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ONE PAGER 

The law itself is beautiful.  The American Judicial system however is corrupt and 
operates as a criminal cartel, especially in state courts.  The cartel is primarily 
composed of Black Collared Judges and White Collared appointed/elected officials.  
They’re depriving litigants of fairness and then depriving them of property, income, and 
custody in family law.  You may be facing criminal charges, especially DUIs, and finding 
yourself against a system that wants payments while it ignores fairness and justice.  If 
you’re reading this then it’s likely some part of that system is currently grabbing you or a 
loved one and it’s intending to take something from you.  Are you ready to resist?  
 

WARNING - you should know that going down the path of GUERILLA LAWFARE is a 
one way trip.  Once you start this path it gets less and less realistic that you can walk it 
back.  You also should note this is a painful spiritual expansion.  Prepare yourself. 
 

Everything that happens from here on out is based on your performance.  The test 
you're facing requires intense dedication, spiritual and intellectual expansion, and 
knowledge mastery.  You have to do it while under fire, deprived of rights, property, 
income, and kids and while remaining calm under duress.  To be clear; it’s hard, but 
then again, so is losing the freedoms, properties, and people precious to you. 
 

You can skip this book, hire an attorney, and hope for the best.  My guess is that your 
attorney will charge you a lot of money while slowly offering you up to the cartel as a 
human sacrifice.  Your results are likely to be mildly lessened versions of horrific 
outcomes.  Your attorney will say it’s a win, but it won’t feel that way. 
 
If you hope to survive this challenge you’re going to have to focus.  You need to learn 
tools and topics you have never encountered, the material is dense, you’ll need to read 
through an astonishingly large amount of material, master it to the point you can 
effortlessly discuss it, and deploy a variety of tactics meant to force your oppressors to 
Let Go while dodging their efforts to ensnare you along the way.  It’s hard. 
  
This book is free and the people fighting you are a judicial cartel who likely act in 
concert with your wife.  I’m not guaranteeing success.  I’m trying to provide options that 
let you hit back instead of sitting there like a punching bag spitting out freedom, money, 
property, custody, and your rights.  That said, every matter is different, every set of 
circumstances is different, and the people involved and your performance are different.     
 
Inside this book is a toolset, but it’s not a promise.  Performance is up to you.  



PURPOSE  
Hey, I’m aggy.  I’m a PhD chemist who was 

forced to learn law.  I found out the legal system 
is extremely corrupt.  I’ve found tools that help 

and a system to fight back.  Lock in, stop being a 
punching bag, and fight back. 

 
In October of 2020 my wife of ~20 years filed for divorce.  I knew family law was bad.  I 
knew on my first day that it was more like me vs my-wife-and-the-judge rather than me 
vs her.  I didn’t have any idea how bad it had actually become.   
 
It took me five years of being in the system to learn my rights, learn what the courts 
intentionally and covertly inflict by omission and what they intentionally inflict by 
commission.  In short, they’re often (but not always) statutorily compliant while violating 
practically everything about your constitutional rights regarding your court experience. 
 
For example, you probably know you have freedom of speech and freedom of religion.  
If you made it out of middle school you could probably put a few sentences together 
about those rights and what others can and can’t do regarding those rights.  But…. do 
you know anything about what rights you have in a court of law?  Do you know what 
judges are supposed to do?  Do you know what they’re not supposed to do?  I made it 
to the age of 25 with a PhD and never had a single class in my life on even the basics of 
fighting a parking ticket.  Law has been foreign to my education; almost as if it’s been 
intentionally kept locked away. 
 
My attorney friends know a fair amount about the process of law and document 
preparation, but even the lawyers I’ve spoken with either don’t know or don’t talk about 
constitutional aspects of law.  I’ve been doing this for all these years and I haven’t found 
that many great tools that summarize this material like a college textbook with the 
practical outcome that I’ll use it to fight back as a pro se litigant.  If you can find a 
practical summary like what’s contained here I’ll be shocked. 
 
