An appendix to trial sent, and returned.

IN THE UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT

WASHINGTON DC.

JAMES FRANK OSTERBUR   

VERSUS

THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

& THE STATE OF ILLINOIS

DATED FEBRUARY 23, 2009

The only element of law provided by the US SUPREME court, IN THEIR REPLY     Dated, February 17,2009/ received 2/ 21/ 09     Is hereby answered with truth.

RE: James Frank Osterbur     v.  United States, et al.

Descriptions are sited below the legal argument; regarding useless rules and conditions that are plainly NOT allowed by article 3 of the US CONSTITUTION, the intent to provide a courtroom for justice, fair play, and equality in this USA!  

DUE PROCESS IS NOT DEPENDENT UPON “check your miranda laws”: perfection! Rather due process is understanding the claims and intent for judicial intervention against you/ your rights & mine! AND THEN going to trial, with sufficient representation to be heard in the manner and ways that are necessary to be understood.   YOU DO, UNDERSTAND FULLY!  The law, then decides/ not the judge. The purpose, the integrity, and the desire of a nation called WE THE PEOPLE. Conceived by constitutional documents, but upheld with the power to decide:   BY THE DECISIONS OF      WE THE PEOPLE,   THAT ARE NECESSARY.  For the survival of one individual, one state, one nation,  one world;   and the future of all life on earth. 

This is “our trial”.  IT WILL, be decided by truth. 

And become life or death of this planet.

        INSTEAD of due process:  “what was sent is utterly a disgrace, nothing more than the trash”. That does not comply with the intent and purpose of judicial power as was provided by the constitution over the people of this nation/ AND ITS EMPLOYEES:   MEANING YOU.  

The law sent with judicial certainty by the highest court in this land, Was this:    please note that
“This court does not have Original jurisdiction under article 3.  The original jurisdiction of this court extends to suits between two or more states or a state and the United States.” . 

The rest simply a disrespect using rules as an avenue of abandoning justice;   Can be viewed at www.justtalking.info and my summary is below.

IN RESPONSE TO THE LAW ABOVE, that was SENT: THE LEGAL definition of original jurisdiction is: the jurisdiction of a court to hear a matter in the first instance.  In other words, the right of a court to hear a matter without going through a different court first:  as in a writ of Certiorari. 
[this trial is about redress of grievances according to the first amendment. This case takes the employees of    WE THE PEOPLE      TO COURT:    DEMANDING ANSWERS/ DEMANDING OUR RIGHT TO BE INFORMED OF ALL MATTERS WITH “SPECIFICITY” THAT WE INQUIRE OF: AND then we will,  CHOOSE FOR OURSELVES, who and what will be paid, or criminalized.   AS IS THE RIGHT OF ANY OWNER, OVER THEIR PROPERTY AND BUSINESS and NATION.  This cause has NEVER been tested within any court in the land/ therefore it is literally first instance]. THIS CAUSE AND THIS CASE DOES NOT BELONG IN ANY OTHER COURT IN THIS LAND/ and it is here by the right of Certiorari. The right of the US SUPREME court to deny this claim to be heard/ as designed and incorporated into the first amendment is a treason to the people: OBEY THE LAW! IS OUR CLAIM AGAINST YOU. There are no excuses/ its our guaranteed right.  There is NO denying the state of crisis we find ourselves in.  And there is NO DENYING, “the best and brightest of the university degrees, are those who sold this nation to greed and to despair: an accounting is due!

And it is necessary that this portion of the trial be presented as original jurisdiction, because the prior courts in disgrace: DID NOT HEAR THIS CASE/ but hid from the law, and from an accounting for the people!  They chose to be traitors to the people of this USA. Because they had no right to call the suit frivolous or incoherent/ no law of merit exists to fight over:   therefore at trial, the US supreme court becomes “first instance”.

