UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
fér ihe
District of Columbia

WILLIAM MICHAEL WINDSOR,
Plaintiff

CIVIL ACTION NO.

Scott S. Harris and ’

Rashonda Garner,

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
Defendants. )
)

COMPLAINT FOR VIOLATION OF CIVIL RIGHTS

EXHIBITS



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
for the

District of Columbia

WILLIAM MICHAEL WINDSOR,
Plaintiff

CIVIL ACTION NO.

Scott S. Harris and

Rashonda Garner,

Defendants.

N N N N N N N N N

COMPLAINT FOR VIOLATION OF CIVIL RIGHTS

EXHIBIT A




i 24123, 1:27PM - ' Search - Supreme Court of the United States S

zz}wgg | Searchdocumentslnthis casel - | ' l Search l
No. 22-7648
Title: ' in Re Wélliém M. Windsor, Petitioner -
DOCKEted s s e P
"L:';“kéd with 22A1 00s |
Iower Ct:
DATE PROCEEDINGS AND ORDERS
) May 10 2023 Application (22A1009) to file petition for a ert of mandamus andlor prohlbmon m 5
: excess of page hmits submitted to Justlce Thomas o Do
Main Document
, Ma’y 10 2023 : Petition for a writ of mandamus and/or prohlbmon and motlon for leave to ‘ )
proceed in forma paupens ﬁled (Response due’ June 26 2023) : ;’; o
Appendix - Motion for Leave to Proceed in Forma "." "j .
Pauperis Petition Proof of Service
May 23 2023 : Application (22A1009) to file petition for a writ of mandamus and/or pfohlbltioi.
excess of page limits granted by Justice Thomas The petltlon for a'writ of
mandamus and/or prohibition may not exceed 49 pages
Jun 01 2023 - Waiver of right of respondent United States to‘requndﬁled"; : ;
Main Dpcument : | ‘ |
Jul 20 2023 o DISTRIBUTED for Conference of 0/26/2023." o
Oct 022023 Petition DENIED.
NAME : ADDRESS . o PHONE _
Aﬁorneys for P_etiﬁoner

https://www.supremeco'ui't.govisearch.aapx?ﬂlename=/docket/docketﬂles/htmllpublicI22-?648.hfml_ - _:. L © Lo K - L 23 -




11/24/23, 1:27 PM o ‘ ' ~ Search - Supreme Coutt of the United States _

William M. Windsor 5013 S. Louise Ave., #1134
Counsel of Record Sioux Falls, SD 57108

Party name: William M. Windsor

Attorneys for Respondent

Counsel of Record United States Department of JustiéeQ,SO' i
Pennsylvania Avenue, NW o
Washington, DC 20530-0001

Elizabeth B. Prelogar - Solicitor General " l. .. .202-514-2217

SUPREMECTBRIEFS@USDOJ.GOV . -

Pa}ty name: United States

' ttps:/iwww.supremmecourt.govisearch.aspx?filename=/docketidocketfiles/htm/public/22-7648 tmil R A s . 33




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
for the

District of Columbia

WILLIAM MICHAEL WINDSOR,
Plaintiff

CIVIL ACTION NO.

Scott S. Harris and

Rashonda Garner,

Defendants.

A R - N N N

COMPLAINT FOR VIOLATION OF CIVIL RIGHTS

EXHIBIT B



PROOF OI* SERVICE |
L Wllham M. Wmdsor do swear that on thls date, May 8, 2023 as requn'ed 5 e
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MOTION I‘OR REHEARING

Petitioner William M Wmdsor (“Wmdsor” or “Petltroner”) Pro Se hereby

- files this Motlon for Rehearing pursuant fo Supreme Court Rule 44

FACTUAL BACKGRO_UND '.

1. From March 2006 to the present t“ederal Judges ha\re aeted rn.la corrubt
manner and have committed a varlety of felonies to damage Wlndsor EEET
2. On May 15, 2023, a Petrtron for Wrrt of Mandamus and ert of
| Prohibition was filed with this Court by Pro- Se Wmdsor [U S. Supreme Court
: DOCKET Case No. 22-7648. ] The Factual Background and arguments therem
~ are referenced and 1neorporated herern R
3. InJune 2023, Jake called for Justrce Clarence Thomas to say the ':
Petmon was docketed and would be considered by all nme of the Justlces He
explained that Windsor’s was one of about 180 to be consrdered from the 8 OOO or ER
so submitted. He was unaware of any Pro—Se party who ever had thelr request
- granted by the Supreme Court Wlndsor found one 1n 197 1. . o
4.  This Court’s Docket later showed the Petmon was to be consrdered 1n 1 o
. “Conference” on September 26 2023 [U S. Supreme Court DOCKET Case No o

22-7648.]




5. On October 2 2023, this Court’s onlme Docket md1cates that the

Petltlon was demed [U.S. Supreme Court DOCKET Case No 22 7648 ]

6. Windsor has never recewed a le_tter. .All the C_lerk_fs Ofﬁ'ce‘jvyoulq ; BRE

finally say by telephone is that a letter was sent w1thonewordDENIED SR R

ARGUMENTS AND AUTHORITY e R

7. Windsor seeks to have this Court rehear thls Petltlon for substantlal L

grounds not previously presented. -

 THE JUSTICES OF THE UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT HAV

VIOLATED THEIR OATHS OF OFFICE IN DENYING THIS PETITIO' V.

