect
understands: that section 5 of the IL constitutaius only. That to properly
comply with the IL legislaturdT IS THEY who must prosecute REDRESS OF
GRIEVANCES/when the people do so decide to take their emetoieetrial. An
opinion is not the law/ REDRESS OF GRIEVANCES IE IAW, OF THIS
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA.

IN the “criminal court hearing” as this case wasa#ed by the judge
himself. A reality constituting slander, and wjtligment; then libelous based
upon “the crime”.

This trial transgresses over the line in so maaysythat an appeal is not
only necessary, it is a duty.

Quote: UShill of rights section 3, “that government is, or ought to be,
instituted for the common benefit, protection, aedurity of the people, nation, or
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community; of all the various modes and forms afegoment, that is best which

is capable of producing the greatest degree of ireggs and safety, and is most
effectually secured against the danger of mal -adstriation; and that, when any
government shall be found inadequate or contrarth&se purposes, a majority of
the community hath an indubitable, inalienable, arfdasible right to reform,
alter, or abolish it, in such manner as shall bdged most conducive to the public
weal.”

The questions presented are:
1. Is the constitution the legal law of this latfds state. Or more simply: IS THE
CONSTITUTION THE LAW, “what must be obeyed, BY EVERitizen,
including the judge”?

Answer: the oath of office/ you do so swear; @oit is.
2. Is the constitution valid, and authorized terover this state and nation; by
all means necessary; including over the court?

Answer: the legislature and the governor/ pragiD SIGN INTO
LAW, and accept, authorizing this constitution las toundation of our
democracy. The LEGAL ARM of our democracy, bytsrds, guarantees,
restrictions upon our employees, and rights guaegthto each and every citizen.
3. Is it criminal contempt, an open rebellioniaghour democracy; in a court of
law: to vacate and violate the sovereign trutht tha constitution AS WRITTEN,;
rules here, and NOT the employee? Establishirgylgi¢hat every law written
SHALL be obeyed: as is redress of grievances; btate and nationls it not, a
demand upon the policing bodies to arrest anyonia clear violation of the law.
To find guilty anyone: using that decision to pagpte, abuse, damage and
Initiate/ or continue, the deliberate destructigaiast our democracy itself? By
removing the very laws which protect us all. listhot: Choosing terrorists and
rebellion, instead of democracy in action? The guestion being: did this
judge OBEY THE CONSTITUTION, by denying redresggoevances exists/ or
did he not?

Answer: WE THE PEOPLE, shall decide. We arealveers here/ it is
OUR DEMOCRACY, and this is our employee: NOT “outer”.
4. IS IT, criminal trespass, and deliberate crahgonspiracy to, “form a barrier
of rules and a compounding derivative action: 138Nd 257, 259; to deny the
rights that do belong towe the people? WE ARE, “the stockholders” in this
enterprise called democracy. We are the peoplehaiie contracted our
employees to do, “a very specific job” by contractO UPHOLD AND OBEY
OUR CONSTITUTION, thereby respecting and defencing DEMOCRACY.
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We are the owners, and we do demand the duty yeei $waorn: is our right to
uphold/ our authority to decide if you failed toelkeyour oath.

Answer: any organizationbent upon ruling over the constitution itself/
rather than obeying it as they are sworn to dongpwes to overrule the
constitution, to deny our democracy/ regardlegheflaw we depend upon, as its
foundation for our democracy, as is defined byguaranteed rights and respect
for its sovereign authority over us alliS CRIMINAL.

5. IS due process, 302 U.S.319: The referralditial review unto the
legislatures of both state and federal governaasé¢hese created the laws, and
they subjected themselves, or were subjected byahes, to constitutional
review. Therefore itis NOW TIME to establish wihet the courts HAVE
INDEED upheld the purpose, the passions, and theeplure that is lawful created
by legislature, and is within the meaning of thedavhich they did establish, by
amendment or other; as our constitution? THEREEOHE PROSECUTORS
of the judiciary as we investigate their behavesour employees: against the
will of this people/ as defined by the law thabig constitution.

