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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE SIXTH CIRCUIT

100 EAST FIFTH STREET, ROOM 540
Deborah S. Hunt POTTER STEWART U.S. COURTHOUSE Tel. (513) 564-7000
Clerk CINCINNATI, OHIO 45202-3988 www.cab.uscourts.gov

Filed: July 16,2021

Mr. Stephen P. Wallace

640 Clematis Street
Number 92

West Palm Beach, FL 33402

Re: Case No. 21-3646, In re: Stephen Wallace
Originating Case No. 1:21-cv-00181

Dear Mr. Wallace,
The petition for writ of mandamus has been docketed as case number 21-3646 with the
caption listed above. If you have not already done so, you must mail a copy of the petition to the

lower court judge and counsel for all the other parties.

The district court judge to whom this petition refers has been served with this letter.

Sincerely yours,

s/Robin Baker
Case Management Specialist
Direct Dial No. 513-564-7014

cc: Mr. Richard W. Nagel
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RECEIVED

JULT6 2021

NO.
SIXTH CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEALS

DEBORAH S. HUNT, Clerk

USA, EX REL; STEPHEN P. WALLACE, PRIVATE ATTORNEY GENERAL/RELATOR,

~ AND ALL US TAXPAYERS SIMILARLY SITUATED, CO-PETITIONERS

VS.

US JUDGE DOUGLAS R. COLE, CO-RESPONDENT
[SD OH] CASE #: 1:21-CV-181

UNDERLYING RELATED CASES:

[WD WA] SEATTLE CASE #: 16-CV-01371
USA, EX REL; vs. OBAMA, et al;
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CASE #: 1:19-CV-02168
USA, EX REL; vs. McCONNELL, et al.

REAL PARTIES-IN-INTEREST
SECRETARY YELLEN, DEPARTMENT OF TREASURY
ACTING TREASURY IG
AND THE ACTORS CITED IN UNDERLYING CASES

EXTRAORDINARY WRITS OF MANDEMUS/PROHIBITION,

AND FOR THIS EN BANC PANEL TO ASSUME ORIGINAL JURISDICTION
TO “REVERSE & RENDER” FOR SPECIFIC ORDER UPON
DEFENDANT’S/REAL PARTIES-IN-INTEREST TO COMPLY WITH
AND SUBMIT TO, THE CIRCUIT’S ORDER FOR FORENSIC AUDIT BY
“BDO USA LLC” OF THE “2009 RECOVERY ACT INFRASTRUCTURE FUNDS”

JULY 15, 2021

Stephen P. Wallace

640 Clematis Street # 92

West Palm Beach, FL. 33402
(331) 575-2341
spaulwallace@vyahoo.com
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Petitioners jointly File this WRIT to “REVERSE & RENDER” the Court’s March 30,
2021, ORDER, which allegedly, but intentionally, diverts attention away from the
“ongoing Pattern of the Real Parties-in-Interest to Voluntarily Bankrupt the US
Treasury, Under Color of US Congressional Legislation”;

1 That clearly No Party Objected to, nor filed any Motions to Dismiss, therefore
Judge Cole, after Judicial Notice & Actual Knowledge of this PENDING NATIONAL
SECURITY CRISIS, containing the PATTERN of the multiple FALSE CLAIMS CASES
of RECORD, it is apparent that Judge Cole’s impartiality was allegedly
compromised by the REAL PARTIES-in-INTEREST.

2 That to Identify USA, ex rel’s: Interest in “the property or transaction that is
the subject of Ohio’s lawsuit”, compels Judge Cole, a competent jurist, to
recognize said “Pattern of Trillion’s of US Taxpayer’s Funds being Diverted, with
No Accountability”, cuiminating in the valiant instant Litigation by Ohio AG

David Yost, his TEAM, and “USA, ex rel”;

NOTICE: Petitioners AGAIN urge AG YOST Intervene in this WRIT, per Duty &
Oath of Office, to cease wasting Ohio Taxpayer Funds on the ongoing “Bait &
Switch” continually perpetrated by the REAL PARTIES-in-INTEREST;

3 That have proffered irrefutable Documentation to the US Supreme Court {3)
times, with “specificity & particularity”, but was Deprived FILING by the same
deputy clerk in collusion with Real Parties-in-Interest, therefore Judge Cole’s
clerk’s due diligence would have confirmed same, thus Granting Intervention,
via “PERMISSIVE INTERVENTION”, under FRCP 24(b);

In Conclusion, the En Banc Panel, after Judicial Notice & Actual Knowledge of
this alleged Enterprise, confirmed by USDOJ IG Michael Horowitz’ multiple
Criminal Referral’s, including to Administrative Office of US Courts; US Senator’s
Orrin Hatch; James Talent; James Inhofe and Mark Kirk, all Acknowledging the
Malfeasance/Misfeasance perpetrated upon “USA, ex rel;” to Date.
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Wherefore, No Party will be Prejudiced by this En Banc Panel’s timely & urgent
“Reverse & Render” ORDER, for a TEMPORARY STAY upon the CONGRESS; for
the Real Parties-in-Interest to fully cooperate in producing the “Sources & Uses”
of the “2009 RECOVERY ACT for INFRASTRUCTURE SHOVEL-READY JOBS”, for
the Forensic Audit by “BDO USA LLC”, with Johanna Ayers of GAO FORENSICS, as
GAO Director, DODARO, is conflicted out by his [15 Year Obama Appointment].

The ORDER should also contain that the “Certified Findings of Fact/Conclusions
of Proper Disbursements” be proffered to the US Supreme Court upon return
from Recess c/o Justice Clarence Thomas; US Congressional Leaders & Minority;
including a PROTECTIVE ORDER for Stephen Wallace’s PERSON.

Respectfully submitted to En Banc Panel,

AFFIDAVIT
| swear affirm the foregoing is true & correct

,(//Au ///[/J/MJ’

State of | L" Na2 N
County of - |: V] [- M vad
Stephen P. Wallace appeared & 5|gned th:s Afdeawt th/s day of July, 2021

Notary Public State of Florida / ” -". V| A L)

. Esiah Veneges (et e — (- p
My Commission GG 336436 L : —

Expires 05/20/2023 Nota ry Public o .~

Certificate of Mailing
| certify that a true copy was transmitted to All Interested Parties via PDF

., jﬁ/ s, WAL,
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CLOSED, JURY,PROSE-NP, TYPE-F
T.S. District Court

District of Columbia (Washington, DC)
CIVIL DOCKET FOR CASE #: 1:19-¢v-02168-JEB

WALLACE v. MCCONNELL et al Date Filed: 07/22/2019
Assigned to: Judge James E. Boasberg Date Terminated; 08/01/2019
Demand: $100,000,000,000 Jury Demand; Plaintiff
Cause: 31:3729 False Claims Act Nature of Suit: 375 False Claims Act
Jurisdiction: Federat Question
Plaintiff
STEPHEN P, WALLACE ' represented by STEPHEN P. WALLACE
United States of America ex rel. 1116 Sheffer Road
Apariment F
Aurora, IL 60505
PRO SE
V.
Defendant
MITCH MCCONNELL

Individually and in his Official Capacity as U.S.
Senate Majority Leader

Defendant
JOHN DOES 1-20

Date Fiied # | Docket Text

07/22/2019 1 | WITHDRAWN PURSUANT TO NOTICE FILED ON 7/29/2019.... COMPLAINT against JOHN DOES
1-20, MITCH MCCONNELL ( Filing fee $ 400, receipt number 4616099836) with Jury Demand filed by
STEPHEN P. WALLACE. (Attachments: # 1 Civil Cover Sheet; # 2 Exhibits) (#jf). (Entered: 07/24/2019)

07/22/2019 SUMMONS Not Issued as to JOHN DOES 1-20, MITCH MCCONNELL {zj{) (Entered: 07/24/2019)

07/29/2019 2 | NOTICE by STEPHEN P. WALLACE re 1 Complaint (Attachment; # | Exhibit Attachment) (tth) (Entered:
08/01/2019)

08/01/2019 3 {ORDER: The Court ORDERS that the case is DISMISSED WITHOUT PREJUDICE for lack of subject-

matter jurisdiction. Signed by Judge James E. Boasberg on 8/1/2019. (Icjeb2) (Entered; 03/01/2019)

08/01/2019 4 | MEMORANDUM OPINION re 3 Order. Signed by Judge James E. Boasberg on 8/1/2019. (Icjeb2) (Entered:
08/01/2019)

08/02/2019 MINUTE ORDER: Because there is no reason that this case should be sealed, the Court ORDERS that it be
unsealed. So ORDERED by Judge James E, Boasberg on 8/2/2019, (Icjeb2) (Entered: 08/02/2019)

09/03/2019 5 | MOTION to Vacate 3 Order, 4 Memorandum & Opinion, MOTION for Relief from Judgment, MOTION for

Refund of Fees Paid by STEPHEN P. WALLACE (Attachment: # 1 Exhibit)(zsb) (Entered; 09/04/2019)

09/18/2019 MINUTE ORDER: The Court ORDERS that Plaintiff's 5 Motion to Vacate is DENIED. So ORDERED by
Judge James E. Boasberg on 09/18/2019. (Icjebl) (Eniered: 09/18/2019)

10/22/2019 6 |LEAVE TO FILE DENIED - Formal Verified Notice; Emergency Motions to Vacate "August 1st Judgment".
This document is unavailable as the Court denied its filing. "Leave to file DENIED, Case was closed on
8/1/19", Signed by Judge James E. Boasberg on 10/22/19, (ztth) Modified text on 10/28/2019 {ztth).

7/15/2021, 11:28 AM
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UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ex rel; STEPHEN P. WALLACE,
PRIVATE ATTORNEY GENERAL & RELATOR,
and ALL US TAXPAYERS ADVERSELY AFFECTED, PETITIONERS
VS.
DC US CHIEF JUDGE BERYL HOWELL & DC US DISTRICT JUDGR BOARSBERG, in DC
USDC (CASE #:1:19-CV-2168), RESPONDENTS

Page: 5

REAL PARTIES-IN-INTEREST DETERMINED, BY [G.A.O. FORENSIC AUDITS]

Filed: 07/16/2021

FOURTH ATTEMPT TO FILE EXTRAORDINARY WRITS OF
MANDEMUS/PROHIBITION FOR USSC TO ASSUME ORIGINAL
JURISDICTION TO “REVERSE & RENDER”, FOR AN ORDER UPON [G.A.O.]
TO COMMENCE THE (3) FORENSICS, IN SEQUENCE PER MAGNITUDE OF
THE COMPOUNDED REPARATIONS DUE
US TREASURY & RELATOR, “BEFORE RECESS” !!!

Document: 1-2

" Case: 21-3646

Stephen P. Wallace
Private Attorney General & RELATOR
1116 Sheffer Road Apt.F
Aurora, lllinois 60505
(331) 575-2341
June 24, 2020
Via E-FILE <1°* PDF of 3>
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*CHRONOLOGICAL FACTS-IN-SUPPORT OF WRITS TO “REVERSE & RENDER” AN
ORDER FOR [G.A.0.] FORENSIC DIRECTOR, JOHANA AYERS, TO COMMENCE*
**SPOLIATION/SANITIZATION OF US COURT & USSC RECORDS**

1 That Pauperis/Pro se Victim’s, USA, ex rel; Stephen P. Wallace, as Private
Attorney General & RELATOR verifies herein NOTICE of US JUSTICE, SOTOMAYOR’S
“Dissenting” in USSC APPLICATION FOR STAY, in [CASE #:19A905]; (enclosed)

2 That Petitioner’s attempted to File their October 14, 2019, “Formal Verified
Notice”, that was illicitly DENIED Filing, as confirmed herein & PACER; (enclosed)

3 That for the [3" Time], the USSC deputy clerk DEFIED Petitioner’s “RIGHTS TO
DUE PROCESS”, spoliating/sanitizing Petitioner’s WRIT FILING from the RECORD on
December 2, 2019; (enclosed)

4 That to allegedly “compound the Judicial Tyranny” accruing the “Deprivation of
Rights & Conspiracy Under Color of Law [Title 18, USC Sections 241 & 242], the DC
Court then “Misapprehended/Misappropriated the WRIT NOTICE to underlying
CASE, AND FILED a “SHAM CASE”, to then attempt to “DISMISS THE WRIT WITH
PREJUDICE” in Miscellaneous [CASE #:1:19-cv-03692]; (enclosures)

5 That5 Petitioner’s, after the [2" WRIT Hand Delivered & Stamped @ USSC on
May 37, 2017], attempted to then Retrieve for Counsel, Joan Godlove’s verified
“Application For Stay”, in USSC [CASE #:09A510], from the USSC Clerk, but was told
it was now @ the National Archives; (enclosed)

6 That Petitioner’s then went to National Archives, Registered for Security with
Photo, only to Find that “Only the INDEX was in the RECORD, with NO
APPLICATION BRIEF {20 Pages), “ONLY a LETTER from CLERK that the APPLICATION
was DENIED, with NO ORDER, as SOTOMAYOR which should reflect Federal
Procedure, as was done in USSC [Case #:19A905] Application For Stay; (enclosures)
7 That Real Parties-in-Interest in USSC [CASE#:09A510], then Retaliated against
Godlove, Threatening Incarceration for “sham Contempt of Court, then
CONSPIRED with their OK. Judicial/Legal KLAN to DISBARR Godlove, and ORDERED
her to “WITHDRAW FROM ALL WALLACE CASES”, inflicting Emotional Duress &
Failure to Thrive & DEATH, “Under Color of Law”; (enclosures)
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Wherefore, with (2) Supporting [PDF'S] to Follow, Petitioner’s Hereby DEMAND
this EN BANC COURT, having Now the “NON-DISCRERTIONARY DUTY After ‘Judicial
Notice & Actual Knowledge of the Irrefutable Judicial Tyranny perpetrated, to
“REVERSE & RENDER” an ORDER for the President & GAQO, lohanna Ayers, Director,
to “Commence the Forensic Audits IDENTIFIED-in-ORDER, sua sponte & instanter,
to be proffered to the USSC JUSTICE’S upon their RETURN FROM RECESS !
Concurrently, USSC to ORDER a PROTECTIVE ORDER for Watlace, & RELOCATION to
DC to Assist Forensic Audits, @ the USA Expense for All Expenses until CASES are
“Certified LOSSES to USA & Petitioner/RERLATOR”, “ALL BEFORE RECESS” |
Urgently & Respectfully submitted,

% ’{“”*f&' //‘/é'é//’

Cc: President Trump via Jay Sekulow & Eric Trump / 7
US Treasury Secretary Mnuchin

US Attorney John Durham

US AG Barr

USGOJ |G Horowitz

US Senator Grassley & US Rep. Sensenbrenner

AFFIDAVIT
| swear/affirm the foregoing is true under penalty of perjury.

County of — ’1_},”,\]%—«74/uw,{ / é/ﬁ/ vﬁ{%

State of EL\/
Stephen P. Wailaéé appeared thlSM day of June, 2020, & signed this Affidavit,

ﬁg\OMor e,

o AL UL Tt 103 %s ':g
OFFICIAL SEAL 3

: ? LINDA ZABLE % Notary Public
%

NOTARY PURLIC - BTATE OF RLINOS
3 MY COMM ‘ESION EXPIRES: 08”?[[&5

N S PR R ]

~;."‘.6‘*
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Pro Se Law

AINES v. KERNER, ET AL. 404 U.S. 519, 92 8. Ct. 594, 30 L. Ed. 2d 652. Whatever may be the limits
on the scope of inquiry of courts into the internal administration of prisons, allegations such as those
asserted by petitioner, however inartfully pleaded, are sufficient to call for the opportunity to offer
supporting evidence. We cannot say with assurance that under the allegations of the pro se complaint,
which we hold to less stringent standards than formal pleadings drafted by lawyers, it appears “beyond
doubt that the plaintiff can prove no set of facts in support of his claim which would entitle him to relief.”
Conley v. Gibson, 355 U.S. 41, 45-46 (1957). See Dioguardi v. Durning, 139 F.2d 774 (CA2 1944).