8. The justices of The United S,tatesl :Suvp_trem:e Courft havev1olatedthelr

oaths of office in denying this Petitiou. B

9.  The Supreme Court website providee the‘ oathé ‘of ofﬁoe thatare
“required: [https://www.supremecourt. gov/about/oath/oathsofofﬁce : 5 ‘_j |

10. 5 U S.C.§ 3331 provides the oath that is now taken by all federal

employees, mcludmg members of the Supreme Court e

11.  Asnoted in Article VI all federal ofﬁc1als must take an oath in. o

“ support of the Constitution:




12. ..all executive and Judrcral Ofﬁcers. lb.oth of the Umted States and of

the several States, shall be bound by Oath or Affirmatlon to support thls v
a Constitution; but no rel1g1ous Test shall ever be requlred asa Quahﬁcatlonto any .

H ) Ofﬁce or pubhc Trust under the United States RS Sl

13.  The Constitution does not provide the Wordlng for th1s oath leavmg

'A .that to the determmatlon of Congress From 1789 untll 1861 thrs oath w__ '., é tdo

solemnly swear (or afﬁrm) that I will support the Constltutlon of the Unlted
States.” During the 18603 this oath was altered several tlmes before Congress
settled on the text used today, which is set out at 5 U S C § 3331 Thrs oath is"
© NOwW taken by all federal employees, other than the Presrdent ‘
“I __,do solemnly swear (or afﬁrm) that 1 w1ll suppo and d_ end
the Constltu‘uon of the United States against all enemles, forergn and e
domestic; that T will bear true faith and allegiance to the same; that T take IR
this obligation freely, without any mental resetvation or purpose of __evasron,
and that I will well and faithfully discharge the dutles of the office:on h1
I am about to enter. So help me God.” ¢ S
14. T he Judrc1al Oath, found at 28 U.S. C § 453 1s also taken by each R
justice of the Supreme Court.
15.  The origin of the seeond oath is found in the Judlclary Act of 17 89

which reads “the justices of the Supreme Court, and the dlstrlct Judges before they _

proceed to execute the duties of then respeotlve ofﬁces” to take a second oath or




. ‘was:

| affirmation. From 1789 0 1990, the originat text‘ usedfor thlsoath(IStat 76§ '

___________ , do solemnly sweat or afﬁrm that I w1ll admrnrster Justlce
without respect to persons,-and do equal rlght to the poor and to.the rich; an
that T will fz arthfully and 1mpart1ally discharge : and perform all the duties.
incumbent upon me as __, according to the best of my ¢ ab1l1t1es _and, :

~understanding, agreeably to.the constltutlon and laws of the Unlted States .
So help me God.” .-

15. In December 1990 the Judlclal Improvements Actof ;1 990 replaced the

phrase aceordmg to the best of my ablhtles and. understandlng, agreeably to th

_Constltutlon" with "under the Constitution.” Th_e;revrsed Judrclal'O

U S. C. § 453, reads:

“I, ' , do solemnly swear (or affirm) that I wrll admlmster 'ustlee‘-
without respect to persons, and do equal rightto the | pooL; an ‘

that I will faithfully and impartially discharge- and perform;a ‘th
“incumbent upon me as under the Constltutlon and laws of the

United States So help me God.”

16. Upon occasion, appomtees to the Supreme Coutt hav

' eomblned Versmn of the two oaths whlch reads =

«, - .do solemnly swear (or afﬁrm) that I w111 admrmste ustice
without respeet to persons, and do equal right to the h,

and that T will faithfully and impartially dlscharge.and{' perfor,
duties incumbent upon me as _____ under the Constitution and laws

of the United States; and that I will support and defend the Constrtutlon of o
the United States against all enemies, forergn and dome "1c',‘ that 1bear -
true faith and allegiance to the same; that I take this obligatio Y,
without-any mental reservatlon or purpose of evasion; and that'-,"Il_‘_,__A ill well




and farthfully drqeharge the dutles ot the office on whlch I am about to
enter. So help me God.”> . S R

17.  The questions presented to thls Court in thls Petltlon were

L. Is a federal court order V01d When Jurrsdlctlon is never e
determined? If so, every order of the DISTRICT COURT and R
11TH CIRCUIT are invalid, and thls Court’s task 1s srmple

- II. - Does a federal court judge lack Jurlsdlctron to pla e‘_ restrretlons
' on the operatlon of state eourts" PR

III.  Is afederal court order placmg restrlctlons on the operatlon of
' state courts a void order? ' s : S

IV.  Did the 1 ITH CIRCUIT err by denylng appe m.
- Windsor (“WINDSOR”) that incorporate the Junsdrctro“ iss
and the state court authorlty lssue‘7 N L

V.  Didthe DISTRICT COURT and the 1 lTH CIRCUIT err ‘b
- denying In Forma Pauperls status to WINDSOR"

- VI Are there exceptmnal mrcumstances that requrre th1s Court to
1ssueaWr1t‘7 . R

18.  Extensive information Was'presenteid tothrsCourt

19. Windsor’s Petition was unopposed so Wlndsor S clarms Were -
uncontroverted But the justices of The Supreme Court 1gnored 1t

20. The oaths of office taken requlre each Justlee to “defend the
Constltutlon of the United States against alI enermes forelgn and domestlc” and
“bear true faith and alleglanee to the same e The Justlces of The Supreme Court s N

have f; alled to defend the Constltutlon agamst a domestrc enemy the federal

6




judges in Atlanta, Georgia. By refusing to address thls Petltron the JUSthCS of T he_ e ) H
j ,Supreme Court have allowed federal courts to' ope1 ate corruptly and 1gnore all -
- laws, rules, and facts. The justices of The Supreme Court are allowmg federal

judges to treat the Constitution and the Bill of Rrghts as 1f they are null and vord