Legal definition continues: “for example the US supreme court has original jurisdiction to hear cases affecting ambassadors, other public ministers, and counsels, and those in which the state shall be a party.”  U.S. Constitution Art III, sec 2,  CL 2.   [this trial is between a state and the first person plaintiff:  James Osterbur/ regarding the fundamental rights of an accounting wherein my life has been affected/ MY DEBT because of governments both state and federal so extreme, that only bankruptcy can fix your failures.  And my future is degraded because of errant, listless apathy, regarding how much debt I can or am willing to support, by employees of government who took it upon themselves to give the money away for nothing. [a case in point, the incomes of degreed state  university personnel: they are failures, threatening us from every side].  The state of IL is in complete failure/ and a redress applied for, “the people of IL” is fair and appropriate even as a separate entity from the nation.  It is: GRANTED in a dispute involving the first amendment, which the state is obligated by law to obey.] Therefrom the state and nation  is fundamentally ordered to comply, as there is NO EXCLUSION, for employees to disrespect the    owners, within that definition.  

  NO WHERE IN ARTICLE 3, CLAUSE 2 OF THE US CONSTITUTION do the words allow, that original jurisdiction the hearing of a trial in the first instance shall be undone, by the US SUPREME COURT.  INSTEAD    article 3 cl 1 states: the judicial power of the US SHALL BE vested in one supreme court....:      This means: they can and will hear ANY TRIAL, they choose to hear/ without limitations!   This court LIES, “suggesting it is limited to suits between two or more states, or a state and the US governing body”.  It is NOT SO:  and is refuted by the following words directly from article 3, cl 2 :     THE JUDICIAL POWER SHALL EXTEND TO ALL CASES IN LAW AND EQUITY ARISING UNDER THIS CONSTITUTION; THE LAWS OF THE UNITED STATES......    What is unclear/ you have no excuse, and are hiding in the vomit of rules?   Clause 2.1 continues.... and between a state or the citizens thereof.....   Clearly identifying THIS IS INDEED HELD FOR TRIAL WITHIN ARTICLE 3 CL 2 OF THE US CONSTITUTION.  And you the court have disobeyed the constitution/ thereby the law, in refusing the demand of this first amendment trial/ THAT YOU DO, fully understand.  Your rights as an employee, are to do your job/ you  failed.  Your rights as an employee, are to demand a fair and just hearing/ regarding any and all matters of contention:   this is your trial.  Your rights as an employee, are to quit if you so choose/ our rights as an owner, include coming after you with criminal charges should they be proven true and necessaryl.

Article 3 CL 2.2    It continues “in all cases affecting.... and those in which a state shall be party, the supreme court shall have original jurisdiction.”    In other words: don’t have to go through lower courts first/ which I have done, and was denied the law, the constitution, and my guaranteed rights as a citizen of both state of IL, and the nation of this UNITED STATES OF AMERICA.   By a tiny handful of people, who are NOT greater than the law/ they are just like me, except for their job & their oath.   THE LAW, applies to us all EQUALLY!  But good behavior is applied only to the judge/ and decides his or her fate under the law. 

Treason consists of levying war against the people of this USA, or aiding or adhering to the enemy.  The FOUNDATION of this nation is the constitution:   that the law will decide/ NOT the judge.  And you, as well as the courts under you have disobeyed the law/ and disrespected the constitution by doing so, you disgrace the American people.  The oath of office is: you will obey the law/ or there will be consequences.  The constitution IS THE LAW.  And failure regardless of the trash that is dumped on my doorstep by traitors, is literally:     a war against the rights, privileges, and promises to this people and to me:   provided by the UNITED STATES OF AMERICA:      WE THE PEOPLE!     Prove it is not so.

