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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS

Robert J. More 

Movant                  


                

v                 



Circuit Court  Case No. 08M1143321



Circuit Court of Cook County, First Municipal District – Judge L. O’Gara

Northshore Logistics, Judge L. O’Gara, et al
Respondents
Movant’s (“RJM”’S) Motion Of 7/8/09 For A SCR 383 Supervisory Order Staying The Proceedings In The Case This Motion Concerns (“This Case”) Until The  Postulation(S)  Included Herein Can Be Adequately Briefed Before This Court, To Be Superceded On 7/9/09 And Again As Necessary To Prevent Still Another Miscarriage Of Justice From Being Perpetrated In Regard To The Matters Such Case Concerns In Order That RJM Not Lose The Claim RJM Understands That He Presently Possesses To Rectify The Injustice This Motion Concerns Via Vigilante Means Not Lacking In Moral Legitimacy 
Now comes the Movant, RJM, to move this Court to provide the relief described in the title to this motion and in support and explanation whereof, RJM aver and explains as follows:

1. On 7/7/09, RJM appeared in an audience in regard to this case before Judge M. Johnson.

2. As usual in matters in regard to which such Judge conducts activity in which RJM is involved, the issues material to the resolution of  motion remained unaddressed, due to no fault of RJM’s.

3. RJM intends to present to this Court a description of what occurred in such audience on 7/9/09, Providence permitting.

4. For now, RJM moves this Court to stay proceedings in the trial court in regard to 08M1143221, until RJM  can get the voluminous documents RJM understands that he ought endeavor to get before this Court in order to accomplish the objective of  the superimposition of  structure upon  the activity of the trial court proceedings in such case necessary to enable RJM to identify the activity of Lucifer therein, and ensconce, educe and eliminate the consequences thereof, before this Court.

5. The following postulation(s) (is) (are) one(s)  which RJM is convinced  that this Court cannot  possibly justifiably leave unaddressed because of  the destruction wrought on the spiritual and temporal condition of  individual persons and upon the social order by the “practice of  law” and the “exercises of judicial authority” in the Courts over which this Court possesses authority and in regard to the activity of which this Court is liable and morally responsible:
If it would be claimed by anyone, anywhere, that there is an argument according to which it might legitimately be claimed that a judgment issued from a    method of  adjudication of a given legal dispute, whether criminal, civil or whatever else in nature,  which adjudication  would have consisted of  and/or otherwise been characterized by,  the implementation of  measures and execution of acts, affirmative in character, the implementation and/or execution of which respectively, would forseeably    result, and in given case, would have in fact resulted,  in, “the prevention of  the accomplishment of  the objective defined for (the) purpose(s) of  the consideration of this document, howsoever otherwise it might be defined,  as the ‘addressing  and consideration of  what indisputably would have constituted  the  material issues in a given legal dispute’” could ever serve as the basis upon which it could justifiably be claimed that (an) individual(s) who would have been the demonstrably inculpable victim(s) (acknowledging that there is no such thing as a singular victim of any injustice as all of those entitled to consideration of whatever sort from a given individual victimized by a given injustice invariably end up incurring injury from any injustice ever perpetrated upon whomever would be the immediate and direct victim thereof),  of  the accomplishment of  the objective described herein supra, would morally be precluded from resorting to vigilante measures in no way lacking in moral legitimacy in order to rectify a given injustice, which would have been the subject of  such given dispute, and correlatively that the participation by anyone in any endeavor  consisting of  the implementation of measures and/or execution of  acts the purpose of  the implementation and/or execution of which, respectively,   would be to prevent the accomplishment of  the objective(s) in regard to which a given (collection of) vigilante measure(s)  would ever (be) (have been) implemented to accomplish could be justified, it is herein respectfully proposed that such argument be presented without delay, as it is the understanding of  RJM that  this is an issue …the non -addressing and non-resolution of  which cannot but leave  the earthly and eternal prospects for the avoidance of  harm, injury  and grief of  all of those whose prospects for such avoidance  would be effected  by the non-addressing and non-resolution thereof,  in the gravest of jeopardy and peril.
The postulation of  the postulation included herein supra, of course, raises a number of other questions, amongst which are herein included just the following few: Can an individual who procures a facially valid court order from a process of the type described herein supra posit any claim to any legitimate reliance interest thereupon (ie while it is obviously the case that no one who would have ever induced a judicial duty breach via the execution of (an) affirmative act(s), could ever possess a legitimate reliance interest in the product thereof,  under what terms and conditions, if any, could it ever be claimed that an individual who would not have executed any affirmative act(s) via which to procure a facially valid court order from what would have constituted an unjustified-injury-causing judicial duty breach, might possess a legitimate reliance  interest in the product of  such type duty breach?  What consideration if any is due the  interest of  a party who relies upon such facially valid court order to contract with the procurer thereof in regard to some matter related to such order? According to what formula, must an individual claiming injury from the application of the type of process described herein supra, proceed in order to rectify any injustice having been caused thereby, without incurring any criminal liability? In regard to the utilization of endeavors to  rectify a given injustice caused by the type(s) of  adjudications described herein supra, what constitutes “sufficient expenditures of  time and resources” to satisfy  the “exhaustion of  injustice rectification measures  of a non-vigilante/domestic insurrection character” requirement of the moral law regarding the requisites for the utilization of force to rectify injustices, whether such force be limited to the confiscation and/or destruction (“C&D”) of  property and/or assets, or include both such C&D and the commitment to  contest the prevention of  any interference  with anyone engaged, and/or apprehension of  anyone who would have been involved, respectively, in, such C&D.