The justices of The Supreme Court have falled to defend the Constltutlon

21.  This error must be corrected by havmg thrs Court rehear the Petltron.

This Court has no choice but to defend the Constrtutron by grantrng the Petrtlon

THE PURPORTED ORDER DW i

1691. IT DOES NOT CONTAIN THE SEAL OF THE COURT | f"-,f.f L
' OR THE SIGNATURE OF A CLERK 4‘ SRR

- WITH THE NECESSARY CREDENTIALS L

22.  The so-called order denyir‘rg this Petitiorr isa let_ter,f notan order, and e
it does not bear the seal of the clerk. - o

23. 28U.8.C.§1691 requlres . “All Wrrts and process 1ssu1ng from a court-': Lo

of the United States shall be under the seal of the court and srgned by the clerk
“ thereof.” The Order is 1nva11d ) the Petltron must be reheard |

The word “prooess” at 28 U S.C. 1691 means a court order See Mzddleton RN
~ Paper Co. v. Rock River Paper Co., 19 F.252(C.C. W.D. Wrsconsm B

1884); Taylor v. U.S., 45 F. 531 (C.C. E.D. Tennessee 1891) US. v L i

Murphy, 82 F. 893 (DCUS Delaware 1897); Leas & McVztty V. Merrzman, SO

7




132 F.510(C.C. W.D. Vrrgmla 1904) US V. Sharrock 276 F. 30 (DCUS '
 Montana 1921); In re Simon; 297 F. 942,34 ALR 1404 (2“d C1r Pt
1924); Scanbe Mfg. Co. v. Tryon, 400 F.2d 598 (9th C1r 1968) and lees v,
Gussin, 104 B.R. 553 (Bankruptcy D C. 1989) s oo o

THIS COURT DID NOT HAVE A OUORUM TO VOTE ON
WINDSOR’S PETITION AS THE DOCUMENTATION: REQ UIREL ',
TO BE MAINTAINED BY THIS COURT 1S INCOMP 'T .

24.

_is not complete

25. Upon information and: behef requrred credentlals documentatlon 1s
ot filed as required for the Jus‘uces

26.  5U.S.C. § 2906 reads as follows

The oath of office taken by an mdrvrdual under sectlon 3331 of thrs 1tle’ '
~ shall be delivered by him to, and preserved. bv, the House of Congress,
agency, or court to which the office pertams ST '

27. Ifthe Supreme Court does not have the necessary credentlals on ﬁle

credentials that were on file.
28.  Upon information and belief, thereqmredcredennals ate missing for-

Scott S. Harris dba “Clerk of Court.”




29, If this is correct any orders” slgned by Mr Harrls are mvahd as he S

dld not have the legal credentials filed that are requlred

THIS COURT VIOLATED .
| ARTICLE Il SECTION2OF
THE CONSTITUTION OF THE UNITED STATES |

30. Artrcle m Sectlon 2 of the Cons’ututlon prov1des “The JlldlClal _po

shall extend to all cases, in law and equity, arlsmg under thls Constrtutlon, the laws;

of the United States and treatles made, or whrch shall bez.rn 'de; under jt.
: I_authorlty. .. | ‘
31.  This Court’s JudIClal power is dependent unon the Constltutron, .ye
this Court ignored the Const1tut10n in denylng Wlndsor S. Petltlon
32, Wmdsor submrts that this Court has no authorlty‘orrlght to 1gnore
claims of the violation of' Consututional rlghts that are presented to this
Const1tut1on makes it very clear that 1t and only it prov1des | Judlcral-- power
Therefore, any court that knowingly allows ytlolatlona S)f;th:e;: Con tltutlonhasn .

power and is functioning without jurisdiction

33.  This Court must grant the petltion and declare that Wlndsor 'S
" Constitutional rlghts have been v1olated Fallure to do so mu;__

- violation of the Constitution by the Justlces of thls Court
| 9




THIS COURT IGNORED B
THE CONSTITUTIONAL CRISIS "
| THAT EXISTS IN THE UNITED STATES,

34. Windsor believes Federal judges have turned the UnIted States Into a -

_ police state in which they wield tyrannical power, Intentlonally V_V1Olat___mg the : e

Constitution, laws, rules, and their oath.

35.  The most basic so-called “guarantees” of the COnStituIion:have' been’ e |

stolen from us by corrupt federal Judges We mlght as well be hvmg in a

Communist country where we have been shocked to hear of the VIOIatlon of the

o rights of the citizens. It has become Just as bad i in the Umted Stetes when this i 41‘s PRbeE

allowed to happen and no one WIll do anythmg about It

36. The Supreme Court may be the only hope for anyone to do anythmg PR

about this, and it is The Supreme Court s prlmary legal obhgatlon to ensure that S

the Constitution is not being violated by federal Judges.'