Answer: itis indeed time to refer and creatddhaed government”/ by
establishing in this case: the accusation, afraical conspiracy within the court
system of americato deny constitutional law/ both state and nation.lt is the
judiciary that is charged with the act of rebelliagainst we the people. Through
their own deliberate and dedicated refusal to ackedge or accept OUR LAWS,
as defined by the constitution itself, through esdrof grievances; both state and
nation. It is our right, to see it “full scalel Aghts on/ with absolute integrity
showing on all sides: or penalties in place”. &aéhority called WE THE
PEOPLE, in defense of our democracy.

Let the courtroom evidence, provided by Jamesstei®ur, as the
litigation of cases past and presenfirove the truth. Let the clear, critical, and
certain realities involved with REDRESS OF GRIEVABRE be limited to plain
and simple: did you the judiciary OBEY THE LAW?

6. Isjustice, or action by our employees on our belifa the demand that every
penalty SHALL “fit the crime”; the purpose of daand every courtroom in this
state or nation?

Answer: let the people decide.

7. s fair play, the critical reality of a jury being allowed to establish
“THEIR DECISION”;  an association with the realities and facts assedi
with the penalty, or not? Thereby constructingfet: we, the people; do
understand that the rule is not enough, the judgdOT god/ nor ruler”.
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Therefore a rule is not the law/ rather the coustn itself IS the law, and a rule
nothing more than “ a suggestion”/ WHERE FREEDOM &EALITY intervene
as the demand “I, didn’t threaten or risk anythioiganyone”. The question
called right of authority, then exists: Where fresddoes not rule?

As established in this case 2011 TR 022442 thayedltrial begins: by
the definition, “running through a stop sign at oniée per hour”: 95% of the
rule existed as obeyedand one hundred percent of the law (didn’t threatesk,
or harm,) is establishedThe freedom, to understand the lagon’t risk, or
require of others what they refuse to do, did rastipipate inwas upheld; by the
knowledge: THIS IS “common practice”, in most ofalAmerica/ state of IL;
and its small towns. The rule excessively appliegthoved freedom. The rule,
by its definition DOES NOT/ IS NOT substantiallyexked, the purpose of safety:
by this practice. Because none can prove, a greatety could have been had, in
any other way. Rather the purpose of this actigrihts police officer: MUST BE
EXAMINED, to determine if indeed this situation doeot represent a trap, either
implemented by the police officer or the city oféils/ for the purpose of
collecting extortion, by targeting “society, as oppd to themselves”.

Answer: the judge is nothing more than a citiedro swore, “to obey the
constitution: the demand for freedom; the deferistemocracy”. The purpose of
a judiciary is to providgustice to the peopleby understanding their liberty: is in
practice the difference between whether you risgamble with our lives. As
everything else that does not take from me, i€adom allowed to you. A jury,
by its own knowledge of society/ is granted to iméme where they choose in fact
“common practice/ what we decide for ourselves’nat. The question of a rule
Is used, to understand the basis for a deci®@1 to create a ruler. A ruler
created, IS THE DENIAL OF WE THE PEOPLE/ and must exist in the
courtroom of WE THE PEOPLE. Reality, by its truthused to demand
democracy itself; as is the guarantees of a caontistit. Those who consider our
laws to be, “irrelevant and worthless”; only théendecides. CANNOT be judge/
That is tyranny.

8. IS DUE PROCESS, the lifting of society; wheratlymembers may learn what
IS necessary for their survival. 1S DUE PROCES®®&egerein all matters to be
discussed in this trial, “WERE sufficiently filediell in advance of the court
date, denied? The substance and intent called BFESBR et the people
investigate/ examine/ demand accountability/ ardd#e what is or is not OUR
DEMOCRACY. Our authority to decide who and what & gambled or
destroyed by those employed or given “monies dnaitly in our name”. As
proven by the filings in this trial: the prosecutid/ERE, given more than enough
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opportunity to contest prior to this trial. WithtON' ONE WORD, filed in
advance, or suggested by the prosecution thatléenlge would exist. With
legally assembled representatives of the peoplestanding: A constitutional
guarantee from both state and nation WAS DEMANDED. That I, a citizen
so guaranteed: SHALL have my LEGAL right/ my critical grievance aigst
these threats, established by exhibits and woBis.given their opportunity as
provided by constitutional law. To the jury for their own decision/ as
representatives of our society, “legally assembled”

In the presence of those who did represent ouesoas WE THE
PEOPLE. | am not only denied/ but threatened wathtempt, by the judge with
regard to REDRESS: twice.

