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Friend of the court motion, requesting the court take judicial notice under Maryland Rule5- 201. Judicial Notice of Adjudicative 
Facts (a) (b) (d) (e) (f) + 5-301(a)

Comes now George McDermott appellant requesting this Hon. court take judicial notice of  Maryland rules of evidence 5 – 102 + 5- 201 + 5- 301 (a) 
16-813-814 that allegations of fraud on the court have been raised and substantiated by prior cases and pleadings also by video process and record made available to the court.[On the Internet and secretjustice.com programs one through 335] and that according to the above prescribed rules judge all judges clerks of the court in attorneys, are required to take judicial notice of their oaths of office and maintain themselves with in the code of professional conduct and professional responsibility by which this court operates and officers of the court are governed. The judicial officers of this court are aware that of fraud was being committed on the court through video evidence and papers filed with the court as court records indicate. In the above three reference cases which are now on appeal to the United States Supreme Court case number 10 – 10236. Scheduled for review September 23 2011
1.
Appellant will not waste this courts time but will instead defer to the record in case 304 of the 2009 term and 307 of the 2010 term also the United States Supreme Court case number 10 – 10236. The record could not be any clearer. Repeated motions for judicial recusal had been denied, all semblance of access to the courts were denied with unsigned orders not in conformity with me Maryland Constitution article 4 section 1 The Court can referred to the February 26 letter from the Atty. Gen.'s office office of General Counsel for the general assembly Redmond versus chance. Clearly states orders have to be signed in the regional form. This court has made a mockery of the code of professional conduct, preamble to the code and judicial Canon [3] 
2,
In that all the judges of this court, opposing attorneys  and clerks of the court have all taken the same solemn oath under Maryland in Federal statutes and these oaths and recorded in the Maryland archives and the federal archives as proof of public affirmation and statements made under oath.
 U.S. laws, USC 5 and USC 10 pertaining to U.S. Federal and Military Oath of Office. They have respective duties to maintain the their duties under judicial Canon 3 (A) (A) (1) - Past proceedings shall an extensive degree of negligent standard of conduct facilitating fraud on the court by appellees and other insiders.
3.
Appellant asserts in the record of previous proceedings dating back 18 years clearly affirms that this court has engaged in an ongoing civil conspiracy against the appellant knowingly assisting appellees and others in the illegal conversion of millions of dollars of properties to court insiders under color of law and authority. In violation of Canon [3] (B) by judicial officers shirking their adjudicative responsibilities under employment contract with the state and contract with appellant to administer justice freely, without hesitation, openly according to the laws of the state without judicial bias or prejudice required under Md Rule (16-813-814) due to the gross infractions of law and the prior to cases appellant is putting this court on notice that he will exercise his right under article 19 of the Maryland Constitution and declaration of rights to pursue legal action against any attorney, or any judge who hereafter continues to abuse their oath of office to protect appellees and their counsel. In direct violation of judicial Canon [3] see attached memorandum of law in support of this motion which is being filed with a affidavit signed notarized under penalty of perjury.
Respectfully submitted

George Edward McDermott
State of _Maryland ________________
)


) ss.                 
County of ____Prince Georges ______________
)

On  ___August 22, 2011 __, before me, _______________________________, a Notary Public personally appeared  ______________________,  _________________________, who proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the person(s) whose name(s) is/are subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed the same in his/her/their authorized capacity(ies), and that by his/her/their signature(s) on the instrument the person(s), or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s) acted, executed the instrument. 
I certify under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws of the

Stat Maryland that the foregoing paragraph 1- 3 is true and correct.


WINESS my hand and official seal.

Signature _________________________________ 
Seal:
Memorandum of law in support of motion and judicial notice
CANON 3

PERFORMANCE OF JUDICIAL DUTIES

In the performance of judicial duties, the following standards apply.

A. GENERAL RESPONSIBILITIES.

A judge shall perform the duties of judicial office diligently, impartially, and without

having or manifesting bias or prejudice, including bias or prejudice based on age, disability,

national origin, race, religion, sex, sexual orientation, or socioeconomic status.