ESTELLE, CORRECTIONS DIRECTOR, ET AL. v. GAMBLE 29 U.S. 97, 97 S. Ct. 285,50 L. Ed. 2d
251, We now consider whether respondent's complaint states a cognizable 1983 claim. The handwritien pro
se document is to be liberally construed. As the Court unanimously held in Haines v. Kerner, 404 .5, 519
(1972), a pro sé complaint, "however inartfully pleaded,” must be held to "less stringent standards than
formal pleadings drafted by lawyers" and can only be dismissed for failure to state a claim if it appears
"beyond doubt that the plaintiff can prove no set of facts in support of his claim which would entitle him to
relief.” Id., at 520-521, quoting Conley v. Gibson, 355 U.S. 41, 45-46 (1057).

WILLIAM MCNEIL, PETITIONER v. UNITED STATES 113 S. Ct. 1980, 124 L. Ed. 2d 21, 61

U.S.L.W. 4468. Moreover, given the clarity of the statatory text, it is certainly not a "trap for the unwary." It

s no doubt true that there are cases in which a litigant proceeding without counsel may make a fatal

procedural error, but the risk that a lawyer will be unable to understand the exhaustion requirement is

virtually nonexistent. Our rules of procedure are based on the assumption that litigation is normally

conducted by lawyers. While we have insisted that the pleadings prepared by prisoners who do not have y
access to counsel be liberally construed, see Haines v. Kerner, 404 U.S. 519 (1972); Estelle v. Gamble, 429
U.S. 97, 106 (1976), and have held that some procedural rules must give way because of the unique
circumstance of incarceration, see Houston v. Lack, 487 U.S. 266 (1988) (pro se prisoner's notice of appeal
deemted filed at time of delivery to prison authorities), we have never suggested that procedural rules in
ordinary civil litigation should be interpreted so as te excuse mistakes by those who proceed without
counsel. As we have noted before, "in the long run, experience teaches that strict adherence to the
procedural requirements specified by the legislature is the best guarantee of evenhanded administration of

the law.” Mohasco Corp. v. Silver, 447 U.S. 807, 826 (1980).

BALDWIN COUNTY WELCOME CENTER v. BROWN 466 U.S. 147, 104 5. Cl. 1723, 80L.Ed. 2d
196, 52 U.8.L.W. 3751. Rule 8(f) provides that " pleadings shall be so construed as to do substantial
justice.” We frequently have stated that pro se pleadings are to be given a liberal construction.

HUGHES v. ROWE ET AL. 449 U.8. 5,101 S. Ct. 173, 66 L. Ed. 2d 163, 49 U.S.L.W. 2346, Petitioner's
complaint, like most prisoner complaints filed in the Northern District of Illinots, was not prepared by e
counsel. Tt is settled law that the allegations of such a complaint, "however inartfully pleaded” are held "to

less stringent standards than formal pleadings drafted by lawyers, see Haines v. Kerner, 404 U.8. 519, 520
(1972). See also Maclin v. Paulson, 627 F.2d 83, 86 (CA7 1980); French v. Heyne, 547 F.2d 994, 996 (CA7
1976). Such a complaint should not be dismissed for failure to state a claim unless it appears beyond doubt

that the plaintiff can prove no set of facts in support of his claim which would entitle him to relief. Haines,
supra, at 520-521. And, of course, the allegations of the complaint ave generally taken as true for purposes

" of a motion to dismiss. Cruz v. Beto, 405 U.S. 319, 322 (1972).

Alon/onis 1116 AM
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SOTOMAYOR, J., dissenting

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

No. 19A805

CHAD WOLF, ACTING SECRETARY OF HOMELAND
SECURITY, T AL. v. COOK COUNTY,
JLLINOIS, ET AL.

ON APPLICATION FOR STAY
[February 21, 2020]

The application for stay presented to JUSTICE
KAVANAUGH and by him referred to the Court is granted,
and the District Court's October 14, 2019 order granting a
preliminary injunction is stayed pending disposition of the
Government’s appeal in the United States Court of Appeals
for the Seventh Cireuit and disposition of the Government’s
petition for a writ of certiorari, if such writ is timely sought.
Should the petition for a writ of certiorari be denied, this
stay shall texminate automatically. In the event the peti-
tion for a writ of certiorari is granted, the stay shall termi-
nate upon the sending down of the judgment of this Court.

JusTicE GINSBURG, JUSTICE BREYER, and JUSTICE
KAGAN would deny the application,

JUSTICE SOTOMAYOR, dissenting from the grant of stay.

Today's decision follows a now-familiar pattern. The
Government seeks emergency velief from this Court, asking
it to grant a stay where two lower courts have not. The
Government insists—even though review in a court of ap-
peals is imminent—fthat it will suffer irreparable harm if
this Court does not grant a stay, And the Court yields.

But this application is perhaps even more concerning
than past ones. Just weeks ago, this Court granted a stay
of a different decision involving the same administrative
rule at issue here, after the Government professed urgency
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Case: 21-3646
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SOTOMAYOR, J., dissenting

because of the form of relief granted in the prior case—a
nationwide injunction. The Government now uses that
stay—of a nationwide injunction—to ingist that it is enti-
tled to one here. But the injunction in this case is limited
to one State, 1llinois. The Government cannot state with
precision any of the supposed harm that would come from
the Tllinois-specific injunction, and the Court of Appeals for
the Seventh Cireuit has scheduled oral argument for next
week. The Government’s professed harm, therefore, boils
down to an inability to enforce its immigration goals, possi-
bly in only the immediate term, in one of 50 States. It is
hard to say what is more troubling: that the Government
would seek this extraordinary relief seemingly as a matter
of course, or that the Court would grant it.,

This case concerns a provision of the Immigration and
Nationality Act that renders inadmissible any noncitizen
who “is likely at any time to become a public charge” 8
U. 8. C, §1182(2)(4){A). The provision instructs immigra-
tion officers to consider, “at a mimimum,” a person’s “age;
health; family status; assets, resources, and financial sta-
tus; and education and skills” in determining inadmissibil-
ity on this “public charge” basis. §1182(a)(4)(B). For the
last 20 years, field guidance has defined “public charge” as
a person "primarily dependent on the government for sub-
sistence.” 64 Fed. Reg. 28689 (1999) (internal quotation
marks omitted). Per that guidance, immigration officers
were not to consider non-cash public benefits in deciding
whether a noncitizen met that definition.

In August 2019, the Department of Homeland Security
issued a regulation that changed this longstanding defini-
tion. This new regulation (the public-charge rule) now de-
fines a “public charge” as “an alien who receives one or more
designated public benefits for more than 12 months in the
aggregate within any 36-month period (such that, for in-
stance, receipt of two benefits in one month counts as two
months).” 84 Fed. Reg. 41292, 41295. The regulation also




(12 of 77)

Page: 11

Filed: 07/16/2021

Document: 1-2

Case: 21-3646

Case: 1:21-cv-00181-DRC Doc #: 58 Filed: 07/16/21 Page: 12 of 77 PAGEID #: 1030

Cite as: 589 1. 5. (2020) 3

SOTOMAYOR, 4., dissenting

expands the type of benefits that may render a noncitizen
inadmissible, including non-cash benefits such as the Sup-
plemental Nutrition Assistance Program (formerly food
stamps), most forms of Medicaid, and various forms of hous-
ing assistance. Ihid.

Several lawsuits followed, one of which reached this
Court last month. See Application for Stay of Injunctions
in Department of Homeland Security v. New York, No.
19A785 (New York cases). The Government in no small
part insisted that it was entitled to a stay because of the
scope of relief awarded below: The District Court in the New
York cases imposed a nationwide injunction that “rendered
effectively academic” the Government’s successful litigation
on the public-charge rule elsewhere. Id., at 4. The Govern-
ment's unquestionable focus was the scope of that injunc-
tion: Its stay application used the word “nationwide” 34
times.

Over the dissent of four Justices, this Court granted the
Government's application for a stay. Department of Home-
land Security v. New York, 589 U. S. ___ (2020). Two Jus-
tices concurred in the grant of the stay, emphasizing—as
the Government did—the “equitable and constitutional
questions raised by the rise of nationwide injunctions.” Id.,
at ___ {GORSUCH, J., concurring in grant of stay) (slip op.,
at 5). No Member of the Court discussed the application’s
merit apart from its challenges to the injunction’s nation-
wide scope.

In the meantime, other courts considered the public-
charge rule, and one—the District Court in this case—ruled
much more narrowly. The District Court concluded that the
plaintiffs in the case before it were entitled to a preliminary
injunction, based on self-described “dry and arguably blood-
less” legal analysis. Cook County v. MecAleenan,
F.Supp. 3d __, _ , 2019 WL 5110267, *14 (ND I11,, Oct,.
14, 2019). Butit did not award nationwide relief as the New
York court had: It merely prevented the Government from
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enforcing the public-charge rule in Illinois, where the
“nearly 100 nonprofit organizations and social and health
service providers’” represenied by one of the plaintiffs were
located. Ibid.

After the District Court declined to stay enforcement of
its injunction pending appeal, the Government asked the
Seventh Circuit to intervene and stay the injunction itself,
On December 23, 2019, the Seventh Cireunit declined, and
instead set an expedited briefing schedule to ensure prompt
consideration of the issue. As part of that expedited sched-
ule, the Seventh Circuit set oral argument for February 26,
2020—five days from now.

Notably, the Government initially chose not to appeal the
Seventh Circuit’s decision denying a stay. Instead, while
letting the normal appellate process play out in this case, it
urged this Court to review a later issued decision granfing
a nationwide injunction—in no small part because it was a
nationwide injunction. Yet now that this Court acceded to
that request, the Government wants more: It asks this
Court to grant a stay of the District Court’s considered—
and considerably narrower—order below.

One might wonder what the trouble is with granting a
stay in this case. After all, by granting a stay in the New
York cases, the Court effactively has already allowed the
Government to enforce the public-charge rule elsewhere—
why not Illinois too? But—even putiing aside the dissent
of four Justices in the New York cases and the plaintiffs’
weighty arguments on the merits—the Court should not
forget the burden the Government must carry to obtain a
stay. To warrant this “‘extraordinary’ rvelief, Williams v.
Zbaraz, 442 U, 8. 1309, 1316 (1979) (Stevens, J., in cham-
bers), it is not enough for a party to point to an important
legal issue, or even one that is likely to obtain the assent of
five Justices on the merits (which is far from certain here).
Instead, to justify upending the normal rules of appellate

Page: 12
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procedure, a party must also show a likelihood of irrepara-
ble harm. Puackwood v. Senate Select Comm., on Ethics, 510
U.S. 1319, 1320 (1994) (Rehnguist, C. J., in chambers).
And “[blecause this matter is pending before the Court of
Appeals, and because the Court of Appeals denied” the Gov-
ernment’s motion for a stay, the Government now bears “an
especially heavy burden.” Ibid.

The Government has not made that showing here. Its
public-charge rule is set to go into effect in 49 of BO States
next week. The Seventh Circuit is set to consider the
Illinois-specific injunction next week as well, with a deci-
sion to follow shorily thereafter. And the Government is
unable to articulate how many cases—if any-—this narrow
injunction would affect in the meantime. In sum, the Gov-
ernment’s only claimed hardship is that it must enforee an
existing interpretation of an immigration rule in one
State—just as if has done for the past 20 years—while an
updated version of the rule fakes effect in the remaining 49.
The Government has not quantified or explained any bur-
dens that would arise from this state of the world. Indeed,
until this Court granted relief in the New York cases, the
Government itself did not consider this Illinois-specific
harm serious enough to warrant agking this Court for relief.

These facts—all of which undermine the Government's
assertion of ivreparable harm—show two things, one about
the Government’s conduct and one about this Court's own.
First, the Government has come to treat “thie] exceptional
mechanism” of stay velief “as a new normal.” Barr v. Fast
Bay Sanctuary Covenant, 588 U.8.___, __ (2019
(SOTOMAYOR, d., dissenting from grant of stay) (slip op., at
5). Claiming one emergency after another, the Government
has recently sought stays in an unprecedented number of
cases, demanding immediate attention and consuming lim-
ited Court resources in each. And with each successive ap-
plication, of course, its cries of urgency ring increasingly
hollow. Indeed, its behavior relating to the public-charge




(1501 77)

Page:14‘m

Filed: 07/16/2021

Document: 1-2

Case: 21-3646

Case: 1:21-cv-00181-DRC Doc #: 58 Filed: 07/16/21 Page: 15 of 77 PAGEID #: 1033

6 WOLE ». COOK COUNTY

SOTOMAYOR, J., dissenting

rule in particular shows how much its own definition of ir-
reparable harm has shifted. Having first sought a stay in
the New York cases based, in large part, on the purported
harm created by a nationwide injunction, it now disclaims
that rationale and insists that the harm is its temporary
inability to enforce its goals in one State,

Second, this Court is partly to blame for the breakdown
in the appellate process. That is because the Court—in this
case, the New York cases, and many others—has been all
foo quick to grant the Government's “veflexivie]” requests.
Ibid. But make no mistake: Such a shift in the Court's own
behavior comes at a cost,

Stay applications force the Court to consider important
statutory and constitutional questions that have not been
ventilated fully in the lower courts, on abbreviated timeta-
bles and without oral argument. They upend the normal
appellate process, putting a thumb on the scale in favor of
the party that won a stay. (Here, the Government touts
that in granting a stay in the New York cases, this Court
“necessarily concluded that if the court of appeals were to
uphold the preliminary injunctio[n], the Court likely would
grant a petition for a writ of certiorari” and that “there was
a fair prospect the Court would rule in favor of the govern-
ment.” Application 3.) They demand extensive time and
resources when the Court's intervention may well be unnec-
essary—particularly when, as here, a court of appeals is
poised o decide the issue for itself.

Perhaps most troublingly, the Court’s recent behavior on
stay applications has benefited one litigant over all others.
This Court often permits executions—where the risk of r-
reparable harm is the loss of life—to proceed, justifying
many of those decisions on purported failures “to raise any
potentially meritorious claims in a timely manner.” Mur-
phy v. Collier, 587 U. S. __, __ (2019} {(second statement
of KAVANAUGH, J.) (slip op., at 4); see also id., at __ (ALITO,
J., joined by THOMAS and GORSUCH, ddJ., dissenting from
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grant of stay) (slip op., at 6) (“When courts do not have ad-
equate time to consider a claim, the decisionmaking process
may be compromised”); of. Dunnv. Ray, 586 U. S. __ (2019)
(overturning the grant of a stay of execution). Yet the
Court’s concerns over quick decisions wither when prodded
by the Government in far less compelling circumstances—
where the Government itself chose to wait to seek relief,
and where its claimed harm is continuation of a 20-year sta-
tus quo in one State. I fear that this disparity in treatment
erodes the fair and balanced decisionmaking process that
this Court must strive to protect.
I respectfully dissent.
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Leave to ﬂiTIED
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT .. Yz
Jimed E..Bodsberg.........Daté
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA Hied §tate§‘f-3 ssrfﬁ’: VT
United States of America, ex rel; ; s 54:’-”?/ /
Stephen P. Wallace, Private Attorney General j OCT 1 6 2019 ;
& RELATOR, and US Taxpayers similarly situated, i TR e
Class Action Plaintiffs, R e
VS, Case No. 1:19-cv-2168
: Jury Demanded
Mitch McConnell, individually, and in his Judge Boasberg &

Official Capacity as US Senate Majority Leader, Chief Judge Howell
And John Does (1-20) identified herein,

" Class Action Defendants.

iE:
L
]
L

Page: 16

FORMAL VERIFIED NOTICE THAT PLAINTIFF’S SHALL SEEK “EXTRAORDINARY WRITS
OF MANDEMUS/PROHIBITION @ US SUPREME COURT”, FOR THIS COURT’S 7

ARBITRARY/CAPRICIOUS DENIALS OF DUE PROCESS RIGHTS, MULTIPLE EMERGENCY
MOTIONS FOR REFERRAL TO EN BANC PANEL, & BLATENT CONFLICTS OF INTEREST

Filed: 07/16/2021

1) That Plaintiffs’, Collectively, proffer Formal Verified Notice that “Extraordinary
WRITS of Mandemus/Prohibition” shall be Filed @ the US Supreme Court to
“REVERSE & RENDER” ORDER'’S to secure Forensic Audits of the (3) Propositions
adversely affecting the US TREASURY & US Taxpayers, incfuding Denial of the

Emergency Motions to Vacate @ (Dkt.5); Enclosureg)
/ﬁ /"/” /é “?;/f‘r‘

Cc: President Trump ¢/o Jay Sekulow _ Stephen P. Wallace
Us Attorney John Durham Private Attorney General/RELATOR
US Office of Special Counsel H. Kerner & Team 1116 Sheffer Road Apt. F
Administrative Office of the Courts ¢/o USDOJ IG Horowitz Aurora, IL. 60505
US Attorney General Barr (331) 575-2341
US Senator Grassley & US Congressman Sensenbrenner

‘ AFFIDAVIT

' swear/affirm the foregoing is true under penalty of perjur
going : v / Ry e

State of Lzé(/( /

County of U :
Stephen P, Wallace appeared before me this/ [ _day, October, 2019, signing this Affidavit.

