             IN THE SUPREME COURT OF  THE  UNITED STATES 

Robert J. More

Petitioner

V 

Supreme Court of the State of IL, Illinois Appellate Court, First District, Circuit Court of  Cook County, IL

Respondents

FOURTH  COMPONENT OF 2/1/09 OF  A  PETITION FOR THE ISSUANCE OF AN EXTRAORDINARY WRIT UNDER US SUPREME COURT RULE 20 AND 28 USC 1651 ENJOINING THE CONTINUED CONDITION OF “OPENNESS AND OPERATION” OF  THE RESPONDENT ENTITIES  LISTED SUPRA, AND FOR INTERM RELIEF IN THE SCENARIO IN WHICH THE PRINCIPAL RELIEF SOUGHT IN THIS PETITION WOULD NOT BE IMMEDIATELY GRANTED 

Now comes the Petitioner, not any less afflicted by   the conditions, described in the briefest and most understated manner in the component of this petition (“ third component”) which was mailed to this Court last week,  than he was when that document was filed, to move this Court to immediately enjoin the condition of continued openness and operation of  each of  the Respondent Entities listed in the caption to this fourth component of  this petition (fourth component), and if this Court would not immediately provide such relief in the form of a temporary restraining order, for this Court to at least grant the entirety of  the relief described in this fourth component during the pendency of the petition to close Respondent Entitites  (“petition”) and in support and explication whereof, RJM avers  and explains as follows:
1. As the following exchange conducted on the floor of the U.S. Congress in 1930 demonstrates,  the activity of government entities and actors – in particular, that of  judges,   can inflict enormous damage on the social order in which a given activity is conducted. 

Mr. O’Connor of  New York. …I am against the bills to create additional federal judges, having been consistently against such bills….I can not reconcile my …principles with voting to increase the Federal judiciary when I recall the tyranny of  its 

past & its deplorable present, its interference & usurpation of  State & local rights. Nor can I understand how any Democrat can vote for any bill to augment the Federal judiciary. I welcome an opportunity to abolish it…

Mr. Bachmann. Do I understand the gentleman is opposed to all the judge bills?

Mr. O’Connor of  New York. Yes.

Mr. Bachmann. Is  the gentleman opposed also to filling the place of Judge Winslow,  who resigned in the southern district of New York, & where a successor was stated, in the report of the judicial conference, signed by the late Judge Taft, to be badly needed in the southern district of  New York?

Mr. O’Connor of New York. Yes sir. I am opposed to that also. I would rather permit that vacancy to stand as a monument to remind us of  the corruption that went on while it was filled, & is still going on in the federal courts.

Mr. Laguardia. Yes; prohibition is used as the bait. Do not consider this question as one of  prohibition at all. Oh, gentlemen, everywhere in history where a privileged class or 

cruel oppressors have been able to bring about legislation letting down or lessening the protection to & rights of  the individual there has been created a judicial system of tyrants becoming more & more oppressive to the point of becoming unbearable which then causes a breakdown of  the whole form of  the government. 

 
Congressional Record, June 3, 1930, Volume 72, Id at 9988

2. Since the Petitioner (“RJM”) is conducting activity in a situation in which he is subject to numerous looming legal deadlines, the presentation of evidence and arguments in this petition will have to wait for the next and successive components of this petition, but RJM finds himself in the position of the Messrs supra regarding the activity of the Respondents in regard to which RJM is cognizant – RJM is not off the hook morally and cannot pretend he is, in regard thereto.

3. The one enormous distinction which RJM would make  between the cause such Messrs. were championing and  that  which  is the object of  RJM’s focus in this petition is that, RJM is simply endeavoring to comply with the mandate issued in Ephesians 5:8, based upon the assertion contained in Ephesians 6:12.

4. RJM would understand that he would be remiss to neglect to bring to this Court’s attention the most helpful and socially beneficial conduct of a number of members of  the Cook County Sheriff’s Department, namely  that of, among others,  Deputies T. Jevtic, L. Penney, Garrity, Bianchi and Pettirgrew, whose activity has been of  significant assistance in enabling RJM to continue to access the R. Daley Center, in Chicago, IL, notwithstanding the substantial antipathy, howsoever unjustified, in RJM’s understanding of what is at issue in the matters concerned, it indisputably is, in which RJM is held by a number of  judges and other persons who conduct activity in such building.

5. Lamentably, the meritorious conduct of a few, or for that matter, even a large number of  members of a given government entity, is no assurance that the types of  predations which have become all too common in this period of time  will not be perpetrated by other members of a given entity on a given burden-bearing citizen.