- THIS COURT VIOLATED ITS OWN LAW ,
BY FAILING TO PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF ANY SORT
IN THE “ORDER” DENYING THE PETITION

37. 1n 2009, this Court 'Issued an: o,r.der reqniring _-fe__.c_lleralv _cOqu_t:_S~.to;iS:SI__I_e'_';‘_':.4-,.'_1‘:}'_‘;;_‘7 -

10




orders with an explanation, -

..courts err in disposing of clalms w1thout explanatlon of any sort ”,
(Corcomn V. Levenhagen, 558 US. 1 (2009) (08- 10495)) '

38. Th1s Court violated its own iaw by i 1ssu1ng a one-word de01s1on._:fﬂ.._l_' SO

- 39.  This Court has an obligation to the 01tlzens. of th_e Un_1te’d States_;f___ S

THE JUSTICES OF THIS COURT AND ALL S
WHO READ THE PETITION HAVE A LEGAL OBLIGATION‘-_‘-_
 UNDER 18 U.S.C. §4TO REPORT FELONIES

40. 18U.S.C.§4 states that

“Whoever, having knowledge of the actual commrssxon of a felony
cognizable by a court of the United States,. conceals and does not as soon aS .
possible make known the same to some Jjudge or other person in civilor - .-

- military authority under the United States, shall be ﬁned under“h' ‘ t1t1e o
imprisoned not more than three yeats, or both SR

41. Wmdsor has provided proof of felonles o th1s Court Therefore, each | ) B

of the justices of The Supreme Court has a legal obhgatron to report these crlmes

to law enforcement authormes Each of the clerks and all who Were supposed to

read the Petl‘uon have the same legal obhgatlon Thrs Court must d‘.‘ "as W'ndsor :

asked and refer tlus matter to a Grand Jury in Aﬂanta, Georgla
42. Wmdsor asks the people recelvmg this. Petruon for Rehearlng to report v } .
these crimes. If this is not done, Wmdsor 1ntends to ﬁle charges agamst each of

11




the justices and the recipients for violation of 18 U. S C. § 4, and a vemﬁed

complaint pursuant to Bivens, RICO and more.

THIS COURT HAS AN OBLIGATION
TO START CLEANING UP '-AMERICA: g

43.  Ifthis Court is not aware that our Judlmal system 1s corrupt shame on S

you. Ifthis Court is aware that our Judlclat system is corrupt and has done nothlng j

about it, shame on you.

44.  The federal courts of Georgia and Florlda are ﬁlled Wlth | vff‘}
'j corruption. Windsor presents the followmg arguments in ﬁrst person

45.  Talways knew there were problems w1th our legal system, but I .

thought it was just unscrupulous lawyers. 1 never dreamed that federal Judges were

corrupt and routmely commit cnmes, but they do.

46. 1 have charged nine federal sudges in Atlanta W1th corruntlon and .
diehonesty, and I now need to add to that list. From my personal experlence, theee G
judges i 1gnore the law, ignore the facts, and commlt crlmlnal acts whlle hldmg 5k
‘behind their: JudICIal robes and the _]udIClal 1mmumty" that the Judges have glven

themselves over the years. These Judges don’t make mlstakes they do aII of thlS
intentionally.

- 12



47.  1have discovered this is WIdespread in the fedetal Judlclary in |
America. From my experlences here the federal Judges do whatever the heck thevi‘;f |
want 0 do. 1do ot have any proof that judges have been bribed, bt th thought
~ comes to mind. With Atlanta federal District'Cou_xj't Judge Ormda D EVans,I have | |
learned that she is evil. She has a reputation that she wiil_"tvvist the?iavv, andthe . S
facts to decide however she wants to decide. 1 have seen the darkest éfher s1des R
She is truly an evil woman. | | o B

- 48.  Inthe history of the Umted States, only nlne federal Judges have been =

impeached. Atlanta could top that m one fell swoop

49.  Judges are supposed to tel] the truth at all tlmes, but these Judges

have made false statements rou’unely These were. matenal false statements made R

under the judges' oath of office in a federal proceedmg These Judges knew-‘f}--" L

- statements they made were false

50. Judges are supposed to provide due process to the paxtles m thelr :‘{:"".i.'

- courts, but 1 have had just about every foxm of due process demed I have not been‘_'}_.'.i i

-allowed to present evidence, call witnesses, cross-examm_e-W1tnesses~‘,:: hay

- impartial judge, and much more. The latest outrage is_;h_é_t Judge Jeffrey'L Ashton
issued an injunction against me that ‘dehie’s my right to represent m_Y.S?I fand e
. dismissed my personal injury case where I was hit by'. an 1 SI;Wf_lﬁveel_e_I,‘;-:;ajhd* i

13




that made a blg dlfference in the world. I said, no,

‘ permanently disabled. ThlS was done w1thout notrce or the opportunlty to be

- heard.

51. These Judges routinely 1gnored the facts and the law and even

’ 1nvented their own facts. These Judges have made rulmgs that are ab‘ olutely

contrary to the law

52.  I'have four grandchildren. I drove Madlson's carpool once & week f

- old. As we drove home one day, she told me they were studymg Martm Luther

- _prejudlced but 1 dxdn't really do anythlng She asked 1f I had ever done “anythln

unfortu aely not.-- 1€ quick]

is true. Well I hope I can do somethmg vrtally rmportant to every Amerlcan Wlth"
'my efforts to expose corruptlon in the federal courts We_ are all in trouble |
Madison and I want to help

53.  Iwant to assure each of the justrces of The Unlted:States_Supreme

~Court that if you deny my Petltlon agam I Wlll do everythmg poss1ble to 'vex Vo:

14




you to the world. T will seek your 1mpeachment I w1ll ﬁle a c1v11 su1t agamst you

I will file criminal charges agalnst you, and I won t stop for as long as’ I hve . : -

54. For Heaven’s sake do What is rrght End the _]U.dlClal corruptlon

before it ends America.