Document: 1—2"”

Case: 21-3646

Official Seat
Lauri J Joehnson

Motary Public State of Minois
My Commisston Expires 03/16/2020
PPl
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
OFFICE OF THE CLERK
WASHINGTON, DC 20543-0001

December 2, 2019

Stephen P. Wallace
1116 Sheffer Road, Apt. F
Aurora, IL 60505

RE: In Re Wallace

Page: 17

Dear Mr. Wallace:

The above-entitled petition for an extraordinary writ of mandamus/prohibition was
received on December 2, 2019. The papers are returned for the following reason(s):

The petition does not follow the form prescribed by Rule 14 as required by Rule
20.2,

The petition does not show how the writ will be in aid of the Court's appelilate
jurisdiction, what exceptional circumstances warrant the exercise of the Court's
discretionary powers, and why adequate relief cannot be obtained in any other
form or from any other coutt. Rule 20.1.

Filed: 07/16/2021

A copy of the corrected petition must be served on opposing counsel,

Sincerely,
Scott S. Harris, Clerk

By: yét
4;{ Levitan

(202) 479-3392

Documeht: 1-2

" Case: 21-3646

Enclosures
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U.S. DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

Case: 1:19—¢cv-03692  (F Deck)
Assigned To : Unassigned
Assign. Date ; 12/5/2019

IN THE Description: Pro Se Gen. Civil

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

US /} X Nza /' Sty i P Wi/ ¢t A pETITIONER

(Your Name)

— RESPONDENT(S)

del.mus

DC Chis )«A /3M7/ il v
D C W ON PETITION FOR A WRIT OF SERFHORAR] TO
frohib, Hon

DC USDC - Wrshny fo D

(NAME OF COURT THAT LAST RULED ON MERITS OF YOUR CASE)
M avslimy §

PETITION FOR WRIT OF .
V»o b‘b:‘i"“"“

{Your Name)

P16 Shafder KA Aol F

(Address)

forovra, Tllinors GOSES

(Clty, State, Zip Code)

(33 }){}fw Z’g V c'\gf:g.h»#‘-.e:- %ﬁfmﬁ ""'"‘3\'-5':1."1

~(Phong Number) K

Filed: 07/16/2021

Document: 1-2

~ Case: 21-3646

DEC -5 2018
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ot

NO.

UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ex rel; STEPHEN P. WALLACE,
PRIVATE ATTORNEY GENERAL & RELATOR,
and ALL US TAXPAYERS ADVERSELY AFFECTED, PETITIONERS
VS.
DC US CHIEF JUDGE BERYL HOWELL & DC US DISTRICT JUDGR BOARSBERG, in DC
USDC (CASE #:1:19-CV-2168), RESPONDENTS

REAL PARTIES-IN-INTEREST DETERMINED, BY [G.A.Q. FORENSIC AUDITS]

EXTRAORDINARY WRITS OF MANDEMUS/PROHIBITION FOR USSC TO
ASSUME ORIGINAL JURISDICTION TO “REVERSE & RENDER”, FOR AN
ORDER UPON [G.A.O.] TO COMMENCE THE (3) FORENSICS, IN
SEQUENCE PER MAGNITUDE OF THE COMPOUNDED REPARATIONS DUE
US TREASURY & RELATOR

Stephen P. Wallace
Private Attorney General & RELATOR
1116 Sheffer Road Apt. F

D - Aurora, lllinois 60505
e I (331) 575-2341

November 25, 20 0Ec -5 2019

\‘:.'.!,'{'--- My lf"i'-ivr !v:.'"-. :'};:: ~:':'.I‘;p .
U T d Lol Thatitle 3
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*CHRONOLOGICAL FACTS-IN-SUPPORT OF WRITS TO “REVERSE & RENDER” AN
ORDER FOR [G.A.O.] FORENSIC DIRECTOR, JOHANA AYERS, TO COMMENCE* |

1 That Pro Se Petitioners proffer & adopt the applicable Statutes & Case Law; (enclosed)

2 That Petitioners presently have “multiple related Criminal Referrals pending” from UDSOJ IG,
Michael Horowitz, since 2015 ? (enclosures)

3 That on August 26, 2016, Petitioners filed their [1% Class Action False Claims BIVENS CASE], in
Seattle [WD WA] USDC (Case #:16-cv-01371); (enclosures)

4 That Petitioners “Demanded & were Granted” Leave to proceed directly to the
USSC for [9*" Circuit Chief Judge], on February 13, 2017, which FILING was illicitly
“Spoliated from the RECORD”, wherein Petitioner contacted then US AG Sessions
@ his Mobile, AL., home, who then opened a Criminal Mail Theft CASE on February
23, 2017; (enclosures)

5 That the alleged “compounding of malfeasance/misfeasance” perpetrated, then
resulted in “Kidnapped & DECEASED Co-Petitioner, LISA F. Wallace, filing WRITS
again on May 3, 2017, AGAIN DENIED FILIG, with DEMAND & NOTICE to US AG
Sessions & USDOJ IG Horowitz; (enclosures)

6 That on August 1, 2019, related Petitioners, Again filed their FALSE CLAIMS in DC
USDC in [Case #:1:19-cv-2168], which were lllicitly “SEALED” by Chief Judge Howell
& US Judge Boarsherg, when Petitioners proffered Judicial Notice for their Actual
Knowledge that the Seattle [WD WA] USDC filed the Original Class Action False
Claims, instanter, and Granted [E-FILING], DENIED by RESPONDENTS, which then
prompted a DEMAND for RECUSAL/DISQUALIFICATION, for their Blatant Conflicts
of Interest in being APPOINTED by REAL PARTIES-in-INTEREST, “illicitly spoliated

from the RECORD on PACER ? {enclosures)
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7 That not only Petitioners named herein were illicitly DENIED their DUE REMEDY
SOUGHT, but Chief Judge HOWELL then Granted the US House of Representatives
to “Receive Secret GRAND JURY Testimony from Special Counsel Robert Muelier
Investigation, “Without seeking a F.I.5.A. WARRANT”, allegedly “aiding & abetting”
the “so-called covert Deep State Coup d’ etat”, under color of Law; (enclosed)

8 That Respondent’s then DENIED the timely Emergency Motion To Vacate
pursuant to FRCP [60(b)}(3) @ [Dkt. #5], but further “spoliated the RECORD of
Petitioner’s “Formal Verified Notice to File these WRITS @ USSC”, on [10/14/19],
yet “Never Notified Petitioner’s until [10/31/19] via US Mail, AND permanently
Denied RECORDS & PACER of said Documentation @ [Dkt # 6] ?; (enclosures)

Wherefore, all premises Verified as True, this USSC has a “non-discretionary Duty
to GRANT the WRITS & Assume Original Jurisdiction”, with an ORDER to [G.A.0.]
Forensic Director, Johana Ayers, to commence the Forensic Audits to “Certify the
Compounding REPARATIONS due the US Treasury & US Taxpayers, sua sponte, *
*Sent via USPS Express #:EL 574490702 US
With SIGNATURE CONFIRMATION 7L Z / M//
Cc: President Trump via Jay Sekulow / “ty b /> S
US Treasury Secretary Mnuchin
US Attorney John Durham
US AG Barr
USGOJ IG Horowitz
US Senator Grassley & US Rep. Sensenbrenner
*Chief Judge Howell & Judge Boarsberg via
USPS Certified Mait #:7017 2400 0000 8783 2586

AFFIDAVIT
| swear/affirm the foregoing is true under penalty of perjury.

County of E .gm — ﬂ%m ﬁ - M/‘-g/ﬂ—zﬁ/

State of T

- Stephen P. Wallace appeared this g_bihaay of November, 2019, & signed Affidavit.

J(ﬁu-d-"'q-’ L ?rljb}
D e i g b B g e s e e L
“OFFICIAL SEAL" |}

LAURA HAGER Notary Public
Notary Public, State of llinols
My commiasion expires 06/12R1
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FILED
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT Glerk, U.S. Distict and
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA Bankruptoy Gours

)
STEPHEN P. WALLACE, )
)
Petitioner, )

) .

V. ) Civil Action No. 19-3692 (UNA)
)
BERYL A. HOWELL, ef al., )
)
Respondents. )
)
MEMORANDUM OPINION

It appears that the petitioner is challenging the dismissal of his prior civil action. See

Wallace v. McConnell, et al., Civ, No. 19-2168 (D.D.C. Aug. 1,2019). Such a challenge is

“propetly raised by appealing the decision to the United States Court of Appeals for the District of

Columbia Circuit. See 28 U.S.C. § 1291, Therefdre, the Court will grant the petitioner’s
application to proceed in forma pauperis and dismiss the petition and this civil action without
prejudice for lack of subject matter jurisdiction.

An Order accompanies this Memorandum Opinion.

DATE: D@M@w WM ‘ /q M

&?NNDOLPH D. MOSS
nited States District Judge
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JAN 10 2020
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT Clerk, U.S. District and
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA . Bankwupicy Courts

)
STEPHEN P. WALLACE, )
' )
Petitioner, )
)
2 ) Civil Action No. 19-3692 (UNA)

) :
BERYL A. HOWELL, et al., )
' )
Respondents, )
)
ORDER

For the reasons stated in thé accompanying Memorandum Opinion, it is hereby

ORDERED that the petitioner’s [é} application to proceed in forma pauperis is
GRANTED,; and it is further _ ‘ _

ORDERED that the petition and this civil action are DISMISSED WITH PREJUDICE,

This is a final appealable Order.

The Clerk of Court shall close this case.

SO ORDERED.

T 0%, (G0 i

ANDOLPH D. MOSS
nited States District Judge
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

STEPHEN P. WALLACE, a beneficiary and successol co-trustee of the
Lotice T. Revocable Trust dated December 26, 1974, as restated effective
October 5, 1993 and as amended February 12, 1998 and March 13, 2000,

and a beneficiary _and successot co-trustee of the Frank A. Wallace
‘Revocable Trust dated December 24, 1974, and as amended,
Pgtit_ionerﬂpplicant, Lo .
[H{B HONORABLE DAMAN H. CANTRELL,
~ Judge of the District Court of Tulsa County,

| - o Res‘ggndem Trial Judge,
RONALD 1. SAFFA, TRUST COMPANY OF OKLAHOMA, :
and J. P. MORGAN CHASE BANIK, N.A., successor in
" interest to BANK ONE TRUST COMPANY, N. A,

" Real Parties in Interest.

" On Application to Stay Enforcement of Order of Supreme " -
“Court of Oklahoma Denying Writ of Mandamus -

APPLICATION TO INDIVIDUAL JUSTICE TO
" STAY ENFORCEMENT OF FINAL ORDER: -

“Joan Godlove.

T T Counsel of Record
ﬁl’:QEWE‘D ' 2121 S. Columbia Avenue, Suite
- o Tulsa, Oklahoma 74114-3519
W 95 S
NOV 25 2009 (918) 744-0201
OFFIGE OF THE CLERK
SUPRIEME COURT, US,

T
\
;

MYy e

L OFFICE OF 181 0 ERK

500

y
;
!
H
|
|
|
1
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) Supreme Court of the United Staves
Office of the Clerk
Washington, DC 20543-0001
Wiltliam K, Suter
Clerk of the Court
Decembey 1, 2009 (202) 479-8011
Ms, Joan Godlove
2121 S. Columbia Ave., Suite 500
Tulsa, OK 74114-3519
—
™
& Re: Stephen P. Wallace
g v. Daman H. Cantrell, Judge, District Court of Oklahoma, Tulsa
County, et al.
< Application No. 09A510
<
g
= Dear Ms, Godlove:
K=
B The application for a stay Qending the filing and disposition of a
g petition for a writ of certiorari in the above-entitled case has been presented
to Justice Sotomayor, who on December 1, 2009, denied the application.
AN
—
£
@
S
>
(&)
o
Q Sincerely,
I William K. Suter, Clerk
g
N by
.Gj .
2 Danny Bickell
O Stalf Attorney
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Joan Godlove

8un, 08/31/2014 - 1:45am Stalf

Word hag been received of the death of Joan Godlove, 75, Oklahoma City.
Mrs, Gadlove passed away peacefully Salurday, Aug. 36, 2014, In Oklahoma Clly.
The tamily colebrated Joan's Hife in a private gathering at the home of Amanda and Keith Erwvin.

She was bomn May 2, 1938, at the Forl SHl Indian Hospitat in Lawion to Mary Virgiala Dunlap and
Wiiliam Woolsey Godlove.

She earned a Bachelor of Ars in Zoology in 1861 frorm Duke Unlversily In Durhar, N.G.; a Masters
of Science in Medical Art in 1964 from the Medisal S8chool of Georgla i Augusta, Ga.; and a Jurls
Doclarale swmma cum faude In 3977 from the Indiana School of Law #: Indlanapelis, Ind.

Joan was employed as a madleal usirator at the Mayo Clinio In Rechester, Minn.; at the Medical
School of Georgla; and at the Univarsity of Texas Southwestern Medlcal Center in Dailas from 1964
thireugh 1974, Beginning in 1977, Joan pracliced law In Rochesier, Minn., Indlanapolls and
Evansvllis, Ind,, and Tulsa.

She was a glfted arlisl, an avid golfer, loved traveling and was a frequent visitor to museums and art
galleries. She will be especially remembered for her intellest, tepacity and commitment to chafienge
Injustice and her love and compassion for friends and famlly. Joan possessed a joyful spinit that
brightened the lives of thase she touched.

Survivors include & brother and sister-In-law, Ernest and Jane Godlove, Lawton,; a brother and
slster-In-law, James and Mary Jane Godlove, Vienna Va.; a sister, Susan Godlove, Lawlon; nephews
and nieces: Chils Godlove and Julien Harliey, Washinglon, D.C.; Amanda and Keith Erwin of
Edmond; Brian and Pamels Godiove, Fairfax, Va.; and Rebecoa Godlove, Pacilic Pallsades, Callf,,
and grand nephews and nisoes: Joseph and Molly Erwin, Oklahoma City, and Brooke and Carter
Godlove, Falrfax, Va.

She wasg praceded In death by ber parents,

tamorlal contributions are welcome in support of the integris Hosplee House 13820 Quallbreok
Drive, Oklattoma Clty, Oklahama 73116 and the Philbrock Gardens 2727 Scuth Rockford Road,
Tulsa, Oklahoma 7414

Joan's famlly would fike 1o express their apprecialion to the staff and volunleers at Integris Hospice
House for thelr care and atlention o make Joan's final days somfortable and peaceful,

An online guest book and sympathy cards are avaBable at www.beckerfuneral.com.
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J SMINHOFE ) . : . : : , comrEie
AMonwm e , : o i ARMEDSERVICES

NGTOY OFFICE : S o 2 ~ - ENVIRONMENT Af
WASHI PUBU'CWOHKSND

e o Bnitdd States Senate L oA

e R0 A WASHINGTON, DC 20610-3603
oX74104 . . .
Jreragtii
CXLAHOMA UirY OFRCE : ' .
TR Bty S 12 . : ‘December 18, 2003
OnanoMa
(465) 8054308 :

Mz, Stephen P. Wallace
6528 Bast 101st #D-1 304
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74133

Dear Mr. Wallace:

Thank you for forwardlng a copy of the ietter you sent to Senator Orrin Hatch and
Senator James Talent regarding judicial corrupt;on ¥ certam]y appreciate your taking the txme to
share this information withme, -

Even thbugh I return to the state almost every weckend, 1do not always have the
opportunity to lsten to everyone's ideas, conéerns, and problems. These are always important,
as they are the building blocks of Oklahoma's representation here in Washmgton ‘When you
share these letters with me, you are sharing them with Congress and, in turn, the nation. Be
assured that I will continue to monitor the sntuation you outlined in your letter. Please lccep me
updated regarding this smzatlon.