Answer: Where is my constitutional guaranteed righdUR RIGHT
ESTABLISHED BY our own, LAW?

9. OUR AGREEMENT as a people, is held under th@ractual demands of a
US constitutional preamble. Or more simply “traghe nation we shall provide to
each other/ the reality for which we will defenatle@ather’. DOES NOT
INCLUDE ANY ISSUE, CAUSE, OR COMPLAINT: that ales our employees
in government; to threaten our lives, or allowesthto do so/ abuse our money/
LIE, CHEAT, OR STEAL from us/ risk our future/ mlaie our nature/ conceive
of weapons or other realities of energy that castrdg our world/ gamble with

our planet/ or in any other way cause this natwitital collapse, chaos, or
absolute surrender to the potential called catpbd

All of which are currently being done/ or have bhe&®ne, as described. In
DIRECT VIOLATION of our law/ and our contract asation with you: our
employees. Those facts, are initially explained] have been accepted: in the
court filings/ trial transcript; of case 022442.

Answer: tyranny is recognized as the demand|wimgtead of be ruled
by the constitutiory anarchy is established, by the demand “NONE shadktion
us; as is the purpose of redress”. REBELLION/e&bgrconspiracy is firmly
entrenched, by the proafot one court, either state or nation did accept &
duty to apply the constitutional law called redresgmévances. Therefore
Enemies exist in the courtroomthese enemies were confronted with CHOOSE:
for the state or nation, by the preamble as yowactive. ALL REFUSED. By the
list of defendants in the supreme court cases B®£&311-100: this conspiracy
to deny constitutional law, extends beyond theqgizdy. The democracy
expressed, in these cases brought to the do@cbfdefendant/ demanding do
your duty to the nation, was refused: in each eséhcases, including the extra-
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ordinary writ 2023. None are free of guilt, thevles the law; and each high
ranking official is sworn to uphold the law, aghe constitution. A procedural
rule is nothing more than a suggestion without taricases that demand
constitutional adherenceThat is the truth.

10. At no time and in no place, does the constitutiohAmerica grant the right,
to threaten in any way shape or form, either thiegple or the world, or nature,
or the future of every child.Our employees, have done all these things/ theg h
invaded our democracy with their rules, to stefioim us: because with rules,
“rulers are born”. With laws, a people protect aedend themselves from those
who would be their rulersTHAT IS the difference. The reality is based upon
“your freedom may NOT substantially threaten me,rghle with what | need to
survive/ risk my life or property or survival/ narause me intentional grief”.
The promise of AMERICA is, that there shall be freelom, for the individual.
The reality of America ISthere must also be realistic liberty to insure the
freedom and blessings of life, for us all/ are NO®verrun by you.

Answer: “Enemies are in our midst’/ pretendindp®employees. Doing
everything to deny us our democracy, by pretentbrige our employees, when in
fact it is their desire to be our RULERS. Thaamsillegal usurpation of
democracy: your employment/ an act of treasomagas all.

11. LIARS stand in front of us, pretending thatedt is not inflation/ when in
fact, a debt that cannot be paid as is provenliyube federal reserve table exhibit
E: establishing121 trillion dollars divided by no more than one hundred
million actual workergquals $1.21 million dollars of debt per each andvery
single one.__Thereby, IT IS INFLATION! The numbers are being
counterfeited, and retained by only “the few”, wthen do use itto steal every
property, and enslavé/our numbers as income, have no basis in reality:
therefore counterfeit, you just don’t know it vietit you will)_all ; but the tiny

few.

The foundation of all legal law, and authority e critical reality of
judicial and legislative power and authority _ UNDER THE
CONSTITUTION ! THERE IS NO power or authority outside of, therds of
our constitution as WE THE PEOPLE; for this nationthis state called
ILLINOIS/ there is NO other law that defeats our constitutioh IT ALONE IS
SOVEREIGN. Not an employee, not a judge or courtroom orc¢awceived of
by legislatures: NOTHING surmounts or controls efedits constitutional law.
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That fact assigns the truth, only we the people have matteoaity than the
constitution: because we can change the agreemeninites us, for ourselves.
Therefore our lives, our future, our nation, ourhdbare protected, NOT those
whom we employ, and cause to swear: they WILL dbheyconstitution itself.
THEREFORE:Our contract with our employees. But by our voteone citizen
equals one vote ON THE LAW, that governs our life.

