


QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

Does any State have the power to encroach upon the rights of a person, through 

the exclusive means of the omission of due process from some or any legal 

proceedings, by refusing to rule on a matter?
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

1. The Petitioner’s motion to proceed as a poor person was denied by the Supreme Court of 

the State of New York, on November 6, 2017.

2. The Petitioner had appealed the decision described in section one of this page by moving 

the Court of Appeals of the State of New York for a stay of that same order, that he had 

sought leave to proceed in forma pauperis for, with the Supreme Court of the State of New 

York.

3. The return date for that same motion for stay as described in section 2 of this page, was 

set for November 27, 2017 and, when the Petitioner had contacted the motion clerk of the 

Court of Appeals of the State of New York on January 2, 2017, the motion clerk had told the

Petitioner that there had not yet been a decision, made on that same motion for stay.

4. On January 2, 2017, the Petitioner had been notified by an attorney that a judgment had 

been entered against him that day, regarding this same matter on appeal with the Court of 

Appeals in the State of New York, and that the magistrate who entered the judgment had 

also recommended a sentence of 90 days in jail.

5. The Court of Appeals of the State of New York is refusing to rule on the same stay order 

described in section 2 of this page in an attempt to deny the Petitioner his right to appeal this

matter with this court, the United States Supreme Court.



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

1. By not granting this petition, the court would allow any state to make a criminal out of any 

innocent person, effectively granting the power of any state to become an oligarchy, with those 

whom construct the state courts are those whom are exclusively in power.



CONCLUSION

The petition for writ of mandamus should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

_______________________

Date: ______________________










