*

Please feel free fo coritinue sharing letters such as tliése with me in ﬂne future.

Sincerely,

- James M. Inhofe
United States Senator

PRINTED ON AECYCLED PAPER
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/ Judicat yranny - wikipedia, the tice eucyclopedia Page 1 of 4

Judicial tyranny

From Wikipedia, the free encyclopedia

In common law Judicial tyranay is a common law felony with a substantial prison sentence and fine. It
is a subsel of obstruction of justice. Judicial tyranny is malfeasance, misfeasance or nonfeasance by a
judge, and includes actions under color of law that exceed his jurisdiction, abuse his discretion, or are
the result of bribery, intimidation, or cronyism. It is rarely prosecuted ds professiénal prosecutors and
artomay generals have prosecutorial discretion. It was more often prosecuted when the courts and grand
juries were open to private prosecutions. However, failure fo prosecute is-also obstruction of justice. It
would require appointment of a special prosecutor by the executive or Ieglsianve branch to prosecute
obstruction-of justice by a network involving the judiciary and prosecutor or attorney general,

The term Judicial tyranny is also political epithet often used to describe the: actions efunelected judges
whose rulmgs unlawfuﬂy validate or invalidate the policy decisions made’ by electcd officials,
mﬂawﬂdly sustain or overrule enacted statutes or court precedents, or violate 4 constitution. Some
political i rhatoric 3mprcczsaly uses the phrase synonymously with judicial activism, but the terms have
had diffe: eaning. In debates today, howeever, their meanings are often conflated, GSpeGiaH_V in
conservatw gircles, The phrase is generally traced back to a'comment in a letter by Thomias: Jofferson,
referring to. the despotism! of Federalist federal judges (in partioular; John Marshall) who contmued o

hold offi ceas. thelr political party was fading away.

Judmlal tyranny, asused today in conservative circles, represents a form of judxcmi mterpretauon which
results in ¢ase Jaw which does not follow precedent or which exoeeds the scope of established law, and
can be contrasted_; ith Judm;al restraint, The extent to which the decisions of Judges at€ gometimes’
characterised as “tyrannical” has lead to ongoing controversy over the appropriate role and function of
the ;udlmary, notab n the United States, Australia and Canada.

Conservatwe oppon ts_ofjudzmal tyranny contend that the judiciary must not create new law when
resolving dlsputes OTAIY ting the Jaw, They argue that the Jaw-making role is strictly the preserve of
the legislature, and. tha whi judges venture into this role, they make rulings-on the basis of personal

convictions of some other mappropnate ground

Many liberal activists do. not agree thatjudmxai tyranny, as the term is used by conservatives, exists
today, but may rogard other practices of ‘judges as judicial tyranny. Those of'a more liberal bent argue
that the role of the judiciary under the docttine of the separation of powers will sometimes necessarily
result in decisions which go beyond established law, and that this serves as a uséful and desirable
safeguard against majoritarianism. They also question the opprobrium associated with the term, seeing it
as an example of loaded language which contains the unstated and uncritical assumption that the

judiciary must never create new law when interpreting it.

Libertarian critics who use the term generally foens on decisions that sustain what they consider usurped
powers of govemment and applaud decisions that sustain rights of individuals against the actions of

officials. Their usage is similar to that of constitutionalist or originalist critics who find judges deviating.
from compliance with a state or federal constitition as originally’ understood, based on historical

evidence.

There ate also critics, not identified with any political persuasion, who use the term in cle

Lot s Hain onsllibee o £
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NOTE: This order is nonprecadential,

United States Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit
MISCELLANEQUS DOCKET NO. 855
IN RE STEPHAN PAUL WALLACE,
Petitioher.
ON PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS
Before NEWMAN, Circuit Judge.
" QRDER

Stephan Paul Wallace petitions for & writ of mandamus. We consider whether
Wallace's petilion should be construed as a notice of appeal. Wallace also moves for
leave to proceed in forma paupers.

Wallace filed a complaint in the United States Count of Federal Claims, alleging,
among other things, that his bankruptey proceeding amounted to an unlawful taking of
his property. The Court of Federal Claims dismissed Wallace's complaint on the
grounds that it lacked jurisdiction to review a determination of another federsl court.
Thig petition for wrlt of mandamus followad.

Although Wallace's petition is clearly intended as a request “or refief in the form

of a wiit of mandamus, the court has broad discretion to consider whether such flling

constitutes a notice o_f appeal. See Smith v. Bamry, 502 U.S. 244, 248 (1992) (holding
that courts should look at the notice afforded by a document rather than a Iitigant's
motivation in filing to determine whether a document constitutes a notice of appeal).

In order to appeal a judgment of tﬁe Court of Federal Claims, the party seeking
appeal must file notice that sets forth (1) the name of sach party to the proceading, (2)

the judgment, order, or part, thereof being appealed, and (3) the name of the court ta
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which the appeal is taken. Rule 3(c) of the Rules of Appellate Procedure (FRAF); sea
also Rule 58.1 of the United States Court of Federal Claims (incorporating requlrements
of Rule 3(c) of FRAP). Wallaca's petition clearly meets these requirements. fn addition,
Wallace's petition was timely if treated as a notice of appeal. See Rule 4{(a)(1)(B) of
FRAP.
Becatse we conelude that the petition should be construed as a timely notice of

appeal, mandamus relief is not appropriate. See Mallard v. U.S, Dist. Court for the

-, Southem Dist. of lowa, 480 U.5. 286, 309 (1989) (holding that a parly sesking a writ

bears the burden of proving that it has no other means of attaining the relief, such as by

appeal); Bankers Life & Gasualty Co. v, Holland, 346 U.8, 379, 383 (1953) (stating
"whatever may be d:cme without the writ may not be done with it."),

Accordingly, ' |

IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) Tho petition for a writ of mandamus Is to be freated as a notice of appeal,

The clerk is directed to docket the case as an appeal,

(2)  Wallace’s brief is due within 21 days from filing of this order {form

enclosed).

© (3) - Wallace’s motion for leave to proceed in forma pauperis is granted,

JUN 15 2007 // _ g LM

Date Rauling Newman
Circuit Judge bs. LED
rﬁ%‘%ﬁéé’é’;‘}"’&%‘eﬁf"“
¢e;  Stephan Paul Wallace (informal brief form enclosed)
st Marla T. Connealy, Esq. JUN'1°5 2007
JAK HORBALY
GLERK
Mise. 855
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Stephen P. Wallace
1116 Shaffer Road Apt.F
Aurorw, linols 60505
(630) 995-1195
independentivstics @oytiook.com
' October 3, 2014
Via Fax @ (202) 514-4001

Michae! E. Horowitz

USDO INSPECTOR GENERAL
930 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Sulte # 4706

Washington, DC 20530

Daar USDOF inspactor General Horowitx:

t have Filed the sbove noted Criminal Changes with the respective USDOJ Agencies as a
VICTIM US Tax Peyer. (enclosures)

This 3™ day of Octobar, 2014, | Supplemaent my Charges under tha provisions of the RICO
Privats Attornay Genarsi Statutas, undar panalty of perjury, to Indude:

[USA, ex ral; Private Attorney General, Stephen P. Wallace, and All those US
Tax Payers simiiarly situated vs. RESPONDENTS, and John Does 1-10 not yet
named for Reparations due US Government Agencles (compounded)].

Plasse raspond via email, volcamall and US Mall which said Predicate Actors have
continued to tamper with as “obatruction of justice”. Thank you.

Sincaraly,

ﬂ,[__?,{w Lt




(40 of 77)

AAK

" ats

Page: 39

Filed: 07/16/2021

Document: 1-2

Case: 21-3646

Case: 1:21-cv-00181-DRC Doc #: 58 Filed: 07/16/21 Page: 40 of 77 PAGEID #: 1058

COMMITTEES
APPROPRIATIONS
BANKING, HOUSING & URBAN AFFAIHS

dlﬂnitm gtﬂttﬂ 5mgtt HEALTH, EDUCATII:JCI:.NL;\BOR & PENSIONS

December 12, 2014

Mr. Stephen Wallace
1116 Sheffer Rd.
Apl. F

Avrora, IL 60505

Dear Mr. Wallace;

Thank you for speaking with a member of my staff regarding the inquiry filed on your
behalf,

I contacted a liaison with the U.S, Department of Justice and forwarded a copy of your _
additional correspondence to him. I will let you know when I receive a response from the
linison regarding your inguiry,

In the meantime, please do not hesitate to contact my Caseworker, Daniel Bower, at 312-
886-31506 should you have any questions regarding this matter.

Sincerely,
K
[ ] &
Mark Kirk

United States Senator

Cricauo Orswy Seamvanein Qrnce WAGHHNOTON Drrict
230 Soutd Deanucinn 81 807 EAST Apams Br. 524 Ha#Y Bun o
Surre 3900 Styrrs 1620 WaASHINGTON, D0 20510
Cicago, IL 80604 SHINGFELD, IL 8270 202-224-2864
312-886-3508 2171-492-5083

www Ritk.sanate.gov
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U.S. Department of Justice

Office of the Inspector General

Investigations Division

1425 New York Avenue W, Suive 7100
Washington, D.C. 20530

January 5, 2015

Stephen Wallace
1116 Sheffer Road
Apartment F
Aurora, L 60505

Page: 40

Dear Mr. Wallace:

The purpose of this letter Is to acknowledge recelpt of your correspondence dated
October 3, 2014. The matters that you raised have bean reviewed by the staff of the
investigations Division, Office of the Inspector General.

Filed: 07/16/2021

The primary investigative responsibiiities of this office are:

+  Allegations of misconduct committed by U.S. Depariment of Justice employees and
contractors; and

+ Waste and abuse by high ranking Depariment officlals, or that affects major
programs and operations,

This Office does not have jurisdiction in the matter you described, Therefore, your
compiaint was forwarded to the following office on December 8, 2014:

Document: 1-2

U.S. Department of Justice
Criminal Division

350 Pennsylvania Avenue, MW
Room 2107

Washington, DC 20530
Telephone Number 202-353-4641

Case: 21-3646

Any fulure correspondence regarding this matter should be directed to that office.

Sincerely,

Qffice of the inspector General
Invastigations Division
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT oD
UCHARD W, NAGE]
FOR SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO “-"Ft OF CCURI
il MAR 2L AMI: 32
U5, BIS Tl | COURT
OHIO, et al., Plaintiffs ES L B o N

VS. Case #: 1:21-cv-00181-DRC
YELLEN, et al. Defendants

EMERGENCY MOTIONS TO INTERVENE; FOR ISSUANCE OF A PROTECTIVE ORDER
WITH WITNESS PROTECTION; & FOR TEMPORARY INJUNCTION, SUA SPONTE

1 That Intervenor appears as “USA, ex rel; Stephen P. Wallace, Private Attorney
General & Relator, and All US Taxpayers similarly situated”; that Intervenor
previously Filed, and [USA, ex rel;] Granted via [E-File] in Seattle [WD WA] USDC in
(Case #: 16-cv-01371), for alleged “Misappropriation of US Taxpayer Funds”, of the
“2009 RECOVERY ACT, et al.”, @ [$1Trillion] INFRASTRUCTURE FUNDS FOR SHOVEL-
READY JOBS"; (see COMPLAINT with Exhibits, & Process served upon Defendants, on
PACER), thus Verifying “YELLEN, et al., DEFENDANTS”, shall be Subject to FORENSIC
AUDITS, by [BDO USA LLC] of where the [1st $1Trillion] from the so called “2009
RECOVERY ACT”, has been Misappropriated to, considering the recent [$1.9 Trillion]
has met the same FATE, and yesterday’s sham [$3 Trillion] PENDING, would bring

“USA, ex rel; and all similarly situated” into “Voluntary Bankruptcy, Under Color of
Law”; (see Chronology enclosed)

2 That Intervenor renewed the alleged “Federal Actors’ Charges” AGAIN in DC USDC
[Case #: 1:19-cv-02168), for “Breach of DUTY to Account”, after Judicial Notice &
Actual Knowledge, and Again was Subverted Filing the USSC WRIT of MANDE MUS, for
the [3" TIME] by the USSC deputy clerk in collusion with Defendants; (see PACER)

3 That Intervenor alleges the “Same Presidential Régime” are back in Power to
perpetrate their [2" & 3 Predicate Acts], acting with Impunity and perceived
Immunity from Accountability, which “Only this Court has Subject Matter
Jurisdiction”, to Issue ALL RELIEF noted Above, sua sponte & instanter;
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4 That the Allegations have been Clearly stated to AG YOST & |G MEYER, that these
Communications have been LEAKED, which Intervenor has been continuously, with
Capital Malice & Forethought, been “Stalked for Abduction & Termination”:

5 That Intervenor Relocated to COLUMBLUS last Sunday am, and will take-up his

Residency, thus asserting Hon. Douglas Cole has JURISDICTION, In an Abundance of
Caution; For Good Cause Shown; In the Interest of Justice; and for NATIONAL

SECURITY of our REPUBLIC, to Grant Intervenor the instant PROTECTIVE ORDER and
WITNESS PROTECTION, sua sponte & instanter.

Cc: AGYOST & IG MEYER &
“YELLEN Counsel of RECORD”

Urgently & Respectfully submitted,

Dbt It ol

Stephen P. Wallace, INTERVENOR
175 East Town Street #310
Columbus, OH. 43215
(331) 220-9734
AFFIDAVIT ¢ < pa LL/Ma / / acd @ ? “ A oY | €O J.

| swear/affirm the aforementioned is true under penalty of perjury

A

tl‘

‘““nlu,"'

State of __ O tksD
County of _ FANCCn/

(2
Stephen P. Wallace appeared this _7;3_ day of March, 2021, and signed this Affidavit
B2 03(23lz,

BRDLET] & Smrry
Notary Public
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htip:iten, wikipedia,org: wiki/Privite_attorney general

Private attorney general

From Wikipedia, the free encyclopedia

Private attorney general is an informal term usually used today in the United States to refer to o private
party who brings a lawsuit considered to be in the public interest, i.e.. henefiting the general public and not

just the plaintitf.l'] The berson considercd “private attorney general” is entitied to recover attormey's feey if )
he or she prevails, The rationale behind this principle is to provide extia incentive to private citizens to

pursue suits that may be of benefit to society at large,

 Contents
' ;’ « I Examples of application

= 2 Civil Rights Attorney's Fees Award Act
& 3 Other uses

% 4 References
® 5 See also

Examples of application

Many civil rights statutes rely on private attorneys general for their enforcement, In Newman v. Piggie
Park Enterprises[?! one of the carliest cases construing the Civil Rights Act of 1964, the United States
Supreme Court ruled that “A public accommodations suit is thus private in form only. When a plaintiff
brings an action . . . he cannot recover damages. If he obtaing an injunction, he does so not for himself
alone but also as 1 ‘private attorney general,' vindicating a policy that Congress considered of the highest

ed laws with "private attorney general” provisions that
provide for the enforcement of laws prohibiting employment discrimination, police brutality, and water

pollution, Under the Clean Water Act, for example, "any citizen” may bring suit against an individual or a
company that is a source of water pollution, [c#ation needvd)

Another example of the “private attorney general” provisions is the Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt
Organizations Act (RICO). RICQ allows average citizens (private attorneys general) to sue those - 'Y
organizations that commit mail and wire fraud ag part of their criminal enterprise. [¢#4tfon needed] .. date,

there are over 60 federal statutesl“ifation needed) that encourage private enforcement by allowing prevailing
plaintiffs to collect attorney's fees.

Attorneys who function as a private attorney general do so witho

ut compensation, The statutes permitting a
plaintiff to recover attorneys' fees have been held not to apply when the plaintiff is an attomey.