I’ve done this family law thing with various levels of success, which is waaaaay more 
than most men will ever attest to.  The first time my wife and the court took my kids I got 
them back in three months.  The second time she/it took my kids I got them back seven 



months later during COVID.  I’ve won three federal lawsuits.  I made my first judge quit 
my case.  I later got the entire bench at my county court to recuse themselves.  I’ve 
gotten to the point where I’m now suing them and watching them freaking the hell out.  I 
figured how a giant multi-decade interstate human trafficking and racketeering operation 
captures our courts.  I’ve won something like 16 out of 17 of the last traffic things I’ve 
fought (mostly parking tickets). I’m not batting 1000, but I’m pretty good at this and if 
you’re reading this I’m probably better than where you’re at now.  This process is hard 
and painful, I’ve spent nights sobbing on the floor. There have been some epic wins and 
glorious moments.  Walking this walk will painfully stretch and change you. 
 
If you haven’t done any law some of those outcomes are absurdly fast for such a lop 
sided cartel court.  That said, my wife has been able to take them again and I’m 
slogging it out in a horrific high conflict divorce matter.  But the fact that I’m outwardly 
fighting the cartel and still getting wins is frankly astounding. 
 
I’ve had to do legal stuff for the company I founded.  I’ve been involved in three 
separate federal lawsuits.  Two of them I won where I was able to force the Plaintiffs to 
withdraw their complaints.  The third lawsuit, they put my name on the lawsuit, I wrote 
them a strongly worded letter, and four days later they took my name off the suit.   
 
While I admittedly started off like a total baboon spewing patriot mythology I now have 
judges literally fleeing out of the back of court rooms so they don’t encounter me at all.  
It’s still a slugfest, I don’t win every battle, and I’m still developing tools.  All that’s to say 
what I’m offering here is professional grade techniques at Guerilla Lawfare that will 
make even mighty judges shit bricks but the system is corrupt and even on my best 
performance days I don’t always win on the first pass. 
 
What I can tell you is that fighting in a court of law generally and more specifically 
fighting a cartel court itself is a nasty and very challenging experience.  I’m hoping my 
five years of trial and error can get you in the fight sooner rather than later.  What I get 
out of this book is more people pushing the courts back and hopefully reining in their 
reign of terror.   
 
Republicans during the Depression supported President Hoover and there’s a 
semi-famous slogan during those times of scarcity, for every American the goal was “a 
chicken in every pot and a car in every garage.” I want a “Pro Se Guerrilla Lawfare 
Warrior in every county court and fair and just outcomes for every litigant.”  I love the 
law, but I hate the cartel and it’s going to take more belligerent patriots in every county 
to make real change.   



What I hope you get out of this is thousands of hours of your life saved, better 
outcomes, and staving off the worst possible outcomes.  I think it’s a good trade for all of 
us, especially because this book is free. 
 
So, here’s hoping you can learn from my mistakes, apply it in the court, kick ass, 
and keep your freedom, property, income, and custody of your children away 
from those who would try to take them.  Just remember, this is a matter of 
performance, and I’m not guaranteeing success against a cartel court.  But I will 
teach you how to swing a legal-fist back, and you can take it from there.  You may 
find yourself dropping the legal equivalent of nuclear warheads in the clerk’s 
office.  We’ll see. 

 



LEGAL ELECTROSHOCK 
TREATMENT 

GRADUATED OVERLOAD 
“LET GO” 

There’s a game at some county fairs where there 
is a metal handle and electricity runs through it 
like an electric fence.  The goal of the game is to 
hold on as long as you can as the game ramps 

up more current through the handle.  When 
someone comes after you in legal matters it’s 
time to play the Legal Electroshock Treatment 

Graduated Overload (“Let Go”) game. 
 
I consider myself a fervent libertarian, anarchist (free markets, not bandanas and 
lynchings), and also a fervent peacenick.  But I’m not a pacifist.  My personal motto is 
“Do no harm. Take no shit.”  I do my best to not stir up shit anywhere I’m going.  But, if 
people intentionally cause me harm or accidentally cause me harm but don’t stop then 
I’m going to end the fight.  People sometimes attempt to take things from me and they 
generally find it all manner of unpleasant.  That’s not an accident.  I know how to play 
the Legal Electroshock Treatment Graduated Overload (“Let Go”) game, and they’re in 
for some very shitty days and long painful nights playing this game with me. 
 
The inspiration of my legal approach is actually a stupid game that you can sometimes 
find at state fairs.  It’s just a metal handle that has electricity run through it like an 
electric fence.  The amount of electricity starts low and ramps up.  Your high score is the 



voltage you can take before you let go.  I find this is a fantastic analogy for handling 
people that come at me in legal matters. 
 