Wherefore, RJM respectfully moves this Court to grant the relief described in the title to this motion.

Remorsefully and indignantly submitted,

Robert J. More
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Circuit Court  Case No. 08M1143321



Circuit Court of Cook County, First Municipal District – Judge L. O’Gara

Northshore Logistics, Judge L. O’Gara, et al
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Re Circuit Court of Cook County, IL 
Case # 08M1143321
Presiding Judge In Courtroom 1501

of  the Circuit Court of Cook County (“CCCC”) , R. Daley Center, Whether 

Judge L. OGara, M. Johnson or Whomever &/or (“CCCC”) Judge F. Dolan, 

Northshore Logistics Co. et al,

Respondents

Notice of Filing/Certificate of  Service

Notice of  Filing

Notice is herein provided  that on 7/8/09, the undersigned filed the accompanying:  Movant’s (“RJM”’s) Motion of 7/8/09 for a SCR 383 Supervisory Order Staying…. with the Clerk of the Supreme Court along with a proposed order and this notice, and all of  the documents listed in the document list of  7/9/09 which accompanies this document, copies of  which are attached ¬hereto and hereby served upon you.

Robert J. More 

P.O. Box 6926

Chicago, IL 60680

312 545-1890

thirstforjustice@yahoo.com

PROOF OF SERVICE

I, Robert J. More a non-attornev,  under verification,

state that I served the foregoing: … Movant’s (“RJM”’s) Motion of 7/8/09 for a SCR 383 Supervisory Order … on:
Judge M. Johnson, at Room 2600 R. Daley Center, 50 W. Washington St. Chicago, IL, , 60601  on  7/8/09, via hand delivery and upon Mr. M. Collins the attorney of record for Northshore Logistics et al via the transmission of  an email to mcollins@collins&collins.com, according to a standing stipulation regarding service of documents filed in regard to the case this document concerns on or before  7/8/09
Under penalties provided by law pursuant to 735 ILCS 5/1-109

I certify that the statements set  forth herein  are true and correct. Robert J. More
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS

Robert J. More 
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Circuit Court  Case No 08M1143321


Circuit Court of Cook County, First Municipal District – Judge M. Johnson, L. O’Gara, Northshore Logistics, Judge L. O’Gara, Judge F. Dolan, Cook County Sheriff, et al
Respondents



                ORDER

This cause coming to be heard on the Petition of  RJM to proceed in the motion which accompanies this document without prepayment of  any fee, adequate notice having been served, & the Court having been presumably adequately advised in the premises:

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED:

1. That the relief sought in the accompanying motion by RJ More is granted/denied.

2. The trial court proceedings in 08M1143321 are stayed until at least September 26, 2009, at which point an assessment of  the  progress that will have been made or not have been made in the prosecution thereof will be made by this Court. 
ENTER:

___________________
_______________________

Honorable Justice
Date
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