IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS

Stephen James Citizen,


)







)


plaintiff,



)

vs.





)
Number  3-02-CV 88888D







)

George M. Barnes, et al.


)








)


defendants



)

Plaintiff’s notice to Jeff Kaplan / plaintiff’s motion to strike defendants’ motion for judgment on pleadings / plaintiff’s motion for summary judgment

Notice to Jeff Kaplan


1. Sir, you can’t do this. You have a conflict of interest as you are a stakeholder in the outcome of these proceedings. Your participation in these proceedings  is prohibited by The Code of Conduct for Untied States Judges. The authority you cited for putative justification of why you should stay on this case is off-point, irrelevant, and inapplicable – that litigant failed to sow how the judge was a stakeholder. Steve Citizen has correctly cast the end of the State Bar of Texas and The American Bar Association as this case is all ready proved-up warranting the dissolution of the bars. What will you do for a job then Jeff?

Motion to strike defendants’ motion for judgment on pleadings


2. Defendants’ motion for judgment on the pleadings is a substantive and procedural nullity, frivolous on its face. Counsel for defendants PLACED NOT ONE SINGLE FACT ON RECORD.  DEFENDANTS HAVE NOT RE-BUTTED Plaintiff’s clearly stated facts.  THE PRATTLE OF ATTORNEYS IS MERE “CONCLUSORY” NONSENSE WHICH CANNOT BE NOTICED BY THIS COURT. Oh, and two other things: counsel for defendants insult the integrity of American Jurisprudence by asserting that they know more than The Untied States Supreme Court. This court is noticed, Steve Citizen’s claims are not time-barred. Steve Citizen continues to be robbed and assaulted by the same seedy crooks who began their depredations years ago. This court and counsel for defendants are advised to pay attention to The United States Supreme Court and quit the contumacious, arrogated nonsense. Even acts time-barred are equitably considered by jury to determine  damages. Consideration of the entire scope of a . . . .  claim, including behavior alleged outside the statutory time period, is permissible for the purposes of assessing liability, so long as any act . . . .  takes place within the statutory time period. See United States Supreme Court case National Railroad Passenger Corporation v. Morgan, 122 S.Ct. 2061 (U.S. 06/10/2002). As for as the fraud on this court, “absolute judicial immunity,” there is no such thing. Judges, even real judges who have taken required oaths, have only qualified immunity which they are deprived of for acts done in absence of subject matter jurisdiction, private prior agreements, willfully acceding to fraud, and acts which are clearly unlawful. Cites omitted: already part of the record (Steve Citizen has made a record because Steve Citizen is a competent fact witness).  It is also true: Steve Citizen, in this instant case, is not seeking review of state court decisions. Steve Citizen has never been in state court. The “courts” involved in the underlying case WERE NOT COURTS OF LAW – See Prieto Bail Bonds. The courts were what are commonly known as kangaroo courts. Also, are you paying attention ladies and gentlemen? How about you Mr. Kaplan?  The issues raised by counsel for the defendants are res judicata. These phony old arguments were already raised in motions to dismiss which were denied and not appealed. The re-urging issues that are res judicata shows utmost bad faith or perhaps just ignorance on the part of counsel for the defendants.
Conclusion regarding Steve Citizen’s motion to strike


3. Defendants’ motion for judgment on pleadings is particularly insipid when one considers the defendants’ needed only to introduce one single piece of evidence, Solomon Casseb, Jr.’s verified, valid, filed, and of record oaths of office, to disprove Steve Citizen’s claim. If defendants could just produce this evidence, Steve Citizen is prepared to say “I’m sorry, “ kneel and kiss the ring of Solomon Casseb, grovel in the dirt like the subspecies “licensed bar associates” perceive Steve Citizen to be, and run away in shame. Instead of the only evidence which could disprove Steve Citizen’s case, counsel for defendants expect this court to rely on the opinions, conclusions, and theories of what might have  been. Counsel for defendants obviously view real law, real authorities, and real jurisprudence with the same vague and curious awe as a caveman staring at the stars.


4. On the other hand, this court’s notice that Steve Citizen has entered evidence on the record: (1).  That the larceny of Steve Citizen’s money and interference with Steve Citizen’s business began with a void order from Solomon Casseb, Jr., (2). That all defendants had actual notice of the fraud and exortion, (3). No defendant disputed the material facts of this case, and (4). The larceny continues unabated, requires this court’s order of treble damages and the dissolution of the organization without which none of the crimes would have been possible.

Plaintiff’s motion for summary judgment / triable issues of fact not in dispute and to which reasonable men and women could not reach differing conclusions


5. Solomon Casseb, Jr. began a pattern of extorting money from Steve Citizen. Casseb’s takings from Steve Citizen were extortion because Casseb acted under mere color of an official right: Solomon Casseb, Jr. was not a judge. Casseb built a skyscraper on quick sand. All the other actors named as defendants, continued the pattern of extortion started by Casseb. None of the actors could have done diddly squat without being a member of or beholden to the enterprises, American Bar Association and State Bar of Texas. The American Bar Association and State Bar of Texas are involved in and affect interstate commerce. All the actors must contribute to the bars and hold rank and title determined by the enterprise bars. The actors taking of money from Steve Citizen under false pretenses and incarcerating Steve Citizen in a literal, unconstitutional debtor’s prison to deprive Steve Citizen of business income and opportunities resulted in fraud measured at not less than five-hundred thousand dollars. See Steve Citizen’s un-rebutted affidavit and RICO statement attached as exhibits.

Prepared and submitted by:
______________________________________ 






 Stephen James Citizen





888888888888






888888888888888





CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I, Steve Citizen,  hereby certify that a true and correct  copy of the above and foregoing plaintiffs’ notice and motions were mailed via U. S. Mail First Class to: 

Daniel E. Maeso, Phillip E. Marrus, Jay Kimbrough, Greg Abbott & Barry McPee

P. O. Box 12548, Capital Station

Austin, Texas 78711

Shawn W. Phelan & Allison H. Moore

200 Crescent Court, 11th floor

Dallas, Texas 75201-1853

Terry L. Scarborough & Ellen Yeager

111 Congress Avenue, Suite 500

Austin, Texas 78701

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS

Stephen James Citizen,


)







)


plaintiff,



)

vs.





)
Number  3-02-CV 1585 D







)

George M. Barnes, et al.


)








)


defendants



)

ORDER


Whereas  this court finds that Daniel Maeso’s pleading advocating dismissal or summary judgment is insufficient on its face to empower this court to act, the motion to dismiss or in the alternative motion for summary judgment is denied with prejudice.. 

____________


___________________________________

     date




      Judge of the District Court

PAGE  
3