If you try to harm me or take things from me I’m going to make it hurt as much as 
possible until you Let Go.  I’m going to ramp it up rather than start all crazy like.  I have 
a legal process, a high level of it can be found below, and this book is dedicated to filling 
out what that full process looks like when it’s in full bloom.  I also have a sense of the 
tricks that the cartel deploys.  So, half of the point of this book is my offensive process 
and the other half of the point of the book is notes on playing defense to their schemes. 
 

At a high level my aggressive process starts with notice.  You have to give people notice 
because there’s a chance they don’t know what they’re doing is wrong, bad, or harmful.  
Also, once they’ve been notified it’s a lot harder to say later that they didn’t know they 
were causing you pain or harm.  So, the notice can prevent some problems early from 
people who are doing something by mistake, and the notice can lock in more painful 
outcomes later against people who intentionally harmed you, were warned it was 
causing damages, and continued anyway.  So, I start with notice. 
 

I like to start with really generic, super friendly-toned notice.  I then make it more 
detailed and a little more scary.  If I have to go to the hard-place then it’s time to be 
precise, clear, and menacing.  The more serious notice comes in the form of Cease and 
Desist letters as well as Notice and Demand letters.  Cease and Desist is telling them 
“hey dipshit, stop doing X.”  Notice and Demand letters are where they have certain 
duties that they are failing to do and you want them to do Y.  So, they’re more like “Hey 
Dipshit, you’re supposed to do Y, get on it.”   
 
Once I give notice and people still fail to meet my legal demands or cease their poor 
actions then I escalate to things that have actual consequences.  In my brain, I’m 
starting to turn up the voltage meter on the electroshock game.  At that point I’m 
defensively inflicting pain until they Let Go, and I’ll keep escalating as long as they keep 
causing me harm, failing their obligations, or attempting to take my property or deprive 
me of rights.  It takes my time, but I think it secures my rights, freedom, property, and 
custody.  So, I think that time is well spent. 
 

So, here’s a very high level of what escalation might look like.  I’ll start with notice, then 
I’ll ramp up the aggressive tone and specificity.  I’m dropping precise details in a cease 
and desist / notice and demand letter.  Then I’m writing professional complaints 
regarding their employment and failure to meet their required professional and statutory 
obligations.  Then I’ll start criminally complaining.  Once all that is done I’ll start writing 
lawsuits to serve them.  And because I served up notice along the way it’s easier to 
clarify how the actions were criminal rather than errors at law.  It’s also easier to prove 



the damages they inflicted were intentional rather than accidental.  Lastly, I’m 
documenting everything I do.  If I’m in a lawsuit already I’ll make a motion for judicial 
notice, slap these things in as exhibits, and I’ll file it into the suit so everyone is on 
notice.  Oh, and if they fuck up while under this stress I start a new round of the process 
and it keeps growing like a hydra. 
 

So, in this world there’s a lot of monkeys and marks (targets).  If they think I’m a good 
mark they’ll be sad when they realize I’m not like the other monkeys.  They have an 
easy time fleecing the plebs of their freedom, property, income, and custody.  But I’m 
not like the other monkeys.  I know what I’m doing, why I’m doing it, and have an 
intensely shitty process that I’m going to drag them through if they keep acting like I’m a 
normal monkey.   
 
They think they’re going to take me for a little bit of property or abuse the court to 
launder some federal funds from me, but I’m not a normal monkey.  I’m King Kong.  I 
don’t always win, but I get better results than most while in the most corrupt courts 
around (the Judicial Hellhole site ranks Philly as the number one judicial hellhole in the 
country, I’m philly adjacent). I make it sheer pain from start to end for those that fuck 
with me.  I’ve done this enough that I see patterns in the results.   
 

For starters the dweeb inspector from the town doesn’t come around here to check if my 
grass is the precise number of inches.  He’s gotten enough criminal complaints for little 
tickets that I fight and win in magisterial district court such that he believes he can 
collect revenue from different monkeys more easily than me.  So, that’s a small win.   
 