CONCLUSION o |
For all the reasons stated above, WINDSOR respectfully requ. 'sts that thls |

Court grant WILLIAM M. WINDSOR’S MOTION FOR REHEARING 1nform' e

al, Civil Action No. 1:11 CV—01923 TWT order that federal courts,must ablde by g

the Constitution and must not deny a Pro—Se party the rlght':torepr‘esent--hlms_elf (;)1_"

~ Cireuit to vacate all orders in reqponse to le Actron No 1 11-CV~01923-TWT
order all Georgla federal courts to. comply wrth the Georgla Constltutlon on

- -applications for In Forma Pauperls, ISDUG 2 Wnt of Proh1b1t10n to prevent the '_ :

| exer01se of unlawful jurisdiction by federal courts over state court matters w1th -

which it is not vested by law; order that required‘credéﬁti‘éll_s];d.ec"urﬁerltetlierr of eac e




Justice is provided to WINDSOR estabhsh a Supreme Court precedent that makes',ff’ A
it clear federal courts have no Jurlsdlct]on over state courts ask the House and

Senate Judiciary Committees to 1nvest1gate the federal Judlclary in Georgla and

" F lorlda remand thls matter to a different circuit where Wlndsor s Constltutlonal

rights might be honored and grant all other relief thls Court ﬁnds 1mportant and as: |

justice requires.
Respectfully submitted on October 26, 2023,

,/s/ Wzllzam M Wzndsor

leham M Wmdsor i
'5013 S Louise Ave #1 134

Sioux Falls, South Dakota;}

352-661-8472 e o

. WrndsorInSouthDakota@yahoo com Sl

PROOF OF SERVICE

1, Wllharn M Wmdsor do swear that on thls date October 26 2023 I have

served the enclosed MOTION on the DE}*ENDANT S in the above proc dlng 0
- their counsel, and on every other person requrred to bc served by deposrtmg an Co

envelope containing the above documents in the ;Umted S_tates,‘rnaﬂ 'PK’P@?W, S o
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addressed to each of them and w1th ﬁrst—olass postage prepald or by dellvery to a . .
- thlrd-party commercial carrier for dehvery Wlﬂlln 3 calenda1 days R
The names and addresses of those served are as follows - .} o
Sollcltor General of the Umted States
Room 5614, Department of Justice -

950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW. - :
Washington, D.C. 20530—0001.‘;} g

RYAN K. BUCHANAN — GABRIEL A MENDEL 5
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY -- ASSISTANT U S. ATTORNEY
' 600 United States Courthouse - -
75 Ted Turner Drive, S.W., Atlanta, Georgla 30303
Telephone: 404-581-6000 -- Facsimile; 404- 581-6181
Email: gabriel. mendel@ustJ gov U

In accordance with 28 U.S.C. § 1746, 1 declareunderpenaltyof perjury that

the foregoing is true and correct. .-
Executed on this 26th day of October, 2()23,

-~ ' A/S/ Wzlllam M Wln dsoy- L

o ,_WllhamM Wmdsor

-~ 5013 S Loulse Ave #1 34 T
~'Sioux Falls, South Dakota 57 108

. 352-661-8472 | o

A WmdsorInSouthDakota@yahoo com_. et
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES s
OFFICE OF THE CLERK. =~ =
WASHINGTON, Dc,_20543-0001

November 3, 2023 S ST

; W?‘i ar Windsor
5u3’€~s_'iseé&w #1134 e R
Sioux Falls, 8D 57108 A T “

RE: InRe W_iiiiam M. Windsor
o: 22-7648

- DPear Mr. Windsor:

peumon for rehearing in the above-entltied case was postmarked October 26,

~ 2()2 nd, received October 30, 2023 and is herewith returned for failure to comply W‘lth '
Rule 44 of the Rules of this Court. The petition must briefly and dzsnnctly-state it
grourds and must be accompanied by a certificate stating that the grounds 110"
infervening circumstances of substantial or.controlling effect or to other substa.ntlal S
grounds not previously presented. L

. XOJ must also certxfy that the petition for reheanng is presented m good fmﬂa and not
Or ¢eiay. g .

Pigase correct and resubmit as soon as possible. Unless the petmon is submltted

this Office in corrected form within 15 days of the date of th:s letter, the petttlon Wl
be filed. Ru?e 44.6. ,

o (zoz) 479.3025

- Enclosures

—)
e v
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Supreme Court of thé Tnited:State
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James N. Hatten, et al, Respo

~On Petition for Writ of Mandarnus
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-~ and Foundmg Member of the American Association of Non-Lawyer.
: © 50138 Loulse AV 3
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i Rule 44 of the Rules of this Court. The petition must briefly and distinetls

.+ grounds not previously presented.

- 7. Enclosures

SUPREME COURTOY © Rk .
OFFICE OF THE CLERK. -
| WASHINGTON, DC 20543-0001

November 3,2023 S |
: :.W s Wmdsozl :
5013 S. Louise Ave., #1134
Sioux Falls, 5D 57108 -

RE: In Re‘Willivam M. Windsor
No: 22-7648 '

_' Dear Mr. Windsof:

* The petition for rehearing in the above-entitled casewas postmar ¢d 'O
2023 and received October 30, 2023 and is herewith returned for ilure

. grounds and must be accompanied by a certificate stating that the grounds

+ intervening circumstances of substantial or controlling effect or to other sub

o You must also certify that the petition for réheari'ngfi‘s pre sentex
- for delay. - : , R

. Please correct and resubinit as soon as possible. Unless thep stition is submitted to
-+, this Office in corrected form within 15 days of the date of this letter, the. vetition ' will no
e filed. Rule 44.6. - I AR TR

o Ras ondé Oeatne
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
OFFICE OF THE CLERK - o
WASH!NGTON D.C. 20543—0001

January 2023

SCOTT S. HARRIS - ' SRR P | AREA CODE 202~
" CLERK OF THE COURT - , o 479-301_1 :

- MEMORANDUM QONCERN!NG THE DEADLINES FOR CERT STAGE
' PLEAD!NGS AND THE SCHEDULING OF CASES F.R CONFERENCE

This memor. andum is mtended to promde gmdance to attorneys and 11t1gants on'_-- o

the procedures for cert- stage bnefs waivers; and rephes It also addresses the‘,' _'

~ practices and procedures for dlstrlbutlon of cert stage ﬁhngs to the Justmes for.