Civil Rights Attorney's Fees Award Act
The U.S. Congress codified the private attorne

Rights Attorney's Fees Award Act of 1976, 42
/42/1988.html). The Senate Report on this stat

¥ general principle into law with the enactment of Civil
US.C. § 1988 (hitp/'www.law.comell.edwuscode
ute stated that The Senate Committee on the Judiciary

$£,90,111 1600 aax
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Pro Se Law

HAINES v. KERNER, ET AL. 404 U.8. 519, 92 S. Ct. 594, 30 L. Ed. 2d 652. Whatever may be the limits
on the scope of inquiry of courts into the internal administration of prisons, allegations such as those
asserted by petitioner, however inartfully pleaded, are sufficient to call for the opportunity to offer
supporting evidence. We cannot say with assurance that under the allegations of the pro se complaint,
which we hold to less stringent standards than formal pleadings drafted by lawyers, it appears "beyond
doubt that the plaintiff can prove no set of facts in support of his claim which would entitle him to relief."
Conley v. Gibson, 355 U.S. 41, 45-46 (1957). See Dioguardi v. Durning, 139 F.2d 774 (CA2 1944).

ESTELLE, CORRECTIONS DIRECTOR, ET AL. v. GAMBLE 29 U.S. 97, 97 8. Ct. 285, 50 L. Ed. 2d
251. We now consider whether respondent's complaint states a cognizable 1983 claim. The handwritten pro
@ se document is to be liberally construed. As the Court unanimously held in Haines v. Kerner, 404 U.S. 519
(1972), a pro ¢ complaint, "however inartfully pleaded," must be held to "less stringent standards than -
@ formal pleadings drafted by lawyers" and can only be dismissed for failure to state a claim if it appears
$ "beyond doubt that the plaintiff can prove no set of facts in support of his claim which would entitle him to
rehef " 1d., at 520-521, quoting Conley v, Gibson, 355 U.S. 41, 45-46 (1957).

g WILLIAM MCNEIL, PETITIONER v. UNITED STATES 113 5. Ct. 1080, 124 L. Ed. 2d 21, 61

N U.S.L.W. 4468. Moreover, given the clarity of the statutory text, it is certainly not a "trap for the unwary." It

© is no doubt true that there are cases in which a litigant proceeding without counsel may make a fatal

= procedural error, but the risk that a lawyer will be unable to understand the exhaustion requirement is

© wrtuallynone:astent Our rules of procedure are based on the assumption that h’aganon is normally

ko D conducted by lawyers. While we have insisted that the pleadings prepared by prisoners who do not have

T access to counsel be liberally construed, see Haines v. Kerner, 404 U.S. 519 (1972); Estelle v. Gamble, 429 o
U.8. 97, 106 (1976), and have held that some procedural rules must give way because of the unique

o circumstance of incarceration, see Housten v. Lack, 487 U.S, 266 (1988) (pro se prisoner's notice of appeal

— deemed filed at time of delivery to prison authorities), we have never suggested that procedural rules in

i ordinary civil litigation should be interpreted so as te excuse mistakes by those whe proceed without

O counsel. As we have noted before, "in the long run, experience teaches that strict adherence to the

S procedural requirements specified by the legislature is the best guarantee of evenhanded administration of

8 the law.” Mohasco Corp. v. Silver, 447 U.S. 807, 826 (1980),
()]

BALDWIN COUNTY WELCOME CENTER v. BROWN 466 U.S. 147, 104 S. Ct. 1723, 80 L. Ed. 2d
Q196, 52 U.S.L.W. 3751. Rule 8(f) provides that " pleadings shall be so construed as to do substantial
D Just:ca ' We frequently have stated that pro se pleadings are to be given a liberal construction.

NHUGHESV ROWE ET AL. 449 U.S. 5, 101 8. Ct. 173, 66 L. Ed. 2d 163, 49 U.S5.L.W. 3346. Petitioner's

q_) ycomplaint, like most prisoner complaints filed in the Northern District of Illinois, was not prepared by “

cc;counse] It is settled law that the allegations of such a complaint, "however inartfully pleaded” are held "to
Oless stringent standards than formal pleadings drafted by lawyers, see Haines v. Kerner, 404 U.S. 519, 520
(1972). See also Maclin v. Paulson, 627 F.2d 83, 86 (CA7 1980); French v. Heyne, 547 F.2d 994, 996 (CA7
1976). Such a complaint should not be dismissed for failure to state a claim unless it appears beyond doubt
that the plaintiff can prove no set of facts in support of his ¢laim which would entitle him to relief. Haines,
supra, at 520-521, And, of course, the allegations of the complaint are generally taken as true for purposes
of a motion to dismiss. Cruz v, Beto, 405 U.S. 319, 322 (1972).
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Stephen P. Wallace
455 N. Lake Street
Aurora, lllinois 60506
(630) 995-1195

VACATE-SPW-BK@outlook.com

U.S. TRUSTEE PROGRAM c/o USTP.Bankruptcy.Fraud@usdoj.gov]

August 29, 2013

Manish Shah

Criminal Chief-US Attorney’s Office
Northern District of Wlinois

219 South Dearborn Street
Chicago, lllinois 60604

(@)

@
- FORMAL FILING OF CRIMINAL CHARGES ON BANKRUPTCY TRUSTEE PATRICK J. MALLOY liI;
J' HE PREDICATE INTERLOPER COUNSEL ACTORS IN COLLUSION, AND THEIR MULTIPLE CONSPIRAC

ATTEMPTS TO COMMIT MURDER OF STEPHEN P. WALLACE TO COVER-UP THEIR CRIMINAL
SANITIZING OF US BANKRUPTCY RECORDS, US TAX EVASION & CONVERSION OF DEBTOR
WALLACE’S $30 MILLION+ ESTATE, UNDER COLOR OF LAW VIOLATING [TITLE 18, USC; SECTIONS

241 & 242 COMPELLING SPECIAL GRAND JURY UNDER [TITLE 18, USC; SECTION 3332(a)

Comes now Stephen P. Wallace, VICTIM, who files these Criminal Charges, under penalty of
pferjury, individually, and as a [PRIVATE ATTORNEY GENERL, ex rel; United States of
America],(enclosed) with the Bankruptcy Fraud Unit of the US Trustee Program & Criminal Section
&ief of the Northern District of llinais,

1g hat Investigate & Confirm the “irrefutable Evidence herein” and the [(4 PDF] Files to follow as a
Supplement to the [* Operation Truth or Consequences”] (enclosed);

Zd' hat the Named Predicate/Predator Actors continue today to conspire to “evade US Taxes as
t@y ‘criminally liquidate’ Stephen’s Estate and Defy their “mandated Accounting” of Exhibit “A”
demanded in the A): October 10, 2001 (Docket Entry #35) & October 15, 2001 (Docket Entry #45),
naw unavailable on PACER In USBK for the Western District of Oklahoma in [Caseif; 01-19481];

BF the December 7, 2001, AFFIDAVIT of David Payne aka DR Payne & Associates; C): the dated
December 8, 2003 CONTRACT with Dana F. Cole & Co.,{enclosed); D): the October 6, 2005 Dana F.
Cole & Co., Demand for Transmission (enclosed in PDF).

3 That the Tulsa County Sheriff Deputy attempted to abduct & murder Wallace on August 2, 2013,
‘0 cover-up Sheriff Glanz Municipal Embezzlement & Attempted Murder of Wallace previously in
tand @ the EDWARD Hospital, Naperville, by an Injection by their Agent while Wallace recovered
rom Hip Surgery, thwarted by a [CODE BLUE] Resuscitation of Record c/o Dr. Willlam Stérba;

} That Actors Trust Company of Oklahoma & Ronald Saffa, “interloper/usurper trustees”,
:ommitted “Fraud on the Court” in their Pleadings in this USDC [Case#:08-cv-5647], by Wallace's
ister, Mary Roma (Wallace) Jage, w[5 year Criminal Statute of Limitation] MQ‘M&P&Q_’;
1013. Victim & Private Attorney General request the convening of a Special Grand Jury in‘AN -

\BUNDANCE OF CAUTION & FOR GOOD CAUSE SHOWN.
,%ﬂ lé//,ﬂf ////%

Filed: 07/16/20
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Close

o-reply: USTP Receipt - DO NOT REPLY

From: USTP Bankruptcy Fraud (USTP.Bankruptey.Fraud@usdoj.gov)
Sent: Thu 8/29/13 11:30 AM

To:  SP Wallace (vacate-spw-bk@outlook.com)

The United States Trustee Program ("USTP") has received your report of suspected bankruptcy fraud, and will
review your submission,

i All appropriate matters will be forwarded to the proper law enforcement authorities,

Y

2 Please be advised that it is U.S. Department of Justice policy that criminal investigations may not be

o disclosed. Therefors, the USTP will neither confirm nor deny whether a matter may have been referred or
whether it may or may not be under investigation. This means that you wili only be contacted if it is

< necessary to obtain further informatlon; otherwise, the USTP will not respond to your hotline submission.
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Close

trustee program:operation truth or consequence

From: SP Wallace (vacate-spw-bk@outlook.com)

Sent: Fri 8/30/13 1:28 PM

To:  Chicago@ic.fbi.gov (chicago@ic.fbi.gov)

Ce:  USTP.Bankruptcy.Fraud@usdoj.gov (ustp.bankruptcy.fraud@usdoj.gov)
I attachment

image.pdf (155.0 KB)

[e]
<
(8]
(@)}
©
[l

Manish Shah, Criminal Chief of the US Attorney's Office in Chicago referred me to the FBI, et al,

I have multiple [PDF's] as Irrefutable Evidence that I respectfully request an email address to forward
them to as I am almost destitute from Predicate Actors' criminal conversion & current "stalking of my
Person™ for abduction & murder in Aurora. Respectfully submitted, Stephen Wallace

> To: ustp.bankruptey.fraud@usdoj.gov

> From: simplscan{@aurora.lib.il.us

> Subject: us trustee program:operation truth or consequence
> Date: Thu, 29 Aug 2013 19:31:25 +0000

> CC: vacate-spw-bk@outlook.com
>

> Hello,

> The attachment is the image(s) scanned by SimpleScan Station Aurora Public Library
> Thank you.

> hitp://www.aurorapubliclibrary.org
>

> inadvertently omitted signature on 1st of 5 pdf's

Filed: 07/16/2021

Document: 1-2

Case: 21-3646
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AL BANKRUPTCY TRUSTEE CRIMINAL CHARGES
INSPIRACY TO COMMIT MURDER

From: SP Wallace (vacate-spw-bk@outlook.com)

Sent: Wed 9/11/13 10:58 AM

To:  chicago@ic.fbigov (chicago@ic.thi.gov)

Cc:  USTP.Bankruptey.Fraud@usdoj.gov (ustp.bankruptey. fraud@usdoj.gov)

Bee:  epgraham@graham-law.com (epgraham@ graham-law.comj; devisiontech@hotmail.com
(devisiontech@hotmail. com)

6 attachments

image A.pdf(155.0 KB}, image B.pdf(880.9 KB) , image C.pdf(550.7 KB) , image D.pdf
(603.5 KB) , image E.pdf(733.6 KB}, image F.pdf (303.7 KB)

Page: 49

Attn: INTAKE UNIT @ FBI ;

Filed: 07/16/2021

Per directive yesterday and previous directive of Criminal Chief, Manish Shah, please find enclosures of Formal
Criminal Complaint.

Confirmation of Lead Predicate/Predator Actor, Ronald J, Safth, committing Fraud on the Court in USDC for
Northern Illinois [Case #:08-cv-5647] for Fraudulent Trustee Representations; F. orged Deeds; Financial Fraud

& Identity Theft, but also in Hinois State Court divulged in attorney, Forrest Lammiman's Representation
Declination Letter [PDF] to follow.

Document: 1-2

Note: Please preserve the (5 year) Criminal Statute of Limitations due to expire in October, 2013,
from the Date [Case #: 08-cv-5647)] was Dismissed.

God Bless Arerica on this September, 11, 2013. Sincerely, Stephen Wallace, Victim & Private
Attorney General

Case: 21-3646
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Case: 21-3646

Stephen P. Wallace
1116 Sheffer Road Apt. F
Aurora, (Hinois 60505
(630) 995-11495
independentiustice@outiook.com

October 3, 2014
Via Fax @ (202) 514-4001

Michael E. Horowitz
USDOJ INSPECTOR GENERAL

950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Suite # 4706

Washington, DC 20530

FORMAL REQUEST FOR STATUS UPDATE ON USDOJ SUBMISSIONS OF SEPTEMBER 22,

2014; SEPTEIVIBER 24, 2014, AND PENDING SEPTEMBER 19, 2014 SUBMISSION TO US AG
CHIEF OF STAFF, CINDY CHANG, REGARDING THE SEPTEMBER 10, 2014 & SEPTEMBER 12,

2014 CRIMINAL CHARGES FILED WITH FORMER ASSOCIATE US AG TONY WEST

Dear USDOF Inspector General Horowitz:

I have Filed the above noted Criminal Charges with the respective USDQJ Agencies as a
VICTIM US Tax Payer. (enclosures)

This 3" day of October, 2014, I Supplement my Charges under the provisions of the RICO
Private Attorney General Statutes, under penalty of perjury, to include:

LY ol Y e e WL s s ue e

— -—- aw A T ] T aaa
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Case: 21-3646
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U.S. Department of Justice
Office of the Inspector General

Investigations Division

{425 New York Avenue NW, Suite 7100
Waushington, D.C, 20530
October 7, 2014

Stephen P, Wallace
1116 Sheffer Rd, Apt. F
Aurora, IL 60505

Dear Mr. Wallace:

The purpose of this letter is to acknowledge receipt of your correspondence of
September 24, 2014. The matters that you raised are more appropriate for review by
another office or Agency. Therefore, your complaint has been forwarded to:

United States Department of Justice
Office of Professional Responsibility
850 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, Rm 3266
Washington, D.C. 20530

Any further correspondence regarding this matter should be directed to that office.
| hope this answers any questions you have relative to this matter.

Sincerely,

Office of the Inspector Generat
Investigations Division

U.8, Department of Justice

Washingiar, D.C. 20330
pensty tr prne e ss00. PRIVACY ACT PROTECTED INFORMATION
TO-BE OPENED BY ADDRESSEE ONLY

Stephen P. Wallace
1116 Sheffer Rd, Apt. F
Aurora,
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Case: 21-3646

00 -5 g i) G2 Page 54 & 4D PAGED #: £871
U.S. Department of Justice

Office of the Inspector General

Investigations Division

1425 New York Avenue NW, Suite 7100
Washingten, D.C, 20530

November 17, 2014

Stephen P. Wallace
1116 Sheffer Road, #F
Aurora, IL 60505

Dear Mr. Wallace:
The purpose of this letter is to acknowledge receipt of your correspondence dated
October 23, 2014. The matters that you raised are more appropriate for review by
another office or Agency. Therefore, your complaint has been forwarded to:

U.S. Department of Justice

Office of Professional Responsibility

950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW

Washington, DC 20530

The Office of the Inspector General considers this matter closed. Any further
correspondence regarding this matter should be directed to that office.

| hope this answers any questions you have relative to this matter.

Sincerely,

Office of the inspector General
Investigations Division
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U.S. Department of Justice
Office of the Inspector General

Investigations Division

1425 New York Avenue NW, Suite 7100
Washington, D.C. 20530

January 5, 2015

Stephen Wallace
1116 Sheffer Road
Apartment F
Aurora, iL 60505

Dear Mr Wallace:

The purpose of this letter is to acknowledge receipt of your correspondence dated
October 3, 2014. The matters that you raised have been reviewed by the staff of the
Investigations Division, Office of the Inspector General.

The primary investigative responsibilities of this office are:

» Allegations of misconduct commiitted by U.S. Department of Justice employees and
contractors; and

+ Waste and abuse by high ranking Department officials, or that affects major
programs and operations.

This Office does not have jurisdiction in the matter you described. Therefore, your
complaint was forwarded to the following office on December 8, 2014:

U.S. Department of Justice
Criminal Division

350 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Room 2107

Washington, DC 20530
Telephone Number 202-353-4641

Any future correspondence regarding this matter should be directed to that office.