It was also insanely useful practice.  Bad case, I'm paying $20 bucks for uncut grass, 
but I’m getting practice performing legal matters and they’re facing criminal conspiracy 
charges and constitutional due process violations.  Thank the lord when you get these 
dumb little legal things while you’re facing the big legal things because the universe is 
giving you training opportunities before your big boss fights.  #thanksgod #suckitdweeb 
#worthit 
 
The larger win is seeing what this process can do when real consequences are on the 
line.  If you’re on the receiving end of this process it causes severe distress. It can 
restart addiction, it can lead to relationship dysfunction including sexual dysfunction, it 
has ended marriages, it has caused severe medical problems, and normally cool, calm, 
and collected judges have lost their fucking minds in front of me and started shouting 
and rambling while shaking.  One attorney that was experiencing this process wrote a 
letter to the judge begging to be let off the case he himself filed.  That’s raw, pure, 
magical legal humiliation.  Fucking glorious. 
 



This plan is sheer pain and torture.  So, before I run the process I try to give some 
notice regarding the physical symptoms too.  My friends ask if I’ve sent the “your balls 
are going to melt off your body” letter yet.  Running this playbook and process makes a 
lot of busy work for me, but it’s worth it.  It’s also easier every time I run the process 
because I’ve drafted some template docs and have more understanding of the whole 
process as I’ve run it a few times now.  I think it’s a highly refined nightmare machine, 
and I think it works.  But again, this whole thing is performance based, and sadly I can’t 
guarantee results for you, but I can share what it’s done for me. 
 
At this point, the gals in the clerk’s office know me by name, and I’ve caught them a few 
times (especially when I leave and have to double back because I forgot something) 
where they’re huddled around a computer talking about the docs I dropped.  They look 
up, giggle, and scatter.  Even the office gals know it’s on like Donkey Kong when I hand 
deliver my legal-nukes.  But hey, the pain is the fault of the people fucking with me.  I 
warned them!  Hell, I even tried to save them! 
 
So, I’ll share the Let Go plan in just a second, but I want to highlight some of what the 
court’s do first. 
 
What shitty things do the courts do? 
 
Well, when I’m about to inflict maximum pain I write notice, give warning, try to be 
specific, and nobody asks me “why is this happening” after it starts because I’m crystal 
clear and transparent with my plans.  I don’t want to hurt anyone, but I’m not going to sit 
there as a punching bag while these assholes try to harm and rob me. 
 
The Court doesn’t act that way in the slightest.  The Court operates by way of highly 
technical skullduggery.  They’re using their extensive knowledge and years of 
experience to COVERTLY harm you in ways you don’t even understand while you’re left 
feeling severely injured.  Examples include but are not limited to- 
 

●​ Utilizing “Technical Words and Phrases”   
○​ Words and phrases that have specific legal definitions that you must use.  

These particular words and phrases typically have colloquial meanings 
that are 180 degrees different from legal meanings. 

●​ Deprivation of Court Rights and Subsequent Deprivation of Fundamental 
Liberties 

○​ You have rights in Courts that you don’t know or understand 
■​ Some Rights define what the courts are required to do 
■​ Some rights define restrictions on the courts 



○​ The Courts deprive you of these rights and give you an unfair trial 
○​ While depriving you of court (civil) rights they deprive you of fundamental 

liberties 
■​ To care, custody, and control your children 
■​ To Acquire, Possess, and Protect Property 

○​ They are likely violating your equal protection under the law 
■​ Racial and Sexual bias 
■​ Treating similarly situated groups differently 

●​ They’ll make intentional clerical errors, which with experience you’ll recognize by 
the criminal name- obstruction of justice or tampering with evidence 

●​ They gaslight me, act like what I’m saying isn’t true while trying to steer me off 
course, 

●​ They’ll stonewall me, and essentially be derelict in their duties rather than 
perform according to law, 

●​ They’ll threaten or intimidate me… keep talking about my cartel and I’ll file 
charges! 