Cons1derat10n N
‘1. Briefs in Oppos:tlon or in Support

A 1espondent is permitted to file a briefin oppos1t10n to or m support of a petltlon

' for a Wut of oertlorarl A brief in oppos1t10n or support 1s not requlred excepﬁ 1

Clerk’s Ofﬁce in the first instance. - Unless there are mrcumstances that necessﬂ:ate y _'
speedy 1uhng on the petition, the Clerk’s Ofﬁce Wlll generalbr grant an m1t1a1 extensmn"-' o
of 30 days upon request. If a respondent seeks an extensmn of more than 30 days, o;

a further extensmn after rece1v1ng a 30 day extensmn respondent should mclude:i

".part1es to the case. It is permlssﬂole 1‘01 an attorney who is not :a member o_ het_ -




Supreme Court Bar to request an extensmn of t1me to f11e a brlef in oppos1t1on In thlS‘

limited c1rcumstance the letter should be subm1tted only in: paper form and electromc o

filing is not required. The letter should note that. the requestlng attorney 1s not.' -

currently a member of the Bar of this Court and acknowledge that the br1ef 1n~ .

oppos1t10n must be filed by a Bar member Ifa petltloner opposes an extensmn request e

and their opposition is not noted in the request counsel for pet1t1oner should contact_

the Clerk’s Office pr omptly, since these motmns are. routlnely acted upon very qulckly o

2. Walvers

If a respondent has determined that no brlef in oppos1t10n or support Wlll be :"’

filed, it is encouraged to file a waiver of the right to flle A form Walver should have o

been provided to respondent by the pet1t10ner shortly after the petltlon Was placed on_-f: o g

the docket; the form is also available on the Rulés and Guldance page of the Court S':i"“'

website. In completing the waiver (and in entermg a notlce of appearance Wlthm the_" n

Court’s electronic f111ng system), partlcular care should be taken to ensure that 1t 1s-'_"_' j" :

clear for which respondent or respondents the waiver is subm1tted It is permlssﬂ)le .

for an attorney Who is not a member of the Supreme Court Bar to submlt a Walver of o

the r1ght to f11e a brief in opposition. Where counsel 1s not a Bar member, the Walver. '

should be submitted only in paper form, and electromc f111ng is. not. requlred If. the' e

Court later calls for a response to the petition, the brlef 1n opposmon may only be.-:'..':.."f
submitted by a member of this Court’s Bar. ' : S
3. Reply Briefs

If a br1ef in opposition has been f1led the pet1t10ner 1s permltted to ﬁle a reply

There is no formal deadline for subnnsslon of a reply, but for the reply to be consnderedf : _

by the Cou1t it must be received by the Clerk’s Office and accepted for f111ng 1n advance T

of the date the case will be consldered at conference. If the reply has been rece1ved and -

accepted for filing When the case 1s chstrlbu‘red for conference (see Sect1on 4 below), '

the reply will be distributed to the Chambe1 S of the J ustlces along W1th the other f1lmgs .

- in the case; many 11t1gants therefore mak(, an eftort to have the reply on ﬁle before ;

distribution. But if the reply arrives. after drstrlbutlon but before the Justlces . . _



cons1derat10n of the pet1t10n at conference 1t w1ll be dlstrlbuted to Chambersr’_j e
1mmed1ately upon docketmg Because there is. no formal deadlme for the subm1ss1on 2
of a reply, the Court will not accept a motlon to extend the tlme to flle one -

4. Scheduling of the Petltlon for Conference S

Each week, the Clerk’s Offme dlstrlbutes two mam conference llsts” that_'.:"} .

1dent1fy petitions and other flhngs that will be con31dered by the 'f Justlces at an -

. upcoming conference The case d1str1but1on schedule 1s avallable on the Rules and':i;:-f“

Guidance page of the Court’s website.! For ‘most of the year the hst of pa1d cases 1s"‘_ o

distributed on Wednesdays and the list of in forma pauperl.s cases 1s d1str1buted on'._":- T

| Thursdays Between the end of April and the. m1ddle of June and to accommodate'_f":‘ -
- some hohdays, paid cases are distributed on Tuesdays and n forma paupens cases are_ :
-distributed. on Wednesdays The pet1t10n, briefs in oppos1t10n/support and any- other_ o

filings in the case will be forwarded to Chambers on the same day that the case 1s: P

included on a conference list. When a case is dlstrlbuted for conference, a, notatzon 1sf'
added to the docket for the case. ‘ v P

The precise date for dlstrlbutlon of the | case is shghtly dlfferent dependmg ‘upon BRI

the status of filings in the case:.