COMMENT: A judge must perform judicial duties fairly and impartially. A judge who manifests bias of any kind in a proceeding impairs the fairness of the proceeding and brings the judiciary into disrepute. Facial expression and body language, in addition to oral communication, can give an appearance of judicial bias. A judge must be alert to avoid behavior that may be perceived as prejudicial. For example, a judge must refrain from comment, gesture, or other conduct that could reasonably be perceived as sexual harassment.

B. ADJUDICATIVE RESPONSIBILITIES.

(1) A judge shall be faithful to the law and maintain professional competence

in it.

(2) A judge shall not be swayed by partisan interests, public clamor, or fear

of criticism.

(3) A judge shall require order and decorum in proceedings before the judge.

(4) A judge shall be dignified.

(5) A judge shall be courteous to and patient with jurors, lawyers, litigants,

witnesses, and others with whom the judge deals in an official capacity and shall require similar conduct of lawyers and of court officials, staff, and others subject to the judge's direction and control.

COMMENT: The duty to hear all proceedings fairly and with patience is not inconsistent with the duty to dispose promptly of the business of the court. Judges can be businesslike and efficient

while being deliberate and patient.

(6) (a) A judge shall accord to every person who has a legal interest in a

proceeding pending before the judge, or that person’s lawyer, the right to be heard according to law.

(b) While presiding over a proceeding, a judge shall neither initiate,

permit, or consider ex parte communications nor consider other communications made to the judge outside the presence of the parties concerning a pending or impending proceeding, except

as otherwise provided in Canon 3B(6).

(c) Ex parte communications that relate to scheduling or other

administrative purposes or emergencies and not to substantive matters or issues on the merits

are authorized, if: (i) circumstances require; (ii) the judge reasonably believes that no party will

gain a procedural or tactical advantage as a result of the communication; (iii) the judge makes

provision promptly to notify all other parties as to the substance of the ex parte communication;

and (iv) the judge affords the parties reasonable opportunity to respond.

(d) With the consent of the parties, a judge may confer separately with

the parties and their lawyers in an effort to mediate or settle matters pending before the judge.

(e) A judge may obtain the advice of a disinterested expert on the law

applicable to a proceeding if the judge: (i) makes provision promptly to notify all of the parties

as to the expert consulted and the substance of the advice; and (ii) affords the parties

reasonable opportunity to respond.

(f) A judge may consult with court personnel whose function is to aid

the judge in carrying out the judge’s adjudicative responsibilities and with other judges.

(g) A judge may initiate or consider an ex parte communication when

expressly authorized by law to do so.

COMMENT: The prohibition against communications concerning a proceeding includes

so communications from lawyers, law teachers, and other persons who are not participants in the

proceeding, except to the limited extent permitted.

To the extent practicable, all parties or their lawyers must be included in communications

with a judge.

Whenever Canon 3B(6) requires the presence of, or notice to, a party, it is the party’s

lawyer or, if the party is unrepresented, the party who is to be present or to whom notice is to

be given.An appropriate and often desirable procedure for a court to obtain the advice of a

disinterested expert on legal issues is to invite the expert to file a brief amicus curiae.

Canon 3B(6) allows for limited ex parte communication to facilitate scheduling and otherfavoritism 

or nepotism and shall cooperate with other judges and court officials in the

administration of court business.

(2) A judge shall require court officials, staff, and others subject to the

judge’s direction and control to observe the standards of diligence and fidelity that apply to the

judge and to refrain from manifesting bias or prejudice in the performance of their official

duties.

(3) A judge with supervisory authority for the judicial performance of other

judges shall take reasonable measures to ensure the prompt disposition of matters before those

judges and the proper performance of their other judicial responsibilities.

(4) A judge shall not make unnecessary appointments and shall not approve

compensation of appointees beyond the fair value of services rendered.

COMMENT: Consent by the parties to an appointment or an award of compensation does not

relieve a judge of the obligation prescribed by Canon 3C(4).

