IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

WESTERN DISTRICT OF WASHINGTON

Mary Magenta, an individual,


)







)


plaintiff,



)







)

v.





)
No. _________________________







)

Jay White, an individual,


)


and




)

William L. Bishop, Jr., an individual,

)







)


defendants.



)

Emergency petition, complaint, and claim under authority of 42 USC 1983 for injunctive, declaratory, and prospective relief as well as other damages this court may find reasonable, lawful, and just to correct and remedy trespass on the rights of Mary Magenta.


1. On January 17, 2003, lawyer William L. Bishop, Jr., perfected a so-called non-judicial foreclosure against property of Mary Magenta in direct contravention of federally protected rights specifically reserved under the Fair Debt Collections Practices Act. Lawyer has pending threat to expel Mary Magenta from property described as. 

Parcel A: Lot 1 together with an undivided interest in Tract A of Cottom Glen, according to the plat thereof recorded in Volume 86, page 96, records of King county, Washington.  Situated in the county of King, Washington.

Parcel B: The North 198 feet of the East 216 feet of the west 562 feet of the east 856.06 feet of the northeast quarter of the southeast quarter of section 3, township 23 north, range 5 east, W.M., in King county, Washington: Except that portion lying within Cotton Glen, according to the plat thereof recorded in Volume 86 of plats, page 96, in King county, Washington.  Except any portion lying within southeast 104th Street.   Situated in the county of King, Washington.


2. In a good faith effort to forestall the illegal action of lawyer, Mary Magenta had sought injunctive relief from Judge Jay White. See petition to vacate illustrating lawyer’s violation of law and the rights of Mary Magenta attached as exhibit “A.”  See also, Mary Magenta motion for injunctive relief, disregarded by judge attached as exhibit “B.”

Brief in support


3. This instant case incorporates by reference, the state case attached as exhibit “A” and injunctive relief sought as exhibit “B.”

Relief and remedy sought


4.  Determination by this court that Mary Magenta, in Mary Magenta’ petition in state court raises issues of trespass to federally protected rights justly requires this court’s: (1). Acknowledgment Mary Magenta is asking this court to review trespass to rights, and not review of a state court action, and (2). A temporary restraining order prohibiting the taking of Mary Magenta’ property identified supra in direct violation of federally protected rights, and, (3). That this instant case go forward for a jury’s determination whether lawyer’s actions violated the rights of Mary Magenta and whether judge’s slumber on Mary Magenta’ rights constitute a conspiracy under mere color of law to deprive Mary Magenta of rights reserved and protected by federal authority.

Prepared and submitted by: ___________________________
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

WESTERN DISTRICT OF WASHINGTON

Mary Magenta, an individual,


)







)


plaintiff,



)







)

v.





)
No. _________________________







)

judge, an individual,



)


and




)

lawyer, an individual,



)







)


defendants.



)

Order


Whereas this court determines, Mary Magenta has raised issues relating to federally  protected rights; and whereas, this court finds Mary Magenta has exhausted remedy by seeking injunctive relief which has been denied; and whereas, Mary Magenta has adequately described circumstances which  inter alia pose a threat of irreparable harm, lawyer is enjoined by this court’s temporary restraining order from proceeding with taking anything away from Mary Magenta.

__________



________________________________________

    date




judge or magistrate of the district court