(@) If it is clear that all respondents have Wa1ved the  filea o

response to the petition, it will be placed on - the next relevant;”"f. o

'conference list (i.e., pa1d or: ifp) after recelpt and docketmg of : heﬂ N

" waivers. Thus, if the Walver(s) 1n a pa1d case have been Aldocketedb 7

: Tuesday, the case will be placed ona conference l1st that Wednesday SR

(b)  Ifthe tlme to file a briefin oppos1t10n has passed but the Court has‘-f;i-;'_- c

not recelved either a bnef in: oppos1t10n or a Walver from eachj

' respondent, the Clerk’s Office Wlll Wa1t several days aﬂ;er the -brief due}_-'-_'i -

date before distr 1but1ng the pet1t1on ThlS delay 1s to account for the .

1 The distribution schedule also includes one hst for each conference that is: typlcally dlstnbuted on the'

Monday before conference. This list will include cases that were scheduled for a previous coniference but e

not decided, and are ready to be considered again. Except in very. ‘unusual c1rcumstances, the’ ‘Clerk’s

Office will not include a case on this l1st if it has not plevmusly been scheduled for con51derat10n at a j-"ll
conference. : '




possibility that a ti_mely filedn brief may arrive.by mail. after the SR
 deadline. o D ' : ‘

(¢ Ifabriefin oppos1t10n has been ﬁled the case W111 generally be placedj. S

~on the next relevant conference l1st that 1s at least 14 days after the_ Do

~ filing date for the brief in opposition. See Rule 15. 5 Thus 1f a br1ef S

~in oppOS1t1on in an- m forma pauperzs case was filed on Frlday,}.p

October 11, 2019, the ‘case’ Would presumably be mcluded on: a'_".-‘;-'.'?_'. o

conference list and dlstnbuted to Chambers on Thursday, Qctober 31 _ V
2019, for consideration at the November 15 2019 conference '

(d)  If areply is received and accepted for ﬁhng less than 14 days after the"'i-} L

brief in opposition is filed, or if a letter from pet1t1oner 1s recelved by;;':.'_'_ ‘.' '

the Clerk’s office 1nd1cat1ng a desn'e to Walve the 14 day per1od ‘rhe R

Clerk’s Office w111 distribute the case on the next relevant conferen' '
list. g o '

It bears emphasizing that the Clerk’s Ofﬁce typ1ca11y prepares conference llsts e

- the day before they are distributed, and distributes them early in the day demgnated', - o

- for distribution. As a result, 1f a walver reply, or 14- day Warver has not been recelved;_::}-'.“ o

 and docketed the day before the hst is dlstmbuted the case generally w111 not be:" S
included on that list. R B ' ‘

5. Response Requests and CVSGs.:

The Court will sometimes schedule a case for conference but then request‘..‘a .

response from the respondent(s)’ before the pet1t10n is actually cons1dered at .

conference. Such a request will be noted on the docket and Wlll generally glve the T

respondent 30 days to submit the 1esponse “Once the response 1s. rece1ved the Clerk’ SN

. Office will place the case on the next relevant conference hst that 18- at least 14 days "..f o

after the date that the last response is filed: (comparable to paragraph 4(c) above) o
Occasionally, the Court will- demde at a conference to call for the VleWS of the I.__

- Solicitor General (CVSG) before making a ﬁnal dec1smn about Whether

o grant a n

petition. Such a request is also noted on the docket though there typlc lyﬁ is: no forma : o



- due date 11sted Once the qohcﬂ;or General s bmef is ﬁled the Clerk’s Ofﬁce w111 place

the case on the next relevant conference hst that 1s at least 14 days after the date that o

briefis filed: This 14- day perlod glvee the partles the opportumty to ﬁle a supplemental s R

brief respondmg to the Sohcltor General’s bnef
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'12/20/23, 10:04 PM

Search - Supreme Court of the United States

Searchd::umentsm ‘tﬁis césé: | I Search |
No. 22-7648
Title: In Re William M. Windsor, Petitioner
Docketed: May 25, 2023
Linked with 22A1009 B
Lower Ct:
DATE PROCEEDINGS AND ORDERS
May 10 2023 Application (22A1009) to file petition for a writ of mandamus and/or prohibition in
excess of page limits, submitted to Justice Thomas.
Main Dbcdmen't‘ -
May 10 2023 Petition for a writ Qfma’ndémus;_ and/or prohibition and motion for leave to
proceed in forma paup’e'ri:; filed. (Response due June 26, 2023)
Appendix _ Mot_ipn for Leave tq Proceed in Forma_
Pauperis Petition  Proof of Service
May 23 2023 Application (22A1009) to file petition for a writ of mandam‘us and/or prohibition in
excess of page limits granted by Justice Thomas. The petition for a writ of
mandamus and/or prohibition may not exceed 49 pages.
Jun 01 2023 W.;aiver‘ of right cif respondent Qnited States to respond filed.
Maih _Doc’unilen't..' ) o
Jul 20 2023 DISTRIBUTEP fpr Conference of 9/26/2023.
Oct 02 2023 Petition DENIED, "
NAME ADDRESS : ‘ ’ " B L PHONE
Attorneys for Petitioner o

https://www.supremecourt.gov/search.aspx?filename=/docket/docketfiles/htmi/piibiic/22-7648.html

213
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William M. Windsor
Counsel of Record

Party name: William M. Windsor

.Search - Supreme Court of the United States

. 5013 S. Louise Ave.; #1134 -~ - -

Sioux Falls, SD 57108

Attorneys for Respondent

Elizabeth B. Prelogar
Counsel of Record

Party name: United States

Solicitor General . - . ... . . 202-514-2217
United States Department of Justice 950

Pennsylvania Avenue, NW

Washington, DC 20530-0001 -

SUPREMECTBRIEFS@USDOJ.GOV

https:/iww.supremecourt.gov/search.aspx?filename=/docket/docketfiles/ntmi/public/22-7648 htmi
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12/21/123, 11:49 PM Expert says Fraud in U.S. Supreme Court Records received by William M. Windsor from the Office of Clerk Suter

Lawless America

Magazine, Videos, Documentaries, Corruption Exposes

Expert says Fraud in U.S. Supreme Court
Records received by William M. Windsor from
the Office of Clerk Suter

Were the petition and application of I/Vlllzam M. Windsor reviewed by the U.S.