D. RECUSAL.

(1) A judge shall recuse himself or herself from a proceeding in which the

judge's impartiality might reasonably be questioned, including an instance when:

(a) the judge has a personal bias or prejudice concerning a party or

a party’s lawyer or extra-judicial knowledge of a disputed evidentiary fact concerning the

proceeding;

(b) the judge served as a lawyer in the matter in controversy, or a

lawyer with whom the judge previously practiced law served during such association as a lawyer

concerning the matter, or the judge has been a material witness concerning it;

COMMENT: A lawyer in a governmental agency does not necessarily have an association with

other lawyers employed by that agency within the meaning of Canon 3D(1)(b); a judge formerly

employed by a governmental agency, however, should not participate in a proceeding if the

judge's impartiality might reasonably be questioned because of such association.

(c) the judge knows that he or she, individually or as a fiduciary, or

administrative purposes and to accommodate emergencies. Even then, however, a judge must

discourage ex parte communication and allow it only if all of the criteria stated in Canon 3B(6)

clearly are met. A judge must disclose to all parties all ex parte communication described in

Canon 3B(6)(c) and (e) regarding a proceeding pending or impending before the judge.

A judge must not independently investigate facts in a case and must consider only the

evidence presented, except matters of which the court properly can take judicial notice.

A judge may request a party to submit proposed findings of fact and conclusions of law

if all of the other parties are apprised of the request and given an opportunity to respond to the

proposed findings and conclusions.

A judge must make reasonable efforts, including the provision of appropriate supervision,

to ensure that Canon 3B(6) is not violated through law clerks or other personnel on the judge’s

staff.

If communication between a trial judge and appellate court with respect to a proceeding

is permitted, a copy of all written communications and the substance of all oral communications

should be provided to all parties.

(7) A judge shall dispose of the business of the court efficiently, fairly, and

promptly.

COMMENT: Prompt disposition of the court's business requires a judge to devote adequate time

to judicial duties, to be punctual in attending court and expeditious in determining matters

under submission, and to insist that court officials and litigants and their lawyers cooperate to

that end.

(8) A judge shall abstain from public comment that relates to a proceeding

pending or impending in any court and that might reasonably be expected to affect the outcome

of that proceeding or to impair the fairness of that proceeding and shall require similar

abstention on the part of court personnel subject to the judge's direction and control. Canon

3B(8) does not prohibit a judge from making public statements in the course of official duties

or from explaining for public information the procedures of the court.

COMMENT: "Court personnel" does not include the lawyers in a proceeding before a judge. The

conduct of lawyers in this regard is governed by Rule 3.6 of the Maryland [Lawyers'] Rules of

Professional Conduct.

(9) With respect to a case, controversy, or issue that is likely to come before

the court, a judge shall not make a commitment, pledge, or promise that is inconsistent with

the impartial performance of the adjudicative duties of the office.

COMMENT: Canon 3B(8) and (9) restrictions on a judge’s speech are essential to the

maintenance of the impartiality, independence, and integrity of the judiciary. A pending

proceeding is one that has begun but not yet reached final disposition. An impending proceeding

is one that is anticipated but not yet begun. The requirement that a judge abstain from public

comment regarding a pending or impending proceeding continues during any appellate process

and until final disposition.

(10) At the conclusion of a jury trial, the judge shall not communicate to the

jury the judge’s praise or criticism of the verdict but may thank the jurors for their public

service.

COMMENT: Commending or criticizing jurors for their verdict may imply a judicial expectation

in future cases and may impair a juror’s ability to be fair and impartial in a subsequent case.

(11) A judge shall require lawyers in proceedings before the judge to refrain

from manifesting, by word or conduct, bias or prejudice based upon age, disability, national

origin, race, religion, sex, sexual orientation, or socioeconomic status. Canon 3B(11) does not

preclude legitimate advocacy when such status or other similar factor is an issue in a

proceeding.

(12) Unless recusal is appropriate, a judge shall hear and decide matters

assigned to the judge.