6. For now, in the scenario in which this Court would not, howsoever unjustifiably, immediately enjoin the continued condition of openness and operation of the Respondent Entities listed herein supra, according to a formula which would not leave any legitimate reliance interest not adequately accommodated, RJM herein moves this Court to sign a copy of  the accompanying “Proposed Order of  2/1/09” and have such returned to RJM without delay, so that, inter alia RJM is not prevented in the future as he has been in the past from procuring incontrovertible evidence regarding the arrogations, usurpations, encroachments, infringements, transgressions, malefactions, torts, crimes and predations (“predations”)  and the social order destroying consequences thereof, in regard to which he herein complains and so that he is not left without any recourse other than  the participation in any vigilante means  which would be in no way lacking in legitimacy,  which it might ever become necessary to utilize in order for RJM  to ensure  that  any interests(s) in regard to which RJM would ever understand that RJM would be obliged to provide an accounting would not be left not-adequately protected from any predations, to which, absent the provision of such relief,  such interests might ever be subjected.

7. RJM would not have  burdened this Court with having to consider this document, nor himself with having had to have to compose, print and mail it, if RJM could have procured a nihil obstat in order to eventually procure a nihil dificiens  in regard to the injustice-rectifications this document concerns, but since RJM could not procure such without the causing of the burdens referenced supra, such burdens have ended up upon all involved only because RJM could not find any formula according to which he could have spared all concerned such burdens without in neglecting to execute the acts which resulted in the causing of  such burdens, making what RJM would have subjectively apprehended to constitute an unjustified concession to the enemy of  the human race (Jn. 8:44). 

8. RJM herein pledges that before he submits the next component of  this petition to this Court, that he will have posted on the internet, copies of all of the documents which it is RJM’s understanding would have to be submitted along with this petition in order for everyone involved in the injustice(s), whether as perpetrator/villain or victim thereof, and in the rectification whereof,   which this document concerns, to  have been enabled to procure an understanding  of  the agenda according to which RJM understands that  RJM is obliged to continue to conduct activity  regarding the matters concerned, in order to ensure that what RJM understands to constitute his moral liability in regard to the matters concerned, would not remain less than adequately covered.

Wherefore, Petitioner, RJM, in the circumstances and conditions described in the opening paragraph of this petition herein indignantly moves this Court to grant the injunction described in that paragraph without delay with or without [the] conducting[of] an evidentiary hearing in this regard.

Respectfully submitted,

Robert J. More 1 Jn. 4:4, Magna Charta Clause 61, Rom. 12:21 et al

cc: http//:www.geocities.com/thirstforjustice/scil7002.html 

             IN THE SUPREME COURT OF  THE  UNITED STATES 

Robert J. More

Petitioner

V 

Supreme Court of the State of IL, et al

Respondents

PROPOSED ORDER OF 2/1/09, NOT YET REVISED, AFTER A SUMMARY PROOF-READING
This cause having come before this Court to be heard on the: FOURTH  COMPONENT OF 2/1/09 OF  A  PETITION FOR THE ISSUANCE OF AN EXTRAORDINARY WRIT UNDER US SUPREME COURT RULE 20 AND 28 USC 1651 ENJOINING THE CONTINUED CONDITION OF “OPENNESS AND OPERATION” OF  THE RESPONDENT ENTITIES  LISTED SUPRA…

which accompanies this document, adequate notice having been served, & the Court having been presumably adequately advised in the premises:

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED:

1. The   continued condition of openness and operation of the Supreme Court of the State of IL, Illinois Appellate Court, First District,  and Circuit Court of  Cook County, IL   is herein temporarily enjoined, pending the adjudication of  the claims at issue in the adjudication of  the matters Petitioner’s petition concerns_______________________ and
 The entirety of the provisions of the criminal code presently applicable in the State of IL  as such might be applied to the activity of RJM regarding  the resolution of  any of  the disputes in regard to which RJM has filed cases in the Circuit Court of Cook County, IL or appeals in the Illinois Appellate Court, First District, or petitions in the Supreme Court of the State of IL,  in the absence of the issuance of  this declaration,  are herein declared to be  unconstitutional  __________________ or: This Court will not temporarily enjoin the condition of openness and operation of  the entities listed herein supra, without there having been any opportunity for representatives of  the Respondents, named in the petition this order concerns, to respond to such petition but this Court does herein declare that:

The entirety of the provisions of the criminal code presently applicable in the State of IL  as such might kbe applied to the activity of RJM regarding  the resolution of  any of  the disputes in regard to which RJM has filed cases in the Circuit Court of Cook County, IL or appeals in the Illinois Appellate Court, First District, or petitions in the Supreme Court of the State of IL, in the absence of the issuance of  this declaration,  are herein declared to be  unconstitutional ____________________.
2. While this Court waits to receive the entirety of whatever submissions would be provided to it  regarding the matters Petitioner has addressed in the various components of  this petition, this Court herein orders that: a.) Robert J. More (“RJM”) shall be permitted to bring to any and every court proceeding in which he or anyone else would ever be involved an audio-recording device and to use such device according to his discretion without any interference being posited to any such type use of any audio-recording device which RJM would, at any time, have in his possession [______________, b.) RJM shall not be arrested in any court building in which any court proceedings conducted under the authority of this Court would ever be conducted, under any conditions unless any arresting entity  executing any arrest of  RJM would have created an audio-video of  any arrest ever executed and no prosecution of RJM shall be conducted upon any arrest ever executed  unless  RJM  would have been provided a copy of an audio-video of any arrest ever executed at the time which RJM would be released from custody or held over for a hearing before a magistrate in a preliminary hearing, c.) no Judge ever adjudicating any case in which RJM would ever be involved shall proceed in the adjudication thereof, without providing RJM a signed statement providing a confirmation of the reception of documents which would have been served and that each and every document received would have been read ______________.
- In a scenario in which this Court would not immediately enjoin the condition of openness and operation of  the various Courts enumerated herein supra:

3. RJM shall not be sentenced to any period of detention pursuant to any charge of contempt of court in any State of  Illinois Court, unless and until any such type charge which would ever be issued, would have been reviewed and approved by  the Justice Robert Thomas of  the Supreme Court of  the State of  Illinois, or the Chief Justice or Justice Alito of  this Court_____________.

4. RJM shall not be subjected to any involuntary administration of any drug of any type except according to a court order of  this Court _______________.
5.RJM may file any and every document ever filed in regard to this petition via the posting to an internet URL along with the provision of  notice to all concerned of  the address thereof ____________, or may serve any and all such documents via email ____________.

6.  RJM need not appear in person at any more status dates which would ever be set in any case in which RJM would be involved, so long as he  would submit notice to the Court in a given case of  his continued progress in the prosecution of such case for each such date ___________.

7. No judge who would ever adjudicate any matter  in which RJM would be a party, shall interfere in any manner with any endeavor ever undertaken by any party involved in such type adjudication to implement any measure(s) which any party would consider would have to be implemented  in a given instance, in order to ensure that the requirements  promulgated in among other cases, those of  Webb v Webb (_U.S._) and Illinois v Gates (_U.S._)  regarding the duty to adequately present all issues of  an alleged federal constitutional dimension in the first instance to the trial court in order to ensure that  it could never justifiably be claimed that any such type issue would have been waived, forfeited or otherwise relinquished, would not remain not adequately satisfied regarding the procuring of rulings regarding challenges to the constitutionality of  a given statute ______________.

8. Any  and every judge ever adjudicating any case in which RJM would be a party, who would ever claim that he or she would be committed to deny any relief ever sought by any party on the basis that any petition therefore would be either illegible and/or unintelligible , shall permit the party who would have submitted the document alleged to be such, to read the document to the Court making such claim, to demonstrate that there would be no prejudice to any party in the granting of the relief sought in granting such pursuant to the reading thereof  and to diagram a given petition for relief to demonstrate its objective intelligibility and any judge thus apprised of   the alleged intelligibility of a given document shall answer any and every inquiry under oath or affirmation ever posited in regard to the intelligibility thereof_______________.

9. Judges, clerks, and security personnel shall either make assertions under oath or affirmation into an audio-video recording device in regard to any matter relevant to the adjudication and/or prosecution/defense  of a given case or sign verified statements of position(s) regarding factual predicates present at a given juncture therein, upon the reception of a given demand/proposal ever received  and the alleged legal basis of the activity of any of such actors in regard to any matter relevant to the adjudication of a given case _______________.

10. The following judges have been, until further notice would be provided in regard to the adjudication of any case of any type in which Robert J. More would ever be involved, barred and are prohibited from adjudicating any case(s) in which RJM would be involved: the entirety of the judges of the 
11. RJM shall not ever be taken into custody of  any type except and until he would have been provided opportunity to read a copy of the Notice to Government Officials (Accompanying Doc. #25) and present to any member of any policing entity who would ever be in a position of deciding whether or not to arrest RJM and/or take RJM into custody of any type an explanation which such member of a given policing entity could use as a defense against any  adverse  response and the foreseeable consequences  thereof which he or she might anticipate encountering for refusing to comply with an order either requiring him or her to arrest RJM or take him into custody, …. and the proposal doc (see docs 25, 26,27)
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF  THE  UNITED STATES 

Robert J. More

Petitioner

V 

Police Department of  the City of  Chicago, IL

Law Department of  the City of Chicago, IL

United States District Court for Northern IL

United States Court of Appeals  for the Seventh Circuit

Respondents

Notice of  Filing

Under penalty of perjury pursuant to federal law, RJM does verify that he did file this notice and the accompanying  petition with the U SUPREME COURT OF  THE  UNITED STATES on 2/1/09 via mailing a copy thereof  to the  Office of the Clerk of  the Supreme Court of the United States, One First Street N.E, Washington, D.C. 20543 from Chicago, IL.
Robert J. More

P.O. Box 6926

Chicago, IL 60680


312 545-1890

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE  

Under penalty of perjury pursuant to all applicable statutes, I, Robert J. . More do herein aver that I did serve a copy of  all Respondent entities listed in the caption to this notice by 2/2/09. Robert J. More   
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