In The

SUPRIME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
 

 

George E. McDermott 




jury trial demanded









in all cases but denied
 





Petitioner


VS.





case_10-A662

Kenneth J. MACFAYDEN; James J. Loftus

Mariam M. fuchs, Jeff Houston.
Jury demand requested but never received
 



Respondent’s

____________________________________________________________________________
	


Petitioners/Defendants motion, and requesting this court and it’s judicial officers to take judicial notice to under (28 U. S. C. §1). & According to the Constitution (Art. III, §2). Also 

:FRE Rule 201. Judicial Notice
                        Of Adjudicative Facts (a) (b) (d) (e) (f)

Comes now George McDermott has petitioner requesting that this court take judicial notice of  FRE 201 plus18 USC 152,153,154,156 and 3057 that allegations of fraud on the court have been raised .petitioner is now requesting that the appointed and paid officers of this court,
 including the Chief Justice of the United States[image: image1.png]


 The Hon. John G. Roberts, Jr. and courts Associate Justices[image: image2.png]


 The Hon. John Paul Stevens, The Hon. Antonin Scalia The Hon. Anthony M. Kennedy The Hon. David H. Souter The Hon. Clarence Thomas The Hon. Ruth Bader Ginsburg The Hon. Stephen G. Breyer The Hon. Samuel Alito also the Hon. William Suter, clerk of this court. The attached appendix, and the differences the necessity for this request of the court.
1.
This court has jurisdiction and legal duties under (28 U. S. C. §1). Power of Article III, §1, of the Constitution 2. Furthermore, each of the justices being notified has special duties and responsibilities under their respective oath of office . Having individually sworn in a public ceremony an oath to uphold the Constitution of the United States. And the Constitution of enumerated states) therefore there is no dispute the complaint was filed properly with this court  [App.1-3] And as petitioner in this proceedings in this court petitioner has a legal a duty and obligation to report to the court under  TITLE 18--CRIMES AND CRIMINAL PROCEDURE PART I--CRIMES CHAPTER 63--MAIL FRAUD Sec. 1346. Definition of ``scheme or artifice to defraud'' For the purposes of this chapter, the term ``scheme or artifice to defraud'' includes a scheme or artifice to deprive another of the intangible right of honest services. (Added Pub. L. 100-690, title VII, Sec. 7603(a), Nov. 18, 1988, 102 Stat. 4508.). 
2,
Petitioner now Respectfully request that the Chief Justice and other Justices receiving this motion take judicial notice of the court dockets in rulings under title 28 appendix federal rules of appellate procedure, title VII general provisions has passed on December 1, 2006, regarding rule changes to rule 31.1 and 32 .1. New rule addressing the citations of judicial opinions, orders, judgments, or other written dispositions. Petitioner is out of necessity making this request for the reasons stated below, to preserve the integrity of this court, which has stated in SKILLING v. UNITED STATES ( No. 08-1394 ) 554 F. 3d 529, this court defined honest services and insured by example, standby this court's previous rulings.
3.
Petitioner had been put in an extremely awkward position of having to petition the Chief Justice of the United States, and all associate Justices could take judicial notice of their oath of office because inferior courts have acted in such a reckless manner. Incomplete an absolute abandonment of their oath of office and their contract petitioner has received sham justice, unsigned orders which the courts will not validate or authenticate, court docket control. Every Superior Court, including the US Court of Appeals cases CASE #  10-cv-1691 + case 10 – 2113 + case 10 – 2127 From USDC Md. 8:10-cv-01111 AW  the petitioner and parties in this case. Petitioner expected honest services, from these courts as the law requires. Which instead used pretense proceedings and unsigned orders, opinions, and illegal judgments. To facilitate fraud on petitioner and his family under color of law and authority. This court has access to the pacer system. To see for itself. That petitioner has argued fraud on the court says, pleadings and responses.
4.    Petitioner asserts openly that the records of these courts, the Maryland court of special appeals cases number 10-309 [Att 11-17]+ cases number 11–736 [Att 18 ]+  and cases number 304[Att.19-26]. All similarly evidence abuse of court rules and procedures, and outright obstruction of justice and denial of petitioners access to the courts and very judicial system.

5.
Finally the docket of this very court has been compromised, as has been petitioners case by the mist management and missed handling of documents, motions and pleadings, including several emergency motion that were filed, and date stamped by the Supreme Court. Please in accordance to the rules, but miraculously never made their way to the case file. Which in itself is deficient as of 13 September 2011 having over 900 pages of pleadings been removed and were destroyed by court clerks for reasons unknown. Additionally, many, many, motions and emergency request to this court have not been docketed into the record as required by minimum court standards. See [attachments 1 – 10] taken as copies from the court official file jacket and witnessed. Videotapes have been made of the various attempts to gain access to these court records and is available with the justices review @ secretjustice.com programs. 219, 220, 222, 223, 228, 231, 232, 235, 236, 237, 239, 240, 241, 243, 251, 252, 254, 255, 264, 273, 274, 276, 279, 280, 283-6, 284, 287, 289, 290, 291, 296, 297, 302. 303, 309, 310, 312, 315, 322, 336, 337 are but a few of the programs validating petitioners alerting the court as to fraud and obstruction of justice by court clerks available on the Internet