Sincerely,

Office of the Inspector General
Investigations Division
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U.S. Depariment of Justice
Office of the Inspector General
Investigations Division ,

1425 New York dvemue, N.W, Suie 2100
Washingion, DT 20530 _

July 21, 2017

Stephen Wallace
1116 Sheffer Road, Apt. ¥

Aurora, IL 60505 ,

Dear Mr. Wallace: |

) [

The purpose of this letter is to acknowledge receipt of your correspondence dated June 2, 2017.
The matters that you raised haye been reviewed by the Investigations Division, Office (%f the
Inspector General for the U.S. Department of Justice (DOJ).

|
The primary investigative responsibilities of our Office are:

¢ Allégations of misconduct committed by DO) employees and contractors; and

© Waste and abuse by high ranking DOJ officials, or that affects DOJ programs and
operations.

Our Office does not have jurisdiction regarding the matter you described, Therefore, as a
courtesy, your complaint has been forwarded to the following office:

Adminjstrative Office of the United States Courts
1 Columbus Circle NE
Washington, DC 20002

Any additional material you provide our Office regarding this matter will not be forwarded to the

above agency. Instead, any future correspondence regarding this matter should be diregted to
that office. f

Please be advised that this is the only correspondence you will receive from our Officeiregarding
this matter, unless you submit new information that involves allegations or igsues regarding DOJ
cmployees, contractors, programs or operations.

Thank you for giving us the opportunity to review your concerns.
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18 U.S.C. § 242 : US Code - Section 242: Deprivation of rights
under color of law

Search 18 U.S.C. § 242 : US Code - Section 242: Deprivation of rights under
color of law

¢ Search by Keyword or Citation

Segrch |

Whoever, under color of any law, statute, ordinance, regulation,
or custom, wilI?ully subjects any person in any State, Territory,
Commonwealth, Possession, or District to the deprivation of any
rights, privileges, or immunitieg secured or protected by the
Constitution or laws of the United States, or to different
punishments, pains, or penalties, on account of such person being
an alien, or by reason of his color, or race, than are prescribed
for the punishment of citizens, shall be fined under this title or
imprisoned not more than one year, or both; and if bodily injury
results from the acts committed in vioclation of this section or if
such acts include the use, attempted use, or threatened use of a
dangerous weapon, explosives, or fire, shall be fined under this
title or imprisoned not more than ten years, or both; and if death /)(
regults from the acts committed in violation of this section or if '
such acts include kidnapping or an attempt to kidnap, aggravated
sexual abuse, or an attempt to commit aggravated sexual abuse, or
an attempt to kill, shall be fined under this title, or imprisoned
for any term of years or for life, or both, or may be sentenced bg

death.

[Notes]

«Lrev Up Next »
Conspiracy Civii rights Exclusion.

against ighta Copyright © 2013 FindLaw, a Thomson Reuters business. All rights reserved. L"";'::'.‘-i

Ml




(57 of 77)

EA
oA,

Do
I_Cl.u\.,.

S AL O ONA

Flled: U /rIorzZozx

Document: 1-Z

Case: 21-3646

LA\ =4

Stephen P. Wallace
1116 Sheffer Road Apt. F
Aurora, lilinois 60505
(630) 995-1195
<spaul.wallace@gmail.com>

Georgetown University, Language & Linguistics-1979; Then moved to Kuwait for merchant
banking relationshi ps; then retained by Al-Sayassah Publishing to join their Netherlands office,

Thugderbirg Global, Glendale, AZ.-1974; Masters of International Management & Finance.

Southern Methodist University, Dallas, TX.-1873; Masters of Business Administration/Finance,

Loyola University, Chicago, IL.-197%; Bachelor of Arts jn Political Science, Spending Junior Year

['69/'70] @ the Loyola Rome Center, Italy, studying International Law & Realty Development,

lllI.Hl[tlllﬂlﬁllIllﬂlllll'l!ﬂll!lllllllllllﬂ'lﬁ'.llﬂlﬂ'Iﬂl!ﬂﬂll.ﬂﬂ.l“!!!lﬂﬂ’illw!l.ii.'lﬂﬂll“

INDEPENDENT U1.S. SENATE Candidate (OK); 2008 & 2010; vs. James Inhofe & Tom Coburn,

Independent justice Institute, LLC, Washington DC-1997 to Present; Formed originally as a
non-profit Watchdog group monitoring judicial/legal malfeasance/misfeasance operating

‘under color of law’ by the Washington, DC prominent Firm, [Webster, Chamberiain & Bean)
then as a for-profit Litigation Management Company (LMO), for Global Collection Services,
204! Loligction Services

.
’

River Oaks Development Corporation, Tulsa, OK. -1990 to 2000; Master Planned {300 acre)
upscale golf residential community lying an over a mite of scenic Arkansas River frontage.

Burnham Park Plozg ReHab Chicago-1985: Procured over S15 million Re-Development Eq uity
___'_____qw“h_—____m___——md

Limited Partnerships interests for Rehab of former Burnham YMca into upscale condo/apts.

Woallace Investments, Tulsa, OK. -1984 to 2000; Realty/0ill & Gas Development of extensive
Family Realty Holdings and the OIl & Gag Reserves lying thereunder.

World Trade Services, Inc., Tulsa & Houston.-1976 to 1979 President & Founder of Oklahoma
Export Management Company (EMC), specializing in logistics for chartering ships & expediting

drilling equipment worldwide. Secured Caterplflar International as main Client,

Parker Drilling Company, Tulsa & Houston, - 1974 to 1976; Financia Planning & Control
Analyst for all Global Drilling Operations, as the largest land drilling company in the world.

Extensive travel for interaction with al global subsidies and their administrative officers.

Activities: Retired Tae Kwon Do Karate Black Belt & Budwelser Sponsored Tournament
Soccer Player,
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Case: 1:21-cv-00181-DRC Doc #: 58 Filed: 07/16/21 Page: 58 of 77 PAGEID #: 1076

CMY/ECF LIVE - U.S, District Court:OHSD

lofd

Query Reports Utilities

https:/ech.obsd uscouris.gov/cgi-bin/DkiRpt.pi?25 18856302554

Help LogOut

U.S. District Court
Southern District of Ohio (Cincinnati)
CIVIL DOCKET FOR CASE #: 1:21-cv-00181.DRC

State Of Ohio v. Secretary, Department of Treasury, et al
Assigned to: Judge Douglas R. Cole
Cause: 28:2201 Constitutionality of State Statute(s)

Plaintiff

Date Filed: 03/17/2021

Jury Demand: None

Nature of Suit: 890 Other Statutory
Actions

Jurisdiction: U.8. Government Defendant

State Of Ghio represented by Benjamin Michael Flowers

V.

Defendant

Secretary, Department of Treasury
Defendant

Acting Inspector General,
Department of Treasury

Defendant

Ohio Attorney General's Office

30 E. Broad St.

Columbus, OH 43215

614-728-7511

Email:

benjamin flowers@ohioattorneygeneral. gov
LEAD ATTORNEY

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Sylvia May Davis

Ohio Attorney General

615 W Superior Ave

11th Floor

Cleveland, OH 44113
614-282-3594

Fax: 855-579-2029

Email:
may.davis@OhioAttorneyGeneral gov
PRO HAC VICE

ATTORNEY T0 BE NOTICED

3252021, 11:12 2
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g CMYECF LIVE - U.S. District Conrt: OHSD hitps://ecf.ohsd.uscouns.gov/egi-bin/DkiRpLpt 2518856302554
Lo
United States Department of
Treasury
Movant
Stephen P. Wallace represented by Stephen P. Wallace
175 East Town Street
#310
Columbus, OH 43215
331-220-9734
PRO SE
o)
O
L Date Fited # | Docket Text
@
o 03/17/2021 1 | COMPLAINT against All Defendants  Filing fee § 402 paid - receipt number:
AQHSDC-8222305), filed by State Of Ohio. (Attachments: # 1 Civil Cover Sheet, #
N 2 Summons Form Janet Yellen, # 3 Summons Form Richard K. Delmar, # 4
N Summons Form U.S. Dept. of the Treasury) (Flowers, Benjamin) (Entered:
§ 03/17/2021)
§ 03/17/2021 2 | MOTION for Leave to Appear Pro Hac Vice (Filing fee of $200 paid, receipt
5 number Waived) of Sylvia May Davis by Plaintiff State Of Ohio. (Attachments; # |
@ Affidavit, # 2 Certificate of Good Standing) (Flowers, Benjamin) (Entered:
T 03/17/2021)
N 03/17/2021 3 | MOTION for Preliminary Injunction by Plaintiff State Of Qhio. (Flowers,
i Benjamin) (Entered: 03/17/2021)
o 03/18/2021 If this case is referred, it will be to Magistrate Judge Stephanie . Bowman. (kh)
= (Entered: 03/18/2021)
(&)
8 03/18/2021 4 | Summons Issued as to Acting Inspector General, Department of Treasury; Secretary,
Department of Treasury; United States Department of Treasury; U.S. Attorney and
© U.S. Attorney General. (kh) Modified docket text on 3/18/2021 (kh). (Entered:
g 03/18/2021)
™
- 03/18/2021 2 | Summons Issued as to Civil Process Clerk (U.S. Atiorney). (kh) (Entered:
o 03/18/2021)
)
4 03/19/2021 6 | CERTIFICATE of Mailing by Clerk: A copy of the complaint and issued summons
O were sent to the named Defendants via certified mail. (er) (Entered: 03/19/2021)
03/19/2021 NOTATION ORDER granting 2 Motion for Leave to Appear Pro Hac Vice of Sylvia
May Davis as Co-Counsel. Co-Counsel is directed to register for e-filing through
PACER unless they have done so previously. Signed by Judge Douglas R. Cole on
3/19/2021. (eh) (Entered: 03/19/2021)
03/24/2021 7 | EMERGENCY MOTIONS to Intervene; for Issuance of a Protective Order with
Witness Protection; & For Temporary Injunction, Sua Sponte by Movant Stephen P.
Wallace, (er) Modified docket text on 3/25/2021 (set). (Entered: 03/24/2021)
03/24/2021 8 { SUMMONS Returned Executed as to Defendant United States Department of
Treasury (US Attorney). (bic) (Entered: 03/25/2021)

20f3 32512021, 11:12 2




(60 of 77)

Page: 59

Filed: 07/16/2021

Document: 1-2

Case: 21-3646

Case: 1:21-cv-00181-DRC Doc #: 58 Filed: 07/16/21 Page: 60 of 77 PAGEID #: 1078

CM/ECF LIVE - U.8. District Cowtt:OHSD hitps./fecf.ohsd uscourts, gov/cgi-bin/DkiRpl pl7251885630255:

PACER Service Center

Transaction Receipt i
l
[

03/25/2021 11:11:05

PACER Login: }}ij0075 j|Client Code:  |i
Deseription:  [IDocket Report [|Search Criteria: [{1:21-cv-00181-DRC
Billable Pages: |12 Coat: 120‘2(}

Jofl 37252021, 11:12 £




(61 of 77)

Page: 60

Filed: 07/16/2021

Document: 1-2

Case: 21-3646

Case: 1:21-cv-00181-DRC Doc #: 58 Filed: 07/16/21 Page: 61 of 77 PAGEID #: 1079
Case: 1:21-cv-00181-DRC Doc #: 13 Filed: 03/30/21 Page: 1 of 5 PAGEID #: 84

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO
WESTERN DIVISION
STATE OF OHIO,
Plaintiff,
Case No. 1:21-cv-181
V. JUDGE DOUGLAS R. COLE

SECRETARY, DEPARTMENT OF
TREASURY, et al.

Defendants.

ORDER

This cause comes before the Court on.Stephen Wallace’s pro se Emergency
Motion to Intervene (Doc. 7). As best the Court can tell, Wallace seeks intervenor
status (1) to challenge Congress’s allegedly wrongful expenditure of federal funds,
and (2) to procure a protective order with witness protection. For the reasons set forth
below, the Court finds that Wallace has not shown that the Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure warrant granting him intervenor status. Thus, the Court DENIES

Wallace’s Motion.

BACKGROUND

Plaintiff State of Ohio (“Ohio”) filed this suit to challenge an allegedly
unconstitutional provision, which Ohio labels the “T'ax Mandate,” in the American
Rescue Plan Act of 2021. (Compl., Doc. 1, PagelD #2). Under the Tax Mandate, the
federal funds provided to Ohio could not be “directly or indirectly” used to offset a
“reduction 1n net tax revenue.” (Id.). Ohio believes that this condition, tied to $5.5

billion issued to alleviate economic damage caused by the COVID-19 pandemic,
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exceeds Congress’s Spending Clause authority. That is because the provision’s
allegedly coercive nature offers Ohio “no real choice” but to accept the money and
concomitant tax policy restrictions. (Id. at 9). Ohio also alleges that the Tax Mandate
violates the Tenth Amendment by flouting the anti-commandeering doctrine, (Id. at
10). On March 17, 2021, Ohio moved for a preliminary injunction enjoining
enforcement of the Tax Mandate. (See generally P1.’s Mot. for Prelim. Inj., Doc. 25).
On March 24, 2021, Wallace filed the instant Emergency Motion to Intervene.
Although somewhat difficult to follow, Wallace’s Motion appears to allege
misappropriation of taxpayer funds in relation to the American Rescue Plan Act of
2021, and also asserts a potential conspiracy through which Wallace has been
“Stalked for Abduction & Termination” by government officials. (Mot. to Intervene,
Doc. 7, PagelD #59-60). Appealing to “the Interest of Justice” and the “National
Security of our Republic,” Wallace seeks a protective order and witness protection

along with his challenge to federal disbursement of federal funds. ({d. at #60—61).

LAW AND ANALYSIS

Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 24 governs motions to intervene. Providence
Baptist Church v. Hillandale Comm., Ltd., 245 F.3d 308, 315 (6th Cir. 2005). That
rule recognizes two types of intervention: intervention of right and permissive
intervention. As Wallace has not identified which type of intervention he seeks, the
Court considers both possibilities in turn.

Let’s Begin with intervention of right. Under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure

24(a), courts “must permit” intervention of right if either (1) a federal statute gives
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the movant “an unconditional right to intervene,” or (2) the movant “claims an
interest relating to the property or transaction that is the subjection of the action,
and 1s so situated that disposing of the action may as a practical matter impair or
impede the movant’s ability to protect its interest, unless existing parties adequately
represent that interest.” In other words, courts must grant intervenor status to
anyone who satisfies either element of Rule 24(a). But Wallace stumbles along both
paths to intervention of right. As to the federal statute issue, Wallace cites no federal
statute giving him a right to intervene in this matter and, to the Court’s knowledge,
no statute would do so. So that means Wallace must identify an interest in “the
property or transaction that is the subject” of Ohio’s lawsuit, or else he cannot secure
intervention of right.

Here, the only interest Wallace conceivably alleges that relates to the subject
of Ohio’s lawsuit, i.e., the constitutionality of the Tax Mandate, is his generalized
interest as a citizen and taxpayer in Congress’s proper disbursement of government
funds. But that is a nonstarter given the taxpayer standing doctrine. “As a general
matter, the interest of a federal taxpayer in seeing that Treasury funds are spent in
accordance with the Constitution does not give rise to the kind of redressable
‘personal injury’ required for Article III standing.” Hein v. Freedom From Religion
Found., Inc., 5561 U.S. 587, 599 (2007). Here, Wallace fails to assert any interest in
Chio’s suit that goes beyond “the interests of the public at large” in ensuring that tax
money is spent wisely and lawfully. Id. at 601. And that interest does not permit him

entry into Ohio’s lawsuit. See Ark Encounter, LLC v. Stewart, 311 F.R.D. 414, 419
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(F.D. Ky. 2015) (reasoning that “any taxpayer’s generalized concern about the use of
their tax dollars” does not support a would-be intervenor’s “substantial legal interest”
in a suit). Thus, Wallace has no viable interest in Ohio’s lawsuit that supports
intervention of right,

That leaves permissive intervention. As the term suggests, the Court may
employ its discretion to grant intervenor status under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure
24(b), but it is by no means compelled to do so. Rule 24(b) allows courts to grant
permissive intervention to a movant who either (1) “s given a conditional right to
intervene by a federal statute,” or (2) “has a claim or defense that shares with the
main action a common question of law or fact.” Wallace fails to satisfy either ground
for permissive intervention for the same reasons discussed above. First, he cites no
federal statute providing a conditional right to intervene. Second, Wallace’s only
claim that relates to Ohio’s suit is his aliegation that the American Rescue Plan Act
of 2021 has unlawfully appropriated funds. Even if the Court were inclined to exercise
its diseretion and permit Wallace to intervene, the taxpayer standing doctrine would
squarely preclude Wallace from joining Ohio’s action based solely on his interest as a
federal taxpayer in seeing government money spent in line with the Constitution.