In this nation called the United States of Amermastate of IL. There is
no law, there is no right to collect tax or any etlpower: UNTIL the guarantees
and demands of the constitution ARE METhat is our foundation of legal truth,
as applied to democracy: you must do, as the attrdeamands/ OR, you shall not
be paid. There will be penalties applied/ isghyn this law, this oath; is not to
be tampered with or taken lightly.

Every form of authority/ every power or right: is given or removed by
the constitution; 1T IS SOVEREIGN, and only subject to the people
themselves! Which means literally, “the constitution itsel, our government”/
the employees merely work for us, as the contratt eurselves, as is the
constitution: governs them. By establishing rights for us, and duties,
restrictions, and realities for them.

The criminal conduct of ANY court, that suppoB#sDRESS of
grievancess is the lawof both state and nation®ls frivolous”. Proves each
and every judge/ every single police official inyarapacity that does not stop or
enforce: DEMOCRACY our contract with ourselves”. DOES Act in direct
rebellion against our democracy, supporting the ermay, BY deserting your
duty, and giving aid and assistance to the eneliylS IS, Our nation/ our state/
our democracy: NOT yours as an employee. Yourrgingnizes: ONLY as a
citizen you are equal, and treated the same/ asn@ioyee, you are reduced from
equal: to the demandswve have made upon you/ entrusted to you, by oath.

Every foundation of WE THE PEOPLE is under attaldkat cannot be “by
accident”.

THE CONTRACT between us, the rights guaranteetlbgilprovided:
BETWEEN A CITIZEN and his democracy. IS A DEMANDpaon their
employees. This refusal of redress:a direct exercise, and deliberate intent to
deny and control “free speech”. Just as the judiciary has already took control of
“the press”: and gave that business, that oppdsttmiprotect and defend the
people; to just a tiny few. Is this not a mafterdemocracy to decide, for the
people to understand: YOUR STATE AND NATION/ YOURJITURE, YOUR
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CHILD, YOUR EVERYTHING,is under attack. Yet the press are silent,
because they want to be bribed, have a thirsi¢bes and power. Owned and
controlled, only by the tiny few, who can then ‘ti#ist, and deny work, if you
disobey”. The laws of our land clearly under ditabe enemy close at hand: the
press are missing in action. We have been betrayed

The conspiracy to deny redresgxists & expands/ as the ultimate proof of
each and every courtroom, by trial. In this l#imekre is now absolute proof/
established in a “courtroom of law”. That, Owroemployees are guilty of
conspiracy against ugproven by open rebellion against our constitutionblaw
IS now complete. That means “AN ENEMY” HAS invadaar government/ our
courtrooms, and must be removed.

THE LAW therebya constitutional guaranteealled redress of
grievances: DOES rule over this appeal.

Redress WAS DENIED in this triaRefused in this courtf disrespected in
this courtroom, and controlled, with a directethir called contempt. Established
in this trial, “as redress, is worthless to thidge”. A constitutional law, both state
and nation rejected and denied/ thrown out, “ aly the garbage”.

This appeal then focuses on two distinct guararde@hts that were
refused not only for this trial, but explained te tyy the judge: that these laws,
this constitutionatedress: had no place in the judicial system (a cotroom)
of this state or nation.

He further goes on to declare: there is no definitin/ no case/ no
interpretation that would allow it in this courtroo m.

He then states: unless the legislature writemid, the governor signs it, it
is not law. EVEN THOUGH that is in fact what has happened wih the
constitution itself, and with its current amendmens.

As has been proven multiple times, in many coortre both state of IL,
and in federal court for this nation: the deniat@dress a constitutional guarantee,
IS REAL (this is not the only courtroomA CRIMINAL CONSPIRACY of the
judiciary themselves.