I strongly suggest you reconsider! As your assertions are neither the letter of the law, the intent of the law, the spirit of the law, the purpose of the constitution,  NOR an attempt or purpose which includes protecting the people of IL, or this nation of    WE THE PEOPLE.  Neither is it DUE PROCESS according to your own rules: YOU turn murders loose, for nothing more than a failed Miranda notice.  And if a murder can find protection under the constitution, THEN A COMMON CITIZEN will find greater protection and leniency in the court. THIS IS SEGREGATION/ BIAS/ PREJUDICE AND A PURPOSE THAT DOES NOT INTEND TO DEFEND THIS PUBLIC from those who have attacked it with stupidity and greed.  These are issues of       Civil rights among the people.  This trial is “clothed in the public interest, with a direct and positive effect upon this nation, under the subject of public control, the demand of public ownership,  and the first amendment”. It is your rule that seeks to stand in the way of constitutional guarantees and legal grants:  to this citizen of this USA/ and thereby to us all, as no possibility exists to claim the nation is not in distress or disgrace!  You, are in violation of the law/ because a law is NOT limited by a rule of procedure.  Crandall v. Nevada (1867)  “To come to his seat of government....and transact any business he may have: you have set a roadblock, and a tax, as have the courtrooms under you: that is not respect to the citizen/ it is tyranny!  Powell v. Alabama (first Scottsboro case, 1932) the right to be heard would be of little avail if it did not include if it did not comprehend the right to be heard by counsel.... the failure of the trial court to make an effective appointment of counsel was a denial of due process within the meaning of the fourteenth amendment.”.  You were allowed to appoint counsel, should you believe I am unable to represent this trial effectively: in this a first amendment right of this nation! And did not. Youngstown sheet & tube co v.  Sawyer (1952) “the supremacy  of law”!  Will decide, OR deserters have let the nation be overrun with enemies!  The law is, NOT you “the fuckers” in charge of tragedy and failure.  We the people, are tired of tragedy, disgrace, and disrespect:  the evidence is more than clear, and needs no other assertion to be correct:   and I/ we, demand change, by our own decision, for our lives and our nation!  Not another fool, lying, cheating, and stealing:   MY VOTE/ OUR VOTE on how to change and correct all these problems created by OUR EMPLOYEES/ after a full and complete as needed investigation through the court about our reality.  An accounting of everything, so that the nation itself can be repaired and sustained.  

You, the employees, have failed/ both state and nation!        WE THE PEOPLE,      ACCORDING TO LAW    WILL NOW DECIDE!

The response of the US supreme court is now in hand:   read it here:  in summary they say”the papers you submitted are not construed to be “a petition for writ of certiorari”.  Even though they clearly are.

The most common disgrace used among the court, “blame it on the rules/ leaks out like so much diarrhea, to dissuade the litigant from continuing”. Law, constitution, and reality simply don’t matter; so says the court.  Like tiny spoiled children who simply change the rules/ they degrade the American nation by these following points as sent in memorandum with their statement of denial. Original jurisdiction is demanded/ along with a writ of certiorari examining the courtrooms of this USA.

Quote

1.  Page and type size “not right.  Sent on common 8 by 10 copy paper, found in every office/ every school/ every business throughout the country.   “Can’t use that”.

2. Front and back covers shall be white.  I used clear cover on the front to allow the copy machine to shine through.

3.  They say “no questions were presented for review”.

So here are your questions:

(i)   WHO owns this nation?

(ii)   Who is employed by the people of this nation?

(iii)   Who is responsible for the state of this nation/ those who led, abandoned the rules, allowed fraud, discarded reality and lied, created threats far beyond money:    Or the people who pay ALL the bills.  And are shown their future as extreme poverty, war, and death?

(iiii)   Who has the right to choose, WHAT HAPPENS NEXT?

(iiiii)   Who has the right to threaten us, from money, to food & water, to life on earth, to extinction?  All of which are plainly in evidence AS, a threat that does or will exist soon?

4.  Parties listed not quite as precise as required.

THEREFORE IT IS ADDED:

(both past and present as required under the law, for the purposes of trial;    by their participation in these troubles).  

THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES

Currently   Mr.  BARACK OBAMA

1600 Pennsylvania ave, Washington DC.

Establishing that branch of government that decides and leads direction, debt, distribution of environmental and future threats. 