As for his other allegations, Wallace is certainly free to file a separate
complaint addressing any alleged “stalking” or other government plots against him.
But his concerns in that regard do not raise issues relating to the constitutional

challenge that Ohio mounts against the Tax Mandate in this action.! Thus such

* Wallace also filed a Supplement to his Emergency Motion addressing the government’s
alleged stalking (Doc. 12). That filing ostensibly serves as Wallace's “Last Will & Testament”

4
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allegations do not support intervention here. Accordingly, the Court DENIES

Wallace’s Motion (Doc. 7). /,;
SO ORDERED.
March 30, 2021 = \
DATE DOUGLAS R. COLE\,

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

should he be executed by government-employed hitmen, (fd. at #80). It appears that Wallace
wishes to assign any potential “relator recovery” funds to the Knights of Columbus. (Id.). As
with Wallace’s Emergency Motion, the concerns expressed in this Supplement do not touch
on Ohio’s challenge to the Tax Mandate. Accordingly, any rights Wallace wishes to preserve
relating to his stalking claim would be better addressed in a matter separate from Ohio’s
case.
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S Fw: Emergency: USSC "WRIT of Mandemus/Prohibition RULING" ?
From: Stephen Wallace (spaulwallace@yahoo.com)
To:  miketurner@mait.house.gov; jimjordan@mail. house.gov; alexigleheart@mail house.gov;
greg.brooks@mail.house.gov; _scheduler@portman.senate.gov
Cc. david@davidbernscpa.com; benjamin.flowers@ohioattomeygeneral . gov; may.davis@ohioattorneygeneral.gov;
watchdog@oig.ohio.gov; chair@emailamericafirstpolicy.com; bis@ohiagop.org; tmclaughlin@chiogop.org;
1031ventures@gmail.com
Date: Wednesday, July 14, 2021, 12:39 PM EDT
3 <2nd PDF of 2> OHIOQO is the "LINE IN THE SAND" ... RSVP
5
)
5_5 ————— Forwarded Message —-
From: Stephen Wallace <spaulwallace@yahoo.com>
- To: david.yost@ohicattorneygeneral.gov <david.yost@ohioatiorneygeneral.gov>;
N benjamin.flowers@ohioatiorneygeneral.gov <benjamin.flowers@ohioatiorneygeneral.gov>;
8 may.davis@ohioattorneygeneral.gov <may.davis@ochiocattorneygeneral.gov>; watchdog@oig.chio.gov
Ite) <watchdog@oig.ohio.gov>
o Cc: Linda McMahon <chair@emailamericafirstpolicy.comy; bis@ohicgop.org <bis@ohiogop.org>;
'5 - imclaughlin@ohiogop.org <tmclaughlin@ohiogop.org>; jim.jordan@mail. house.gov
5 - <jimjordan@mail.house.gov>; Fred Mercer <1031ventures@gmail.com>
Q Sent: Tuesday, July 13, 2021, 02:23:55 PM EDT
[ Subject: Fw: Emergency: USSC "WRIT of Mandemus/Prohibition RULING" ?
N <2nd PDF of 2> AG YOST:
—
% - RSVP to ALL RECIPIENTS... Ready, Willing & Able to Urgently Engage with your
g TEAM... Stephen @ (331) 5675-2341
O
8 ---- Forwarded Message —-
From: Stephen Wallace <spaulwallace@yahoo.com>
© To: matt_lloyd@portman.senate.gov <matt_lloyd@portman.senate.gov>; sarah_fairchild@mcconnell.senate.gov
< <sarah_falrchild@mcconnell.senate.gov>; jim_jordan@mail. house.gov <jim jordan@mail.house.gov>;
] jared.dilley@mail house.gov <jared.dilley@mail.house.gov>
— Cc: david.yost@ohioatiorneygeneral.gov <david.yost@ohicattorneygeneral.gov>;
N benjamin.flowers@chioatiorneygensral.gov <benjamin.flowers@ohioattorneygeneral.gov>;
% may.davis@ohioattorneygeneral.gov <may.davis@ohioattorneygeneral.gov>; watchdog@oig.ohio.gov
@© <watchdog@oig.ohic.gov>; senatorschaffer@columbus.rr.com <senatorschaffer@columbus.tr.com>; Toresays
O : Webmaster <webmaster@toresays.com>; Stephen Wallace <spaulwallace@yahoo.com>; Fred Mercer
<1031ventures@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021, 11:43:08 AM EDT
Subject: Fw: Emergency: USSC "WRIT of Mandemus/Prohibition RULING” ?
<3rd PDF of 3> ALERT !!! Since US Judge COLE allowed me to Intervene in [OHIO v. YELLEN], then Never
Ruled on my "Emergency Motions for Protective ORDER & Witness Protection” from the DC KLAN Predators
continuing to Stalk me within the FRCP Timeline, VWE are able to JOIN in [E-FILING] the WRIT of MANDEMUS @
USSC, sua sponte & instanter, to ENJOIN ANY FURTHER OUTFLOW OF STIMULUS, UNTIL [BDO USA LLC] IS
"ORDERED" TO CERTIFY THE "SOURCES & USES OF THE 2009 RECOVERY ACT INFRASTRUCTURE
FUNDS", INCLUDING FOR MY PROTECTIVE ORDER & WITNESS PROTECTION, {LLICITLY DEFIED IN MY
USSC "APPLICATION [09A510] Il Stephen Wallace, Private Attorney General & Relator @ (331) 220-9734 &
(331) 575-2341

-—— Forwarded Message —

1of4 7/15/2021, 10:41 AM
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S . From: Stephen Wallace <spaulwallace@yahoo.com>

0 . To: SenatorSchaffer@celumbus.rr.com <senatorschaffer@columbus.rr.coms

= Ce: Stephen Wallace <spaulwallace@yahoo.com=; Fred Mercer <1031ventures@gmail.com:>

Sent: Monday, Aprit 5, 2021, 10:41:41 AM EDT

Subject: Fw: Emergency: USSC "WRIT of Mandemus/Prohibition RULING” ?

Senator Schaffer, please urgently Review as the Governor must Direct AG Yost TEAM, to DRAFT, noting that I, in
my Capacities & STANDING noted, have herein JOINED in the [E-FILING] of the WRIT of MANDEMUS, {o
"ENJOIN BIDEN; the Rogue CONGRESS, st al ], from DISBURSING ANY MORE STIMULUS, UNTIL THE 2009
RECOVERY ACT, FOR SHOVEL-READY JOBS HAS BEEN ACCOUNTED FOR, VIA FORENSIC AUDIT, VIA
[BDO USA LLC] ! Please forward your Direct #, so we may Coordinate in this "CRITICAL PATH".... Steve
Wallace

. -——- Forwarded Message -

. From: Stephen Wallace <spaulwallace@yahoo.com>

¢ To: jkirk@crain.com <jkirk@crain.com>; mike.schoenbrun@crain.com <mike. schoenbrun@crain.com>
Cec: jnobile@crain.com <jnobile@crain.com>; Stephen Wallace <spaulwallace@yahoo.com>; Fred Mercer
<103 Tventures@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, April 2, 2021, 11:06:53 AM EDT

Subject: Fw: Emergency: USSC "WRIT of Mandemus/Prohibition RULING" ?

Page: 67

Gentlemen, Crain's will earn a National Award should we compel your State Officials to "GO
TO US SUPREME COURT NOW", via my current & pending Standing, "..and All US
Taxpayer's similarly situated” | plz contact me [24/7] for anything. .. Steve

. - Forwarded Message ——

From: Stephen Wallace <spaulwallace@yahoo.com>

To: watchdog@oig.ohio.gov <watchdog@oig.chio.gov>

GCc: david.yost@ohioattorneygeneral.gov <david.yost@ohioattorneygeneral.gov>;
benjamin.flowers@ochicattorneygeneral.gov <benjamin.flowers@ohioattorneygeneral.gov>; Fred Mercer
<1031ventures@gmail.com>; Stephen Wallace <spaulwallace@yahoo.com>

Sent: Friday, March 19, 2021, 10:58:26 AM EDT

Subject: Fw: Emergency: USSC "WRIT of Mandemus/Prohibition RULING" ?

Filed: 07/16/2021

<2nd of 4> Ohio 1G Meyer: Timing is Critical for this WRIT of MANDAMUS to be [E-Filed],
with AG Yost securing "Ten's of Billions" for Ohio INFRASTRUCTURE, and with your
background in Forensics, you would be Best to "Audit the BDO USA LLC Auditors", for "USA
ex rel.,, and for Ohio's Interests” | Please confirm Receipt & Coordination with AG Yost, as
- Timing is Critical... Steve Wallace

Document: 1-2

! —— Forwarded Message —

. From: Stephen Wallace <spaulwallace@yahoo.com>

To: benjamin.flowers@ohioattorneygeneral.gov <benjamin.flowers@ohioattorneygeneral. gov>
Cc: Fred Mercer <1031ventures@gmail.com>; Stephen Wallace <spaulwallace@yahoo.com>
Sent: Thursday, March 18, 2021, 05:58:41 PM CDT

Subject: Fw: Emergency: USSC "WRIT of Mandemus/Prohibition RULING" ?

Case: 21-3646

<2nd PDF of 4> AG Yost : The enclosed documentation was sent to former FBI Asst.

Director, Kevin Brock @ his Leesburg's "Newstreet Global Solutions", but "Critical FBI Rapid

- Response” is now not his Priority as a private businessman ! Will forward #3 next, as we

- may Change History for the better, SAVE our Nation, and Endow OH.,

"INFRASTRUCTURE", should we compel USSC to just urgently "DO THEIR JOB, per DUTY

& OATH'S of OFFICE" ! Pray for you to LEAD @ USSC @ "USA, exrel.,..” I TIMING
PAST CRITICAL ... Steve

2of4d 7/15/2021, 10:41 AM
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-—— Forwarded Message -——-
From: Stephen Wallace <spaulwallace@yahoo.com>

. To: kevin.brock@newstreetgs.com <kevin.brock@newstresetgs.com>
: Cc: Stephen Wallace <spaulwallace@yahoo.com>

Sent: Monday, March 8, 2021, 09:59:35 AM CST
Subject: Fw: USSC "WRIT of Mandemus/Prohibition RULING" ?

Kevin, per my initial bio sent yesterday pm, and reading your HILL Article, "Integrity New
Deal", focusing on remediation of corruption, please review this Chronology to determine if
NGS, or a Referral, will timely [E-FILE] this Writ of Mandemus/Prohibition @ USSC with me
under RELATOR remunerations ? USSC to ORDER that "No Funds" are to be Distributed
until "BDO USA LLC" has Certified, via Forensic Audits, of the "Sources & Uses" of the
noted (3) magnum DISTRIBUTIONS of RECORD in DC USDC [Case #:1:19-cv-02168], on
PACER,; "USA, ex rel; SPW, Private Attorney General & Realtor, and All US Taxpayer's
similarly situated, vs. Mitch McConnell, et al; for "Failure To Account”... compelling USSC's

- Temporary Injunctive Relief until the "1st TRILLION IS ACCOUNTED FOR"! Respectfully
- requesting your Decision, as | will come to Leesburg, with social distance, upon request ...
- Steve @ (331) 220-9734 in Aurora, IL.  PS Timing Critical

-—- Forwarded Message —---

From: Stephen Wallace <spaulwallace@yahoo.coim>

To: sekulow@aclj.org <sekulow@aclj.org>; etrump@trumporg.com <etrump@trumporg.com=;
WhistleblowerProtection@tigta.treas.gov <WhistleblowerProtection@figta.treas.gov>; kerri kupec@usdoj.gov
<kerri.kupec@usdoj.gov>

Cc: pio@supremecourt.gov <pio@supremecourt.gov>

Sent: Monday, July 6, 2020, 06:48:41 PM CDT

- Subject: Fw: USSC "WRIT of Mandemus/Prohibition RULING" ?

Donald Trump, US President; Steven Mnuchin, US Treasury Secretary; William Barr, US
Attorney General; & John Roberts, USSC Chief Justice: <NATIONAL SECURITY
EMERGENCY> PROPQOSITION for USSC En Banc "RULING BEFORE RECESS" 1!l
*Chronological PDF'S confirm over (§1 Trillion) is "DUE & PAYABLE" to US Treasury AND
that previous USSC APPLICATION FOR STAY in CASE:09A510, has been SPOLIATED
from the USSC & NATIONAL ARCHIVES ! WHEREFOR, IN THE INTEREST of JUSTICE;
IN AN ABUNDANCE of CAUTION & FOR GOOD CAUSE SHOWN, WRIT PETITIONER'S
hereby "DEMAND A RULING BEFORE RECESS" II! STEPHEN P. WALLACE, PAG &
RELATOR

-—-- Forwarded Message —-

From: Stephen Wallace <spaulwallace@yahoo.com>

To: pio@supremecourt.gov <pio@supremecourt.gov>; karberg@supremeacourt.gov
<karberg@supremecourt.gov>; afrank@supremecourt.gov <afrank@supremecourt.gov>;
SupremeCtBriefs@usdoj.gov <supremectbriefs@usdoj.gov>

Ce: david_stokes@kennedy.senate.gov <david_stokes@kennedy.senate.gov>;

- matthew_hawes@paul senate.gov <matthew_hawes@paul senate.gov>; sekulow@aclj.org <sekulow@acl.org>,
iennifer_heins@grassley.senate.gov <jennifer_heins@grassley.senate.gov>; etrump@trumporg.com

<etrump@trumporg.com>; kerri. kupec@usdoj.gov <kerri.kupec@usdoj.gov=>; john.durham@usdoj.gov
<john.durham@usdoj.gov>; michael.e. horowitz@usdoj.gov <michael.e.horowitz@usdoj.gov>;
IndependentJustice@outlook.com <independentjustice@outlook.com>; spaulwallace@yahoo.com
<spaulwallace@yahoo.com>

Sent: Thursday, July 2, 2020, 9:11:07 AM CDT

. Subject: USSC "WRIT of Mandemus/Prohibition RULING" ?