For the purpose of this appeal, to simplify pgscand means of discovery:
this trial 022442 shall stand as evidence agélesstate. The denial of redress
proven in US SUPREME COURT cases 08-1339/ 11-a00/the extra-ordinary
writ 2023 DO stand for the charge of GUILTY; ats the federal judiciary
acting as government. The claim thereby: wegthployees; own it all: WE
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ARE RULERS HERE. Rather than being obedient éocibnstitution and its law/
thereby protecting the constitution (we the pe@pteowners here/ we have the
power to decide: as is their job). Establishied MUST go forward/ conceives of
the legislature through the balance of powersisithen the prosecutors against
them. They stand for the designers, and constisictficthe law; the people stand
as judge and jury; by their vote, to decide whgusty, and who is not.

For the purpose of this appeal, by the directstigation establishing the
preponderance of the evidence is absolutely cleat;THIS CONSPIRACY
EXISTS!

The foundation for the federal cases to be studieshall be the US
SUPREME COURT CASE 08-1339, 11-100, and USmeme court case:
the extra-ordinary writ 2023.

These Hold merit as the only trials that must lbelisd to gather the
evidence: because these identfHO LEADS THIS ARMY in rebellion
against us.

All other cases as represented by the litiganiedadf Osterbur are
considered: opened to the possibility of revieut/ &re unnecessary beyond the
evidence: for federal trial. Is not the headha brganization/ those who clearly
instigate and prove themselves in charge of thesstn, to be tried? If found
guilty: the charge focuses on treason; as thigeason by the fact. A primary
decree and right of the constitution itself: as wabkeir sworn duty, to uphold,
respect, and obey.

That DENIAL of the LAW/the constitution which is our contract with
ourselves. THE WORDS: WHICH IDENTIFY US ALL, as "WE THE
PEOPLE”. The distinction which isour guarantees to each one, our right of
authority, our distinction as owners of this natigmnd our ability to judge for
ourselves and create or cause a vote of the petipbecide what is true; FOR
THIS STATE, or THIS NATION: _OUR LAW, not their rght to rule

Thereby this our decision to investigate/ this law called REDRESS:
explains who we shall be, as democracy in this dakis fundamental of law:
called WE, the people! 1S TO BE, the proof: of/lwvee SHALL govern ourselves.

THAT Does not represent a game, it is not opemnterpretation, “beyond
ourselves”rather, it is our contract with each other. It isOUR decision,
regarding those who are to be employed: those hirg@dovide governance, for
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our society as we have demanded of them. This derop IS NOT, the right or
power given to our employees; to rule over udieruled by their decrees.
Rather this democracy is: the power to instigate ashcontrol redress as our
right: _to hold these same employees accountable for tivbgthave done,
instead of what they were hired to dé/hich is signified and confirmed; by the
oath required from all top officials. This is tdHemand:We own this nation,not
you; as an employee.

This case:ldentifies a true and real conspiracy within each ad every
courtroom of this UNITED STATES, and this state ofILLINOIS. That
conspiracy isthat NO CITIZEN shall have this guarantee callegdress. In
support of this fact: Neither is there evidenc@bfY other precedent or case in
the history of this nation or state that can berfdu It is denied us, even though it
Is our law! Which proves distinctly and withoututbd: this guarantee of the
constitution both state and nation, lacks proofthat it has NOT been provided to
a single citizen.

The judge of trial 022442 by his words, can bernpteted to have said:
consider it “worthless”! As have all other members of the judiciary, iemnMevel
of state or national courts.

Yet it is the LAW, and those who defy, disgraceattempt to destroy the
law; are guilty of the terms criminal/ anarchigtbaebellion or tyranny. To the
shame of this nation, and every high ranking adfitioth state and nation: this is
fact.

OUR purpose as is redress: is the legal deatar&ti those employed in
this day to day work of governanceo bring us JUSTICE, FAIR PLAY,
EQUALITY, and opportunity: THROUGH CONSTITUTIONAL LAW.

The evidence declares: they Deny us these vergshiRather these the
judiciary have long sought and declarédccountability to WE THE PEOPLE”
shall not standin a courtroom of law.

I intend to prove, not only have they failed ahden criminal intent:
BUT now exhibit tyrannyan intent to rule, rather than governYhey have
rebelled against our law, a constitutional mandateality of right guaranteed,
(illegally refused, by the power of position; asigidge) This is the essence of
anarchy, which is to deliberately try to destrog thw, andhereby with
premeditation and clear intent: HAVE CHOSEN to dgméhis society and its
democracy; by corrupting our foundation of demogréself: as is the
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constitution.

| intend to prove: THIS IS OUR LAW/ THIS IS YOUR JUDICIAL
OATH given to us, under penalty of law against yolihe judge: a reality
governed by constitutional law and intent/ rattamt the ruler of it, or our
democracy.