In summation petitioner respectfully moves that this court on the 26th day of September 2011 act in accordance with his code and statutes. Also its oath of office and considered the matter before it has a matter of grave importance to the station, a matter of first impression law which is not been brought before this court before, and is heavily supported by this court prior opinions and rulings dating back to the historic case of WILLIAM MARBURY v. JAMES MADISON, SECRETARY OF STATE OF THE UNITED STATES. SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 5 U.S. 137 FEBRUARY, 1803 Term , where the gold standard was set by this court, regarding officers of the government restrictions on altering rules and or the Constitution to benefit themselves or other insiders without the consent of the legislative body. Having duly considered an open recorded proceedings proposed changes to the rules by which this nation to be governed and operate in compliance with our Constitution as our founders had originally in-tented our society operate.
Petitioner would respectfully request that this court look into the court clerks, nonconforming operations and docket administration also case administration as a court of record. And as a common law court of review is unforgivable and unthinkable that the justices of this court would allow this courts clerks office to operate in such a shoddy manner depriving masses of American citizens of their equal access to this very court loss of their businesses, homes, children, and even their lives. Under color of law and authority.
· Additionally all 540 members of the United States House of Representatives, both house and Senate have been petitioned under the freedom of information request to produce the constitutional amendments that would legally allow our courts, common law, equity courts, maritime courts. Appellate courts, courts of federal claims, and even the Supreme Court. To operate outside the Constitution by issuing unsigned orders which the courts of these courts will not authenticate will validate in compliance with the 2000 E. sign act and the 2000 paper reduction act.
As petitioner can no longer trust this court clerks office to properly document and file papers, a copy of this pleading will be mailed by certified registered mail to each individual justice of this court. With signature confirmation so that petitioner can be assured justices of this court are aware of the mass of documents, pleadings and motions, lodged appendix is an emergency request which had not been properly docketed into court, or made available in the public case file. Out an abundance of caution. Petitioner must notify the justices of these gross irregularities.
Respectfully submitted

George Edward McDermott pro se petition
certificate of service

I certify that a copy of this motion with all attachments was mailed by first class US Mail this 19th day of September, 2011 to Kenneth Mac Fadyen,  210 E. Redwood St., Baltimore, MD 21202-3399  with a copy to be forwarded to the United States Postal Service Criminal Investigation Unit,1735 North Lynn St., Arlington, VA. 22209-2020.

Even though respondents have never made an appearance in this court, or responded by filing corporate disclosure requirements with the US District Court, or US Court of Appeals committing even further frauds by mail and on this court
APPENDIX IN SUPPORT OF PETITIONERS MOTION FOR THIS COURT AND ITS

JUSTICES TO TAKE JUDICIAL NOTICE OF ITS OATH OF OFFICE

	
	Document description for the court
	Date
	Signed
	Pages

	1
	Supreme Court Docket September 13, 2011 evidencing many, pleadings, never docketed by the clerk's
	9/13/11
	Electronic record
	1

	2
	Application to Chief Justice Roberts, which was granted
	2/28/11
	Unsigned
	2

	3
	Order of the court to Chief Justice Roberts
	2/ 29/11
	Signed
	3

	4
	Petition to the court clerk Suter, regarding missing and misfiled or destroyed documents, Marked as Distributed
	7/7/11
	Marked received
	4

	5.
	FRCP rule 79 motion from court file, Mark supplemental
	7/7/11
	?
	5

	6
	Memorandum to court clerk Ruth Jones, Mark supplemental from court file
	7/7/11
	?
	6

	7
	Memorandum to court clerk missing files, un-docketed pleadings , which was filed with the court
	9/13/11
	?
	7-8

	8
	Motions from court file, not on the docket
	7/7/11
	?
	9

	9
	Motions/memorandums from court file, not on docket
	9/13/11
	?
	10

	10
	Maryland court of special appeals docket evidencing notification to the courts of frauds committed by respondents." Noncompliance with procedural due process court covering up for respondents and insiders
	9/12/12
	Electronic case 307 -2010 record DE 01-208
	11-17

	11
	Maryland court of special appeals docket evidencing notification to the courts of frauds committed by respondents." Noncompliance with procedural due process court covering up for respondents and insiders
	9/12/12
	Electronic case 736 -2011 record DE 01-21
	11-17

	12
	Maryland court of special appeals docket evidencing notification to the courts of frauds committed by respondents." Noncompliance with procedural due process court covering up for respondents and insiders
	9/12/12
	Electronic case 304 -2009 record DE 01-219
	18-26


1 The Supreme Court consists of the � HYPERLINK "http://legal.wikia.com/index.php?title=Chief_Justice_of_the_United_States&action=edit&redlink=1" \o "Chief Justice of the United States (page does not exist)" �Chief Justice of the United States� and such number of � HYPERLINK "http://legal.wikia.com/index.php?title=Associate_Justice_of_the_Supreme_Court&action=edit&redlink=1" \o "Associate Justice of the Supreme Court (page does not exist)" �Associate Justices� as may be fixed by � HYPERLINK "http://legal.wikia.com/index.php?title=Congress&action=edit&redlink=1" \o "Congress (page does not exist)" �Congress�. The number of Associate Justices is currently fixed at eight (28 U. S. C. §1). Power to nominate the Justices is vested in the President of the United States, and appointments are made with the advice and consent of the � HYPERLINK "http://legal.wikia.com/index.php?title=United_States_Senate&action=edit&redlink=1" \o "United States Senate (page does not exist)" �Senate�. Article III, §1, of the Constitution further provides that "[t]he Judges, both of the supreme and inferior Courts, shall hold their Offices during good Behaviour, and shall, at stated Times, receive for their Services, a Compensation, which shall not be diminished during their Continuance in Office."
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