Supreme Court?

There is no way to tell!!! No valid jud’iéiﬁl feéords have been discovered so far and in
the most recent response from the oﬁ”lce of Clerk Suter, false and deliberately mislead-

ing records have been produced by the Supreme Court of the United States.

Records received by William M. Wlndsor from the office of Supreme Court Clerk
William K. Suter have led to the postmg of an opinion of fraud by the office of Clerk

https://Iawlessamenca.com/expert-says-fraud-m-us-supreme-court—records-recelved-by-WIIham-m—wmdsor—from-the-off ice-of-clerk-suter/ 1/4




12/21/23, 11:49 PM Expert says Fraud in U.S. Supreme Court REcords received by William M. Windsor from the Office of Clerk Suter

Suter of the U.S. Supreme Court....

Los Angeles, February 10 - Joseph Zernik, PhD, of Human Rights Alert (NGO), hasre-
cently filed a request with the U.S. Congress for impeachment of Clerk Suter of the U.S.
Supreme Court, for Deprivation of Rights: :

« Denying petitioners and applicants the- Due Process right of notice and service of or-
ders of the Court, and

« Denying the People access to the judic'-al records of the court. [[i]]

Human Rights Alert further noted, that the U.S. Supreme Court, where valid judicial

records in numerous cases are nowhere to be found, today fails to meet fundamental
standards of an honest tribunal. [[ii]]

Now, additional records, received by petitioner William M. Windsor from the office of -
Clerk Suter, led to the posting of opinion of fraud by the office of Clerk Suter of the U.S.
Supreme Court. [[iii]]

Windsor has been trying for sometime to discover, whether petitions and applications,
which he filed with the U.S. Supreme Court in effort to protect his rights, were at all re-
viewed by the Court: '

o The online dockets of the Supreme Court of the United States note denial of
Windsor’s petition and application on January 18, 2011. However, Windsor has not
been duly served by Clerk Suter with the order of denial. |

« Consequently, Windsor has unsuccessfully attempted to discover valid judicial
records of the presumed January 18, 2011, review and denial of his petition and appli-
cation. [[iv]] '

« On January 18-21, 2011, Mr George McDermott of Maryland, unrelated to the case,
attempted to access the paper and electronic files and judicial records of the U.S.
Supreme Court, pertaining to Mr Windsor and others. The office of Clerk Suter de-
nied access to the records. [[v]]

o Later, as further effort to discover whether his case was at all reviewed by the
Supreme Court, Windsor filed a Motion for an Order by the Court on Clerk William S.
Suter for Service of Valid Evidence of Denial. On February 8, 2011, the Motion was
stamped “Received” by the office of the Clerk of the U.S. Supreme Court.

https://lawlessamerica.com/expert—says-fraud-in-us-supreme-court—records-received—by—wilIiam-m-windsor-from-the-ofﬁce-of-clerk-suter/ ' 2/4




12/21/23, 11:49 PM Expert says Fraud in U.S. Supreme Court Records received by William M. Windsor from the Office of Clerk Suter
Now, Windsor received a response from the office of Clerk Suter on his February 8, 2011

Motion:

o A February 8, 2011 letter was issued on behalf of Clerk William Suter, signed by Ms
Cynthia Rapp, with no notation of her authority.

o The enclosure to the February 8, 2011 Ms Rapp letter includes a copy of a record,
which is an unsigned January 18, 2011 Order, denying Windsor’s Petition (10-690).
Unsigned judicial records are invalid ones.

« The copy of the unsigned January 18, 2011 unsigned Order was further stamped “True

Copy,” but the signature on the “True Copy” stamp was an invalid signature as well.

Based on such records, Joseph Zernik, PhD, of Human Rights Alert, has issued a

statement:

In the February 8, 2011 letter, invalid records are provided to William M. Windsor on
behalf of Clerk William Suter of the US Supreme Court. Moreover, the February 8, 2010
letter, signed by Ms Cynthia Rapp, demonstrates ongoing efforts to mislead Mr Windsor
that he has been served with valid records pertaining to the denial of his petition and ap-
plication (10-690 and 10-A690) by the Supreme Court of the United States.

In addition, Dr. Zernik, PhD, has opined that conduct of the office of Clerk
William Suter in this case amounts to Fraud.

Dr. Zernik has accumulated substantial experience in examining records of the U.S. and
state courts, of U.S. prisons, as well as U.S. banking records. His opinions regarding
such records were often supported by leading experts in related fields. [[vi]] His reviews
regarding computerized court and prison records in the United States were published in
international, peer-reviewed computer science journal. [[vii], [viii]] Report authored by
Dr. Zernik on behalf of Human Rights Alert (NGO), was incorporated into official United

Nations report with reference to “Corruption of the courts and the legal profession” in
California. [[ix]]
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[ix] 10-04-19 Human Rights Alert (NGo) submission to the United Nations Human
Rights Council for the 2010 Review (UPR) of Human Rights in the United States as in-
corporated into the UPR staff report:

http://www.scribd.com/doc/38566837/
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