That having sworn: should you fail to keep yogreegment with us: that
you declared in fact/ THAT YOU shall OBEY THE CONSUTION, both state
and nation, over and above any other decisionveRrwithout doubt, a lie! It is
perjury to claim otherwise in this case. The fundatal of redress IS NOT in
doubt/ thereby the law convicts you. The only quesis: will the people judge
you with mercy or not.

I intend to prove: THIS IS OUR OWNERSHIP of democracy itself, OUR
AUTHORITY to demand accountability from our emploge, AND OUR
SOVEREIGNTY over each and every employaea people united: by
democracy. The proven reality: WE THE PEOPLE, own thisioat not you
the damn employee.

Rather we are as ruler here/ over you by the gieea provided within the
constitution that we gave ourselves. You didmvegus authority to be a
democracy/ WE TOOK IT, as a people united; as Wwestould. By blood,
sacrifice, and horrible cost to many. NOT A GAME.

The guarantees which support, defend, and denmatdhte definition of
DEMOCRACY IS: We the people rule ourselves, byite law WE CREATE.

Does establish, that OUR LAW, Shall be kept. Ngaae.

The reality of this case; as is proven to bejtktr@duction: establishing an
open rebellion/ a conspiracy, in every courtroorthis land. Is a fact, that
CANNOT be disengaged or denied from those who teagudiciary. This
foundation of interpretation, the words we chosa @eople: belongs only to us.
Not you, the employee/ we chose the words, bedaiseur democracy: which
means clearly that WE THE PEOPLE, do have the fiaglover what our
constitution means. Over its alteration or chamyer ourselves as the law which
governs our democracy, through constitutional law.

The supreme court of the United States of Améaoa the supreme court
of this state of ILLINOIS. Are, Both are he@®UILTY of not providing this
law/ this redress, and its deliberate intent; tdold our employees
accountable. For their actions/ for the defense ahprotection of each and
every citizen: INCLUDING THEMSELVES. A law, guaranteed: to “each and
every citizen/ and in particular to me; James RefDsir.
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Both supreme courtsaare held GUILTY, of producing an impediment, a
true and deliberate war against the first amendmeritthe US constitution, and
its associate the fifth guarantee of the state bfdonstitution. Let the court
prove: there shall be NO ACCOUNTABILITY , no leggiht: to deny our
employees, FAILURE in government. For this peoplked ILLINOIS. Guilty of
the denial to me: removing the guarantees of algithree of the constitution:
by which | did demand IN FEDERAL COURTthe ILLINOIS constitution
shall be upheld, THE REALITY OF A LEGAL RIGHT, TO OWN AND
CONTROL OUR STATE, AS WE THE PEOPLE: __DENIED! THAT, is the
essence of being ruled/ the reality democracy doégxist here. Because
democracy is the right of the people, to govermtbedves. NOT be dependent
upon voting for someone to vote for me. Demociacwe are the owners here/
and we will decide for ourselves, in whatever waydesire , as a people; voting
by law. That law: our design and purpose for dgteur reason and reality for
uniting as this state: is discovered in the wafithe preamble to this IL
constitution. Our employees have failed. Simpilé plain.

By the authority of position/ by the oath of seesrequired for acceptance
of that job: TO OBEY THE CONSTITUTION AS WRITTENb&tobey this people
and their democracyThere is no allowance for interpretation that dimsimes
redress:where the reality OF redress LAW, is equalthe freedoms of religion/
speech/ and of the press. The first amendmehedi CONSTITUTION
applied to each and every citizen in this nation.

Or where the reality of written words could notrbere clear in the state
of IL preamble to its constitution (above)/ or freamble of the US constitution;
as a separate and equal guarantee for the purpokeity: of what we the people
shall in fact expect our employees to choose:Hmr society, for our lives, your
children, or our world.Simply: everything “LIFE FIRST”, particularly for
the planet and its future. Not playing god/ nothreatening our lives/ not
destroying the sanctity of our securities or any dter tragedy, as is constant
and current today. Prove me wrong.