The US SUPREME COURT JUSTICES

Mr. John Paul Stevens


Mr. Antonin Scalia

Mr. Antony Kennedy


Mr.  David Souter

Mr. Clarence Thomas


Ms.  Ruth Bader Ginsburg

Mr. Stephen Breyer


Mr. John G. Roberts

Mr. Samuel A. Alito Jr.

Establishing that branch of government that decides and leads JUSTICE FOR ALL/ FAIR PLAY in all social organization and structures of society/ and EQUALITY, the demand for DUE PROCESS, and guaranteed inherent rights according to the constitution.  As established in law.

THE US ATTORNEY GENERAL

Mr.  ERIC HOLDER

Establishing that branch of government assigned to INSURE AND OVERSEE:  all governmental entities are acting and obeying the purpose, the letter, and the spirit of the law enacted, for the preservation of the nation/ as well as all finance, business, agriculture, industry.   And WE THE PEOPLE.

The GOVERNOR OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS

Mr. PATRICK QUINN

5.  Numbering requires the use of (i), (ii), (iii) etc.

6. Order of the appellate court not included;   they couldn’t read/ didn’t want to contact the court or use the internet; just plain lazy I guess.  It is your job to establish a case has gone through your court system/ not mine.

7.  Documents not on paper 6 and one eighth by 9 and one quarter.

8.  binding allowed; (used, “staples along the left margin covered with tape”) but not accepted.  Must be the duct tape?

9. Docket fee $300.00 sent as a money order to the court/ returned.   Resent with this document.

10.  Can’t provide a certificate of service, without the proper address:   since this is government employees notified at their formal business address/ how is that not sufficient?  Regardless the court must provide this address, as it is “the legal representatives of justice/ legal representative of the executive branch/ legal representative in charge of legislative branch/ and the governor of state of IL.”    GIVE ME THE ADDRESS, AND I WILL SEND THE SUBPOENA.

11.    Didn’t include a word count, how many words in this document.    IS THIS LAW? You are not allowed frivolous and without merit.

12.   I have ninety days to reply/ I replied in less than 7 days; don’t care.

13.  Rules “got to be in book/ with word count” : terribly important.   Or is it not vomit and disgrace to the people of this nation. You may pretend with lawyers/ but I am a citizen without legal diploma:   and I demand treatment with respect for that fact.  Respect here is:     What is important matters/ nothing less.

14. Precedent without merit included,  regarding type size.  You cannot dismiss or discourage any legal case based upon the size of the lettering.  DUMB ASS.

In summary, even though the us supreme court itself is  listed as:   defendants!   According to the first amendment redress of grievances/ allowing the legal requirement for our employees to give account for themselves TO WE THE PEOPLE.  They push the process into the hands of a clerk.  Using rules without merit, to push this reality OF CONSTITUTIONAL LAW, out of sight.  THEY  abandon the law and the constitution as provided to the citizens themselves/ and to me:   into the trash can.  

Happens all the time, regardless of merit, regardless of law, without obedience to the constitution as required by oath, and is  for the purpose of power & control regardless of what the law does say they must do.  Never mind the lives of millions if not billions are in danger.  Never mind the state of the nation demands an appropriate and timely redress of grievances as the law allows.  The purpose here is to control the people, by the illusion of a courtroom and a constitution:   but is not obeyed!  A simple public citizen in ANY JOB, given/ voted upon or not:    Is allowed by the people of this land “to be, in charge”.  IT IS A PRIVILEGE, NOT A RIGHT!   

Thereby WHEN the law does not govern/ or the law is buried under “frivolous extensions without merit to disrupt and disrespect the law/ or any purpose that is power, establishes  organized crime.  The development or desertion of duty, and allowance for criminals in greed, terrorists in science, and LIES IN GOVERNMENT all do construct the essence of traitors and thieves, and treason to our lives. Stealing our nation and selling it, with our future;   to death. 

Who stands for this redress of grievances by the people: not the court?  Is not the president and attorney general informed as well?  These three individual decisions by “government”, asserting the law is unnecessary, and we won’t obey.  