7/15/2021, 10:4]1 AM
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US Supreme Court AGENTS: Please URGENTLY Forward the USSC's En Banc RULING
- of the attached WRIT to Petitioner's & All Interested Parties whom were NOTICED @
- FILING... Time is of the essence | Thank you. Stephen Wallace, PAG & Relator

5 From: Stephen Wallace <spaul.wallace@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, June 30, 2020 12:15 AM

To: david_stokes@kennedy.senate.gov <david_stokes@kennedy.senate.gov>;
aaron_stokes@kennedy.senate.gov <aaron_stokes@kennedy.senate.gov>

Cc: john_steitz@kennedy.senate.gov <john_steitz@kennedy.senate.gov>; jess_andrews@kennedy.senate.gov
<jess_andrews@kennedy.senate.gov>; independent)ustice@outiook.com

. <Independentlustice@outlock.com>
- Subject: USSC "Inauthentic” on FOX Interview @ (06/29/2020)

SENATOR KENNEDY via Staff: <1st PDF of 4> Tomorrow "We the People” expect a RULING on the "FALSE
CLAIM'S & TYRANNY" confirmed in the Exfraordinary WRIT of Mandemus/Prohibition detailed with 'specificity &
particularly' |

-—-——- Forwarded message ———-

From: Stephen Wallace <spaul.wallace@gmail.corn>

Date: Wed, Jun 24, 2020, 1:57 PM

Subject: Fwd: scan

To: <SupremeCiBriefs@usdoj.gov>, <plo@supremecourt.gov>, <karberg@supremecourt.gov>,

- <afrank@supremecourt.gov>

Ce: <sekulow@adclj.org>, <jsekulow@acl.org>, <eliump@irumporg.cem>,

<jennifer heins@grassiey.senate.gov>, <hannab_wardell@mcconnell.senate.gov>,

<Alice James@igraham.senate gov>, <Ayers@gao.govs, <doug@ceollinsloads.com>,

<matt gaetz@mail. house gov>, <matthew hawes@paul.senate gov>, <kate cannon@ise.senate.gov>,
<scheduling@rubio.senate gov>, <TeamTrump7 57@outiook.comr>, <IndependentJustico@outiook. conme

[1st PDF of 3], for ORDER to "REVERSE &
RENDER"... "BEFORE RECESS" !l

Stephen P. Wallace, Private Attorney General
& RELATOR

--------- Forwarded message --—-----

From: The UPS Store #3561 <sipre3561@theupssiore, comy
Date: Wed, Jun 24, 2020 at 1:44 PM

Subject: scan

To: spaul.waliace@gmail.com <spaul.wallace@gmaii.com>
Cc: spaulwallace@yahoo.com <spaulwattace@yahoo.com>

™ supreme.pdf

7/15/2021, 10:41 AM
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Fw: Scanned from a Xerox Multifunction Printer

From: Stephen Wallace (spaulwallace@yahoo.com)
To:  jimjordan@mail.house.gov
Ce: miketurner@mail.house.gov; greg.brooks@mail house.gov; 103 Tventures@gmail.com

Date: Wednasday, July 14, 2021, 1:42 PM EDT

***Rep. Jim Jordan, will you now reinforce your
"Presidential MEDAL OF FREEDOM", and ENGAGE NOW ?

~~~~~ Forwarded Message ---—

From: Stephen Wallace <spaulwallace@yahoo.com>

To; brad.wenstrup@mail.house.gov <brad wenstrup@mail.house.gov>; mike turner@mail.house.gov
<mike. turner@mail.house.gov>; matt_loyd@portman.senate.gov <mati_lloyd@poriman.senate.gov=;
_scheduler@portman senate.gov <_scheduler@portman.senate.gov>

¢ Ce: david yost@chicattorneygeneral.gov <david.yost@ochioatiorneygeneral gov=;
benjamin.flowers@ohioatiorneygeneral.gov <benjamin.flowers@ohiocattorneygeneral.gov>,
may.davis@ohioattorneygeneral.gov <may.davis@ochicattorneygeneral. gov>; watchdog@oig.ohio.gov
<watchdog@oig.ohio.gov>; Linda McMahon <chair@emailamericafirstpolicy.com=; bis@ohiogop.org
<bis@ohiogop.org=; tmclaughlin@ohiogop.org <tmclaughlin@ohiogop.org>; Fred Mercer

: <1031ventures@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, July 14, 2021, 11:34:53 AM EDT

Subject: Fw: Scanned from a Xerox Multifunction Printer

<1st PDF of 2> GOP PATRIOT'S: Chuck Schumer just announced
"RECONCILLIATION shall commence on FRIDAY" !

AG YOST is our powerful Advocate with the "only Standing to FILE this WRIT", after
Judicial Notice & Actual Knowledge of alleged Misappropriation of Past
INFRASTRUCTURE FUNDS shall be ACCOUNTED FOR under your Watch. No Party
will be prejudiced under the Prudent Rule...

<Timing Past CRITICAL>

Stephen Wallace

. -—-- Forwarded Message —-

From: Stephen Wallace <spaulwallace@yahoo.com>

To: david.yost@chicattorneygeneral.gov <david.yost@ohioatiorneygeneral.gov>;
benjamin.flowers@ohicattorneygeneral.gov <benjamin.flowers@chioattorneygeneral.gov>;
may.davis@ohioattorneygeneral. gov <may.davis@chicatiorneygeneral gov>; watchdog@oig.ohio.gov
<watchdog@oig.ohio.gov>

Cc: Linda McMahon <chair@emailamericafirstpolicy.com>; bis@ochiogop.org <his@ochiegop.org>;
tmclaughlin@ohiogop.org <tmclaughlin@ohiogop.org>; Fred Mercer <1031ventures@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, July 13, 2021, 02:01:33 PM EDT

Subject: Fw: Scanned from a Xerox Multifunction Printer

AG YOST: <Urgent Action Required>

<1st PDF of 2> Since | last communicated with your TEAM, enclosed is my continued
relentless quest to now Join Arizona, Pennsylvania & Georgia in securing Forensic
Audits described herein, which would also earn OHIO a "Preferred Priority

7/15/2021, 11:04 AM
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“E . Distribution" of the Clawed-Back Funds certified in the Forensic Audits.
™
N~

Only your Office has the STANDING, per Duty & Oaths of Office, to intervene, sua
sponte & instanter, "before certain RECONCILLATION & STACKING the US SUPREME
COURT", to FILE the WRIT of Mandemus to seek a "Temporary STAY" of the
INFRASTRUCTURE [BILL], pending "BDO USA LLC's Forensic Audit of the 2008
RECOVERY ACT Infrastructure [BILL] for SHOVEL-READY JOBS" ?

I hereby agree to grant you my Limited Power of Attorney to Join me, per my Standing
in Ohio DENIAL to INTERVENE, after Granting, to the Court of Appeals for the Sixth
Circuit, under "NATIONAL SECURITY from the VOLUNTARY US BANKRUPTCY
AGENDA being perpetrated, "under color of Law". The underlying DC Case has been
DENIED a WRIT of MMANDEMUS be Filed @ US Supreme Court [3 times] by the
Deputy Clerk of RECORD.

- Said VERIFICATION of DENIALS will be sent as <2nd PDF of 2> next. Please reply to
- all Recipient's your timely CRITICAL DECISION. Stephen Wallace, Co-Petitioner with
- OHIO

Page: 72

-——- Forwarded Message —-

From: Stephen Wallace <spaulwallace@yahoo.com>

To: Linda McMahon <chair@emailamericafirstpolicy.com:

Cc: bis@ohiogop.org <bis@ohiogop.org>; tmclaughiin@ohiogop.org <tmclaughlin@ohiogop.org>; Fred Mercer
<1031ventures@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, July 12, 2021, 11:38:08 AM EDT

: Subject: Fw: Scanned from a Xerox Multifunction Printer

Filed: 07/16/2021

SENT TWICE TO CONFIRM RECEIPT |

Document: 1-2

-—-- Forwarded Message —-

From: Stephen Wallace <spaulwallace@yahoo.com>

To: Linda McMahon <chair@emailamericafirstpolicy.com>

Cc: bis@ohiogop.org <bis@ohiogop.org=>; tmclaughlin@ohiogop.org <tmclaughtin@ohiogop.org>; Fred Mercer
<1031ventures@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, July 12, 2021, 11:35:14 AM EDT

Subject: Fw; Scanned from a Xerox Mullifunction Printer

LINDA McMAHON, Chair @ America First Policy Institute <URGENT>

Case: 21-3646

. Since the President formally announced his "Lead PLAINTIFF Class Action vs.
Facebook; Twitter & Google last week, will he Now JOIN "USA, ex rel; Ohio GOP &
PAG/Relator, and all Ohio Taxpayers similarly situated”, in Filing the WRIT of
MANDEMUS to the US Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit ?

OHIO GOP Chairman, BOB PADUCHIK, has been the most loyal Advocate for the
President, and has earned to Join us in "Drawing This LINE IN THE SAND" !

"ALL SEDITION WILL THEN GO ON HOLD"... RSVP... Respectfully submitted,
Stephen

----- Forwarded Message ——-
From: Stephen Wallace <spaulwaltace@yahoo.com>
To: Bis@OhioGOP.org <bis@ohiogop.org>; TMcLaughlin@OhioGOP.org <tmclaughlin@ohicgop.org>

2ofd 7/15/2021, 11.04 AM
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N~
N~
© . Cc: Fred Mercer <1031ventures@gmait.com>
<t Sent; Saturday, July 10, 2021, 03.31:03 PM EDT
T Subject; Fw: Scanned from a Xerox Multifunction Printer
- Ohio GOP Chairman Bob ¢/o Justin & Tricia: <URGENT>
| Bob, relentiessly pursued counsel to take the underlying DC CASE cited herein to the
US Supreme Court for a WRIT of Mandemus, "BEFORE RECESS", but unsuccessful !
However, will the OHIO GOP Join "USA, ex rel., Ohio GOP & Stephen Wallace, Private
. Attorney General/Relator, and all Ohio Taxpayers similarly situated”, in Filing the
. WRIT of MANDEMUS to the US Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit in Cincinnati,
"under National Security", for a Temporary Stay of the INFRASTRUCTURE [BILL]
o coming via RECONCILLIATION, with Circuit ORDER that "BDO USA LLC" complete
N~ the Forensic Audit of the alleged Misappropriations of the "2009 RECOVERY ACT"
o $900 Billion for "SHOVEL-READY INFRASTRUCTURE JOBS™ !l
©
o ;
Ohio GOP Counsel should [E-FILE] the WRIT from my INTERVENTION being DENIED,
— after Granting ? | give you the Limited Power of Attorney to Join me in the Capacities
o
o of RECORD!
o
o)
E . Respectfully submitted, Stephen Wallace, relocated to Wellington, FL., after leaving
o i Columbus @ (331) 575-2341 cell/text
B
[
o
—
=
) ---— Forwarded Message ——-
g From: Stephen Wallace <spaulwallace@yahoo.com>
S To: matt_lloyd@portman.senate.gov <matt_lloyd@portman.senate.gov>; jim.jordan@mail. house.gov
e <jim.jordan@mail.house.gov>; jared.dilley@mail house.gov <jared.dilley@mail house.gov>;
sarah_fairchild@meconnell.senate.gov <sarah_fairchild@mcconneli.senate.gov>
© Cc: david.yost@chioattorneygeneral.gov <david.yost@ohioattorneygeneral gov>;
g benjamin.flowers@ohicatiorneygeneral.gov <benjamin, flowers@ohioattorneygeneral. gov=>;
™ may.davis@ohicattorneygeneral.gov <may.davis@ohioattorneygeneral.gov>, watchdoggoig.ohio.gov
< . <watchdog@oig.ohio.gov>; senatorschaffer@columbus.rr.com <senatorschaffer@columbus.rr.com>;
.. - webmaster@toresays.com <webmaster@toresays.com>; Stephen Wallace <spaulwaliace@yahoo.com>; Fred
2 Mercer <1031ventures@gmail.com>
8 Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021, 11:20:16 AM EDT
Subject: Fw: Scanned from a Xerox Muitifunction Printer
<2nd PDF of 3> ALERT !ll Aftorney General YOST's briliiant TEAM shall "DRAFT & E-FILE", after Judicial
Notice & Actual Knowledge that ONLY by immediately using [OHIO v. YELLEN], and/or the still pending WRIT of
MANDEMUS in upcoming PDF #3, that OHIO & US Taxpayers will be "lrreparably Devastated in Perpetuity” 1
Stephen Wallace, Private Attorney General & Relator
-—- Forwarded Message —--
: From: Stephen Wallace <spaulwallace@yahooc.com>
To: SenatorSchaffer@columbus.rr.com <senatorschaffer@columbus.rr.com>
Cc: Stephen Wallace <spaulwallace@yahoo.com>; Fred Mercer <103 Tventures@gmail.com=
. Sent: Monday, April 5, 2021, 10:23:14 AM EDT
Subject: Fw: Scanned from a Xerox Multifunction Printer
Senator Schaffer, the Yellen DC KLAN will DELAY; DIVERT & ABSTRUCT...then APPEAL Ill Unless, the

3of4 7/15/2021, 11:04 AM
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Governor & you compel Yost to JOIN me @ the US Supreme Court via [E-Filing] the WRIT of MANDEMUS,
coming next, which will EARN Ohio Taxpayers "Tens of BILLIONS" in "Preferred Priority Distributions” for Ohio
. INFRASTUCTURE PROJECTS Il Steve
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-—— Forwarded Message —-

From: Stephen Wallace <spaulwallace@yahoo.com>

To: david.yost@ohioattorneygeneral.gov <david.yost@ohioattorneygeneral.gov>;

benjamin. flowers@ohicattorneygeneral.gov <benjamin.flowers@ohioattorneygeneral.gov>;
may.davis@OhioAttorneyGeneral.gov <may.davis@ohioattorneygeneral.gov>

Cc: watchdog@oig.ohio.gov <watchdog@oig.ohio.gov>; Fred Mercer <103tventures@gmail.com>; Stephen
Wallace <spaulwallace@yahoo.com>

Sent: Thursday, March 25, 2021, 11:28:19 AM EDT

- Subject: Fw: Scanned from a Xerox Multifunction Printer

Dear Ohio Officials: Enclosed are the EMERGENCY
'MOTIONS for your FILES... Respectfully request your
Cooperation & Support... Sincerely, Stephen Wallace, PAG &
RELATOR

-—- Forwarded Message --—-

From: "canner@columbusiibrary.org” <canner@columbuslibrary.org>
To: spaulwallace@yahoo.com <spauiwallace@yahoo.com>

- Sent: Thursday, March 25, 2021, 11:18:45 AM EDT

: Subject: Scanned from a Xerox Multifunction Printer

Page: 74

Filed: 07/16/2021

Please open the attached document. It was scanned and sent to you using a Xerox Multifunction Printer.
. Attachment File Type: pdf, Multi-Page

Multifunction Printer Location:
Device Name: XRX9C934EBFA3F9

Document: 1-2

- For more information on Xerox products and solutions, please visit hitp://www.xerox.com

@ Scanned from a Xerox Muitifunction Printer.pdf
607.4kB

Case: 21-3646
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Stephen P. Wallace
1116 Sheffer Road Apt. F
Aurora, lllinois 60505
(331) 250-2984
<Independentiustice@outlook.com>

Georgetown University, Language & Linguistics-1979; Then moved to Kuwait for merchant
banking relationships; then retained by Al-Sayassah Publishing to join their Netherlands office.

Thunderbird Global, Glendale, AZ.-1974; Masters of International Management & Finance.

Southern Methodist University, Dallas, TX.-1973; Masters of Business Administration/Finance.

Loyola University, Chicago, IL..-1971; Bachelor of Arts in Political Science, Spending Junior Year
{'69/°70] @ the Loyola Rome Center, ltaly, studying International Law & Realty Development.

II-‘I..-..'-II'.-.-.Il‘l-..l"--I‘I.I.'I..!-’..!.IIl'.II-.'.-.Il...'..'-...I-II'III.‘I‘!..I'

INDEPENDENT U.S. SENATE Candidate (OK); 2008 & 2010; vs. James inhofe & Tom Coburn.

Independent Justice Institute, LLC, Washington DC-1997 to Present; Formed originally as a
non-profit Watchdog group monitoring jud icial/legal malfeasance/misfeasance operating
‘under color of law’ by the Washington, DC prominent Firm, [Webster, Chamberlain & Bean]
then as a for-profit Litigation Management Company (LMO), for Glohal Collection Services.

River Oaks Development Corparation, Tulsa, OK. -1990 to 2000; Master Planned {300 acre)
upscale golf resudentla} communlty lying on over a mile of scenic Arkansas River frontage.

Burnham Park P!aza ReHab, Chicago-1985; Procured over $15 million Re-Development Equity
Limited Partnersh:ps Interests for Rehab of former Burnham YMCA snto upscale condo/apts.

Wallace investments, Tulsa, OK. -1984 to 2000; Realty/Oil & Gas Development of extensive
Family Realty Holdings and the Oil & Gas Reserves lying thereunder.

World Trade Services, Inc., Tulsa & Houston.-71976 to 1979; President & Founder of Okizhoma
Export Management Company (EMC), specializing in logistics for chartering ships & expediting
drilling equipment worldwide. Secured Caterpillar International as main Client.

Parker Drilling Company, Tulsa & Houston. - 1974 to 1976; Financial Planning & Control
Analyst for all Global Drilling Operations, as the largest land drilling company in the world.
Extensive travel for interaction with all global subsidies and their administrative officers.

Activities: Retired Tae Kwon Do Karate Black Belt & Budweiser Sponsored Tournament

Soccer Player.
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