With clear premeditation and REPEATED offenses GBILTY pleais all
that is left for you/ with mercy to be granted oblythe jury: which is the people
of this state and nation by their vote. As the td democracy itself allowsln
true redress trial, as the constitution createsk@stigation and the examination
of evidence defines: and the clear and certain “Wof the people” is allowed
their vote: to remove/ replace/ or punish the offgrs: or not. It is their right
as owners herkthese are the workers most responsible: the patpes of
organized crime.
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The demand: the constitution of our democraaeyaghless, and shall
NOT be allowed.

I, James Frank Osterbuwas atthe legal door many times, in separate
courtrooms, both state and federal: all demanckdgess trial.

The conditions have been met: The first amendR&QUIRES “a legal
assembly of the peop(a jury, as was assembled in this trial 022442thvalear,
deliberate, or sufficient definitions establishedfiting; that the matter before
the court would in fact turn this waig redress, and to threats that do exist to
harm or kill us all). Shall be sustained. As a legal litigant demagdedress
from the court judiciary/ and then from, a jurytbé people”: a petition is
established. Proving by exhibits, and words:ghevance is real. The
foundation for,this people are threatened by their own employeebkas been
laid. By the money, privilege, and power being usedunname: to gamble with
our very lives/ future/ nature/ world/ and even piienet itself; that evidence shall
be sufficient to prove guilty.

While these “high official” employees are accusédaping and ravaging
our money, our securities as a nation or statethéylecisions of they have made
in our stead. The greater cause by far ¥sOU FAILED TO PUT LIFE FIRST,
for this planet or its nature, or our lives! Causing the need for accountability,
and the investigation of threats to proceed t@aesSO EXTREME”. Interms
of life and a future and our democracy: we aredtamed for years. That NO
possibility exists to deny “examining the factsddeaving the decision to we the
people as OWNERS here”. Is the foundation of deamgcr Proving, our
Employees have very limited rights; AND MUST BBID, when they have
gone too far. Is the foundation of our authoritiRedress exists for this reality.

Having been denied true access within the mediase legal job it is, to
protect the nation, our nature, our future, our demracy, and our world. The
reality of evidence turns to legal trizhle preponderance of the threat
establishing: ONLY REDRESS IS SUFFICIENTto resurrect our nation from
the disgrace these leaders have wrought. By dethiagery constitution they
swore to protect: that is the act of an enemyrtr&gng a duty to this state and
nation by their employment the evidence at hand dthieved: a deliberate
involvement. How can this be less? The evidemzkexhibits presented in court
022442: DOES PROVE that this is NO GAME, by thsehtat can literally
exterminate us all. Itis NOT the job of the cartlecide if these threats are real/
but only to substantiate if they do or potentialtycreate a threat, risk, or gamble
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against our lives. Ifitis so/ THEN THERE MUST BRIAL: to prove or
disprove the charge called TERRORIST!

Insisting that Redress is the law/ is not a palitsolution,but a legal one
which then requires a jury. Redress Is NOT ceehteinterpretation/ BUT BY
THE WRITTEN WORDS of the constitution itself.

The dictionary meaning listed for redress ‘iRelief from distress/ the
means or possibility of seeking a remedy/ compensédr wrong or loss;
reparation/ an act or instance of redressing; rbtriion or correction.” Wherein
this case by its exhibits and its clear and ceffitimgs SHALL have PROVEN,
that the cause was legitimate, the reality of rediss was certain. The people’s
legal representatives (the jury) were assembledBut were denied, their right to
think and choose for themselves.

| was denied BY MY employees: to be, as we thepfeequaranteed to me:
“united, by our need/ governed by our rights”. eTdgrant and guarantee, we gave
to ourselves. The following terms and conditiadhst became the foundations of
this nation are defiled, by our employees.

The constitution/ the bill of rights/ and the deeldon of independence.
ALL guarantee, my right to petition these employekgovernment, for redress of
grievances as the law allows: AND BE PROVIDED WITHAT REMEDY, by
all legal means necessarySo that knowledgeable choices/ critical defeases
responsibilities can be informed for the peoplal dreir own decisions, made by
the people themselves, will occur. As is democressff.