●​ They’ll misapply laws, 
●​ They’ll run like cowards, I’ve had judges literally sprint out of the back door of a 

court rather than face me in court, 
●​ They’ll cry that they’re the victim in all of this, 
●​ When I sue them they’ll claim good faith judicial immunity meant for lawful 

adjudication, but they’ll claim it for bad faith criminal cartel actions, 
 
We’re going to cover these topics later.  Once you know how they play the game the 
most severe deprivations become pretty easy to spot.  Those deprivations are bad 
enough that you can hit them with high consequence felonies that jeopardize their entire 
legal career, freedom, and life generally.  While the big constitutional deprivations get 
fairly easy to spot; there’s a lot of nuance and expertise that makes the other shiester 
things they do hard to notice.  They’re diabolically good at screwing with us, but the law 
and constitutions are on our side.  There’s no substitute for practice and knowledge.  
So, dedication to learning this material, watching and reading others who practice and 
teach law, and talking things through with your friends and family will help 
immeasurably.  This is as much a test of law as it is of your spirit.  Grow intentionally. 
 
So, let’s look at the actual steps to the Let Go process and you can start day dreaming 
of how you’re going to apply these steps to your legal matters. 



DR. REICH’S / AGGROED’S “LET GO” PROCESS 
LEGAL ELECTROSHOCK TREATMENT 

GRADUATED OVERLOAD 
 

●​ Opening Letter/Email - Low key, general, non-specific, and friendly-tone notice  
●​ (Optional Affidavit of Status) 
●​ (Optional Commercial Terms) 
●​ Cease and Desist (Don’t do X) // Notice and Demand (Start doing Y) Formal 

Letter.  These often have elevated threats and warnings about what they’re going 
to experience if they don’t do as they’re told.  They may contain the first time I 
deeply explain my rights and how they violate them. 

●​ Records Requests and FOIA Requests 
○​ State and Federal Agencies are targeted.  I’m particularly requesting 

documents I know they don’t have but are supposed to have as well as 
docs they don’t want to give me which embarrass them 

●​ Counterclaims against opposing litigants if a matter is already started (I’m not 
locked in here with you… you’re locked in here with me) 

●​ Extensive Discovery Requests- someone is going to pay an attorney an 
astounding amount of money to satisfy my curiosity 

●​ Extensively researched Motions, extensive presumptions lobbed at my counter 
litigant(s), I did a lot research, I can write complex legal questions, someone is 
going to have to spend an astounding amount of money to satisfy their 
requirements enacted by my legal curiosity, and if my presented written concerns 
are skipped then it’s a due process violation and I’ll raise a separate kind of hell. 

●​ Professional Complaints  
○​ Formal Employment Complaints - If people don’t do what I tell them to do 

when it’s their job to do the thing I’m asking 
○​ Police Reports - for documenting criminal behavior of everybody else 
○​ Bar Grievances - against attorneys for violating professional standards 
○​ Judicial Review - against judges for bad rulings 

●​ Federal and State Criminal Complaints (State and Fed Title 18 is your friend) 
●​ FEDERAL COMPLAINTS (lawsuits) 

○​ Complaint in Habeas Corpus - for imminent separate court intervention  
○​ 42 USC 1983 Complaint for civil rights violations and damages 
○​ RICO Complaint - They’re racketeering, which has a private civil action 

available and I’m going to take it because they’re a Black Collar Cartel 
○​ 50 USC 842 Anti-Communist Suit, pinko commie pigs don’t have rights or 

legal protections 
●​ Appeals - Bruh, I can do this all day… 



Be a bastard, like you’re fighting for your life, but don’t cross the line 
 
In life and legal matters it not only matters what you do, but also what you don’t do.  I’m 
going to write some of the most aggressive things I can put on a page in my documents, 
but I’m not going to scream and shout in court.  I’m not going to issue physical threats or 
act like a domestic terrorist to counter litigants. 
 
I’m going to be cool, calm, and collected.  I’m not going to issue threats or cause any 
major disturbances.  I’m not going to physically attack anyone regardless of if they’re in 
my legal matter or not.  I’m going to be especially on point during the legal matters and 
especially in-person trials/hearings because I know that this Cartel Court is going to use 
any minor misstep I make against me and throw it in my face with possible legal 
consequences.  If I screw up during a performance it could have negative outcomes on 
my property, freedom and/or parenting rights, which I’ll have to fix later or could actually 
end up with me in the slammer for some period of time.  That should be avoided at all 
costs.  Lastly, I know my wife is dying to play the victim, and it’s important that I don’t 
give her the slightest foothold to complain about valid bad actions by me in or out of 
court. 
 