Cross reference: As to court records, see Title 16, Chapter 1000 of the Maryland Rules. As to

prohibitions against, and penalties for, improper disclosure or use of information by government

officials and employees, see Code, State Government Article, §§ 15-507 and 15-903. As to civil

and criminal provisions governing improper disclosure of information, see, e.g., Code, State

Government Article, §§ 10-626 and 10-627 (public records) and Code, Tax-General Article, §

13-1018 (tax information).

C. ADMINISTRATIVE RESPONSIBILITIES.

(1) A judge shall discharge the judge's administrative responsibilities withouta member of the judge’s family, has a significant financial interest in the subject matter

in controversy or in a party to the proceeding;

COMMENT: There may be situations that involve a lesser financial interest but nonetheless

require recusal because of the judge's own sense of propriety.

(d) the judge, the judge’s spouse, an individual within the third

degree of relationship to either of them, or the spouse of such an individual:

(i) is known to be a party to the proceeding or a director,

officer, or trustee of a party;

(ii) is known to be acting as a lawyer in the proceeding;

COMMENT: The fact that a lawyer in a proceeding is affiliated with a law firm with which a

lawyer-relative of a judge is affiliated does not of itself require recusal of the judge. Under

appropriate circumstances, the fact that "the judge's impartiality might reasonably be

questioned" under Canon 3D(1), or that the lawyer-relative is known by the judge to have an

interest in the law firm that could be "substantially affected by the proceeding" under Canon

3D(1)(d)(iii), may require the judge's recusal.

(iii) is known by the judge to have a significant financial

interest that could be substantially affected by the proceeding; or

(iv) is to the judge's knowledge likely to be a material witness

in the proceeding; or

(e) the judge, while a judge or a candidate for judicial office, has made

a public statement that commits, or appears to commit, the judge with respect to:

(i) an issue in the proceeding; or

(ii) the controversy in the proceeding.

(2) A judge shall keep informed about the judge’s personal and fiduciary

financial interests and shall make a reasonable effort to keep informed about the personal

financial interests of each member of the judge’s household.

COMMENT: Under Canon 3D(1), a judge must recuse himself or herself whenever the judge’s

impartiality might reasonably be questioned, regardless of whether any of the specific

instances in Canon 3D(1) apply.

A judge must disclose on the record information that the judge believes the parties or

their lawyers might consider relevant to the question of recusal, even if the judge believes that

there is no real basis for recusal.

By decisional law, the rule of necessity may override the rule of recusal. For example,

a judge might be required to participate in judicial review of a judicial salary statute or mightbe the only judge available in a matter requiring immediate judicial action, such as a hearing

on probable cause or a temporary restraining order. When the rule of necessity does override

the rule of recusal, the judge must disclose on the record the basis for possible recusal and, if

practicable, use reasonable efforts to transfer the matter promptly to another judge.

E. NON-RECUSAL BY AGREEMENT.

If recusal would be required by Canon 3D, the judge may disclose on the record the

reason for the recusal. If after disclosure of any reason for recusal other than as required by

Canon 3D(1)(a), the parties and lawyers, out of the presence of the judge, all agree that the

judge need not recuse himself or herself, and the judge is willing to participate, the agreement

of the parties shall be incorporated in the record, and the judge may participate in the

proceeding.

COMMENT: This procedure gives the parties an opportunity to waive the recusal if the judge

agrees. The judge may comment on possible waiver but must ensure that consideration of the

question of waiver is made independently of the judge. A party may act through counsel if

counsel represents on the record that the party has been consulted and consents. As a practical

matter, a judge may wish to have all parties and their lawyers sign a waiver agreement.

F. DISCIPLINARY RESPONSIBILITIES.

(1) A judge should take or initiate appropriate corrective measures with

respect to the unprofessional conduct of another judge or a lawyer.

(2) If other corrective measures are not appropriate or, if attempted, were not

successful, a judge shall inform the Commission on Judicial Disabilities of facts known to that

judge that raise a substantial question as to another judge’s fitness for office.