To prove me wrong, that redress does not repteskegal right, IS
IMPOSSIBLE. Therefore the only question of substance ighis trial shall
create, a distinct set of definitions, interprédat, and clear guarantees with the
methodology and DUE PROCESS accessitiall the people For implementing
this very law.

So thatthis law SHALL BE establishedfor the people themselves. These
rights and guarantees, AS PROVIDED by the vernétation of law itself,
cannot be undone again. The constitution uphtid/judiciary denied, the people
“have spoken”.

Denied, Even thoughThe legislature HAS PROVIDED: the constitution
that was ratified and sent to the governor and lesst respectively for the
people. That law which provides redress of grievances HYCSI BE KEPT/ for
this state or this nation. Proving beyond douisf tt is NOT the judiciary that
shall interpret, or define these things/ the anas caught in the act of defiance
against the law, against our democracy itsBliit we the people ourselvesn
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connection with our legislatures, shall assemlotd Emendment (“..and to
petition..) And establish those responsible fgnsig and affirming into law
OUR RIGHTS, GUARANTEED. Will defend them.

Let none doubt: We the people SHALL HOLD, whathie greater authority
and sovereignty of what is fair and legitimate $0in redress.WE ARE THE
OWNERS. In confrontation of this fact: it is recognizéd, group of nine
individual citizens, as is the supreme courdie not!

From the bill of rights: section 2: that all pewin vested in , and
consequently derived from, the people; that magiistr are their trustees and
servants, and at all times amenable to them.

In this trial: the jury were denied, their RIGHTdot in the best interest of
society: choosing with deliberate intent and caitmwisdom what is JUSTICE.
They were denied their opportunity, as a juryjetrn what is a penalty and
thereby determine “fair play”; and from this kn@ate decide what is in their
own best interest, as a society; with regardsitodhse. Because what is applied
to one of us, is said to/ or can be: applied tofalis as one. Instead of justice
and fair play: They were reduced to a rule, intaeti by the judge, and THEY
WERE: selected by a judge before ever being alloguesstioning by the defense
or prosecution. The purpose clearly: to demarbismtect for obedience, to those
who call themselves “our rulers”: they decide wisdtir or just. NOT we the
people. Thereby, when only the rule is alloweatid the order givenYOU
SHALL DISCARD JUSTICE AND FAIR PLAY, you shall NOT consider the
penalty/ _as if it had no meaning The reality is: the courtroom no longer
belongs to we the peoplelinstead, IT IS hijacked by the judge. Who claims
by his own authority, only the rule has meaningnerit.

Thereby with clear and deliberate intenextinguishing the very purpose
of a jury, which is to insure justice for societiRATHER than the rule, which
does give rulers, the power to contrdlhe people are then betrayed.

The jury MUST be protected from those who demanietétheir rulers”, as
did this judge. His job is not to control the jubut rather to present JUSTICE
AND FAIR PLAY to society. Which he clearly doestnmderstand: thereby he
should be disbarred. The price of failure.

To control, manipulate, and intimidate the juris an illegal usurpation
of the constitution itself: which guarantees that e jury shall be freed of a
ruler. So they may decide for themselves and for thaiesp what is justice, or
fair. That too, is a foundation of democrade will, the right, and the critical
knowledge by which we do understand, and are abilg to implement the words:
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WE GOVERN OURSELVES, BY THE LAW, WE CREATEND ACCEPT
/ BY THE CONSTITUTION WHICH UNITES US, AND the
GUARANTEES to US: as is, redress of grievances.

Establishing, through this case: WE, the peoplera the OWNERS HERE.
Not you, “the employee”.

A second filing will come/ when the transcript isi$hed.

proof of service:

I, James F. Osterbur, do hereby declare and phatd have sent in this day May 7, 2012 by first
class US mail service/ with postage prepaid. Ayaafithis filing within the appellate court
described above; and liinois Appellate Court

201 w. Monroe st. Box 19206

Springfield IL 62794

additionally mailed to:
Champaign County courthouse 101 E. Main, Urbana 1L61801

STATE OF IL attorney general office
500 S. Second st. Springfield IL 62706

and city of Gifford, chamber of commerce

box 308
308 S. Main st. Gifford IL 61847
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