Dear Roger






August 5, 2003


I got this back from the court yesterday, the 4th, and I wanted to forward it to you and ask some questions regarding it.  As I don’t have enough money on my phone right now and won’t until the middle of the month, and as time is of the essence right now, I have written this letter to the court in total ignorance of whether I should be doing it this way or not.  However, I didn’t specify in the complaint of the writ of mandamus to specifically serve Thomson with a subpoena duces tecum.  The only ones I did specify were the mayors of Taft and Medford.

As it says in (c ) on the notice to refer any questions on the docket to Rochelle Traub I thought that it would be okay to ask her a question even though it bares my ignorance.

If there is anything you can tell me that you think will help in this case R, I would appreciate your input as I am greener than grass in this area of bringing a civil action against anybody, especially the criminal, criminal system.

I think my problem with having to ask the court a question that reveals my ignorance makes me feel vulnerable to their control because I do not trust to look out for my benefit.  Is that rational on my part--or, am I just being paranoid at this point?  After seeing how they bounce us around and treat us heavy-handedly and ignore the law with impunity, I’m wondering sub-consciously if they’re going to do the same thing with an action that we start against the system.

The one thing that surprised me was how quickly they got back to me with entering this on the docket.  I never have received the green card yet and here I have this notice already.  That was a little unusual.  Considering this, perhaps they’re going to move on the case sooner than I expected, so I want to have everything in place as it’s supposed to be on my part, so that’s one of the reasons I feel it’s necessary to do this the way I am, even if I am ignorantly pursuing it, hopefully not to damage myself by impetuosity.

I’d appreciate any input you may have on what you think about this and what I have done at this point.








Frank James

PS – I’ve received some info on Fed Grand Juries that you’re probably familiar with. 

Reply from R:

For service of the Writ of Mandamus, it should be made upon the intended party with specific instructions to appear with the said documents at the time and place so said.

You don’t need to ask the “court” those questions, because, you are the court—its your!  You direct your questions like that to the clerk or judge or better yet to the public defender assigned the case.  In this case, the presiding judicial officer.  He is not the court—he is an officer of the court.  He has taken assignment of the case account and is the holder-in-due-course.  He is the one that has the HOLD on you, therefore you request your remedy from him (to release the DETAINER ORDER on FRANK JAMES to you immediately in discharge of his duty.)

You and FRANK JAMES are not the same---you are the Offender and FRANK JAMES is the defendant---the same is in possession of the public defender and that appears to be Ancer L. Haggerty at this point.  He has taken the assignment of the account making him the holder thereof, therefore, you could request the clerk of court to provide you with the Oath or Bond of Ancer Haggerty with a certification of his signature thereon sufficient to bind the promise to pay collateral assessment for damages to parties to this action and giving the charge to the final judgment and or settlement in this case, to enable me to obtain the actual settlement in fact without further delays and frustrations.

Please let me know if the item(s) requested (oath or Bond) will be made available by this request, or will I need to use a Freedom of Information request pursuant to the Privacy Act to obtain those items for the evidence needed for settlement and closure.


Rochelle Traub – Ask your general questions in writing!


Mary Ann DeLap – direct your request to apply the oath or bond to the case to make settlement or pay the accuser the collateral damage assessed in the case.


Ancer L. Haggerty – has already signed the Oath or Bond when he took office and you should already have it in evidence from the deputy.


Therefore; when in court, when you are asked any question by anyone therein, you do not answer except to say:  “That is a question for the Public Defender who has the assignment of this case!!”  (NO MATTER WHAT IS SAID, you respond with that remark.  Then---you, having made your request for the Detainer Order on FRANK JAMES be released to you (as your remedy) you then having asked for your remedy, you state, that:  “If I have offended anyone in this matter I pray for forgiveness.)


(The Detainer Order(s) has the sum total of all the issues contained therein---no need to say any more).


You have exhausted administrative remedy and eligible for judgment to issue!


Assessment is the Agreement Accepted in the Account/Case!


Ltr re subpoena duces tecum results
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