(3) If other corrective measures are not appropriate or, if attempted, were not

successful, a judge shall inform the Attorney Grievance Commission of facts known to the

judge that raise a substantial question as to a lawyer’s honesty, trustworthiness, or fitness as

a lawyer in other respects.

(4) Acts of a judge required or permitted by Canon 3F(1), (2), or (3) shall be

absolutely privileged.

COMMENT: Permitting a judge to take "corrective" measures gives the judge a wide range of

options to deal with unprofessional conduct. Appropriate corrective measures may include direct

communication with the judge or lawyer who is believed to have committed the violation or

other direct action if available. There may be instances of professional misconduct that would

warrant a private admonition or referral to a bar association counseling service.
The order of a judge must be verifiable and he is legally responsible to ensure that his orders are not counterfeited. Just as a cheque cannot be cashed without the signature of the person who made it, so too a Court Order MUST have the signature of the person who has made the order and the seal of the court which is making it. Nor can it be a photocopy since the original IS the legal document. The recipient is fully entitled to demand the ORIGINAL and to refuse to accept it unless it IS the original, signed version. Your defence for refusing any version of a Court Order whose genuineness is doubted is the Golden Rule. And the SERVER MUST serve a genuine original, signed and sealed document. Or else he has served nothing and you do not accept it. Stand your ground on the Golden Rule - a fundamental part of the Common Law.1. 'Historia Placitorum Coronae' (1736) - Sir Matthew Hale  2. Blackstone, 'Commentaries on the Laws of England' (iv) - (1765) 3. 'Written 'Decision on Williams Case' - 'The Christian religion is part of the Law of England' - (Lloyd Kenyon - 1st Baron Kenyon - 1797).
42 Md. L. Rev. 766
Treatment of Brady v. Maryland Material in United States District and State Courts’ Rules, Orders, and Policies In July 2004, the Judicial Conference Advisory Committee on Criminal Rules asked the Federal Judicial Center to study the local rules of the U.S. district courts, state laws, and state court rules that address the disclosure principles contained in Brady v. Maryland.1 Brady requires that prosecutors fully disclose to the accused all exculpatory evidence in their possession. Subsequent Supreme Court decisions have elaborated the Brady obligations to include the duty to disclose(1) impeachment evidence,2 (2) favorable evidence in the absence of a request by the accused,3 and (3) evidence in the possession of persons or organizations (e.g., a
The appellant in this case is actually a defendant as described under the Brady rule the court is withholding crucial evidence of past reviews of appellants cases which cannot be verified by the court dockets of this court and others. Because the use of unsigned orders, lack of any verifiable tracking system, and the numerous pieces of consumer mail fraud received by appellee over the past 15 years.
Certificate of service
I George McDermott certified that a copy of this motion after being date stamped was sent to the following addresses by first-class mail this 30th day of August 2011 to Kenneth MacFadyen at Baltimore, MD 210 E. Redwood St. 21202-3399  

CC   FBI Annapolis handcarried

Attn: Special Agent John Sheridan seeking follow-up to FOIA request.
� Rule 201. Judicial Notice of Adjudicative Facts(a) MARYLAND CODE OF JUDICIAL CONDUCT PREAMBLE It is fundamental to our legal system that our laws be interpreted by a competent, fair, honorable, and independent judiciary. Such a judiciary is essential to the American concept of justice. Intrinsic to all sections of this Code are the precepts that, individually and collectively, judges must honor and respect the judicial office as a public trust and strive to enhance and maintain public confidence in our legal system. A judge, as arbiter of facts and law for the resolution of disputes, is a highly visible symbol of government under the rule of law.








� Oath of Office - "...support and defend the Constitution..." U.S. Federal and Military Oath of Office" I, AB, do solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will support and defend the Constitution of the United States against all enemies, foreign and domestic; that I will bear true faith and allegiance to the same; that I take this obligation freely, without any mental reservation or purpose of evasion; and that I will well and faithfully discharge the duties of the office on which I am about to enter. So help me God.''
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