In The

SUPRIME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
 

 

George E. McDermott 




jury trial demanded









in all cases
 





Petitioner


case  10-10236


VS.





case_10 A662_____________

Kenneth J. MACFAYDEN; James J. Loftus

Mariam M. fuchs, Jeff Houston.

 





Respondent’s

Memorandum to the court clerk regarding filing

Clark you will find an original and for copies third emergency motion for writ of mandamus and emergency relief address to Chief Justice Roberts pursuant to the rules of this court. In the above referenced cases. And last visit to the court, in reviewing the courts official file jacket, which was presented to me I believe 90% of the papers filed with the court are missing for reasons unknown.

I would respectfully request that the papers be located in restored to the court file, along with all lodged appendix is # 1, # 2 and # 3, filed and date stamped into this court in the above referenced cases. Possibly 900 pages I'm missing from the courts case file jacket.
It is unfortunate that upon the last visit I found out the matter has been distributed for consideration on September 23, 2011 without these crucial documents, the court cannot give a full, fair and honest review of my case. A video recording was made of my last filing it is available at secret justice.com program 311, 312 also program 323 supports the reasons why an emergency request of Judge Roberts is desirable in the best interest of justice.
Having received no notices of deficiencies in the filings with this court and the last court docket received showed no notice of appearance of respondents, or their agents. I see no reason why the two past emergency motion before this court have been addressed or ruled on is inconsistent with the rule of law and our constitutional

Respectfully submitted

George Edward McDermott/second class citizen

             you
Att, 11 page emergency motion with 15 attachments in support of motion
� No Opportunity to Be Heard  A judgment of a court without hearing the party or giving him an opportunity to be heard is not a judicial determination of his rights. Sabariego v Maverick, 124 US 261, 31 L Ed 430, 8 S Ct 461, and is not entitled to respect in any other tribunal. 


"A void judgment does not create any binding obligation. Federal decisions addressing void state court judgments include Kalb v. Feuerstein (1940) 308 US 433, 60 S Ct 343, 84 L ed 370;