Traffic cases during your bigger matters 
 
One thing that might shock you is that you may not have received a traffic ticket in quite 
some time, but all of a sudden parking tickets are coming out of nowhere and the most 
random traffic cop bullshit starts to find you.  It’s ok to freak out at first and say “WHY IS 
ALL THIS STUPID SHIT HAPPENING TO ME” but after you calm down and take some 
time with it you might realize that angels above or the Heavenly Father placed this 
matter in front of you for practice. 
 
The stakes are high when it’s custody of your kids, the income you rely on, the property 
that’s your life’s work, or your literal freedom.  Traffic Court stakes are so low.  I started 
fighting parking tickets and other minor infractions that I started receiving frequently.  
Those things aren’t meant to fuck with you.  They’re meant to give you a sandbox to 
learn.  Treat it as such (be grateful for the opportunity and find the right tone for you). 
 
We’re going to go through this plan in more detail, but first some basics 
 
In the next couple of chapters we’re going to review some fundamentals.  I want to 
show you where I’m guiding you with this process, but if you try to start with this on day 
one you should plan on getting your ass handed to you and negative consequences to 
start building up.  You need a base before you can threaten anyone.  Otherwise it’s like 



showing up to the dojo on the first day as a skinny weak ass kid and threatening the 
sensei that you can kick his ass.  No one believes you and you’re gonna catch a 
beating.  So, get your fundamentals down and then; after some practice, learning, and 
training, you can start sparring. 
 
Before you can get into more advanced tactics you have to learn the rules of court, the 
basic laws regarding your legal matters, and you have to read a lot of cases and case 
law.  Once you have your legal footing underneath you it’ll be time to start punching 
back, but first you have to know how this fight game (court) works. 

 



SO YOU’RE FIGHTING…  
LEGAL MATTERS ARE A COMPLEX WEAVING 

OF RELATIONSHIPS, FINANCES, LIFE EVENTS, 
LEGAL RESEARCH, PROCESS ATTENTION, 
DOCUMENT CREATION, AND LIVE COURT 

PERFORMANCES 
When you’re dealing with court it becomes a major time, energy, and money sink.  
Court does not happen in a vacuum or just a moment of time.  It’s a long process, 
intentionally slow by nature, and requires vigilance as it strains the whole of your 
life.  It’s a spiritual test that will painfully expand your consciousness and purify 

you down to your core as extraneous things get tossed in the fire. There’s certain 
things you need to do as soon as possible; like your timeline of events. 

Legal matters are a complex compilation of experiences that extend far beyond the 
courtroom, weaving together personal, practical, spiritual and procedural elements. It’s 
going to impact your friendships, romantic relationship, sex life, stress level, finances, 
children, and put a lot of your life on hold until it’s over.  Because the modern court 
systems are experiencing deep corruption and failure it’s an unusually difficult time to 
litigate matters. 

Components Worthy of your Attention and Consideration in Life Matters 

●​ Relationships: Interactions with family, friends, co-parents, business partners, or 
adversaries that often trigger or complicate cases (e.g., divorce disputes or 
contract breaches). 

●​ Finances: Budgeting for court fees, legal tools, lost wages from hearings, or 
potential judgments; financial stress can dictate strategy.  Figuring this out with 
Child Support orders is an oppressive burden. 

●​ Life Events: Major occurrences such as job changes, health issues, relocations, 
or family milestones that coincide with or impact legal timelines (e.g., a custody 
battle amid a career move). 

●​ Stress and Health Management: Beyond Catastrophes is recognizing that 
Court Matters usually aren’t solved in a day and that if you’re going down this 
road for something other than a parking ticket you’re going to have manage 



stress.  You’re also going to have to carve out time from sitting at a desk to make 
sure you’re being physically active. 

●​ Time Management: Balancing court obligations with work, family, or daily 
routines, including scheduling around hearings or discovery deadlines. 

●​ Support Systems: Relying on informal networks (e.g., friends for advice) or 
formal ones (e.g., legal aid clinics) for guidance and help without formal 
representation. 

●​ Ethical Considerations: Navigating moral dilemmas, such as honesty in 
disclosures, while dealing with real-world consequences on reputation or 
relationships. 

For real, this whole thing is a marathon and not a sprint.  If you’re just dealing with a 
parking ticket and that’s all then ok, it’s just a quick thing in the afternoon, but the people 
reading this book are probably facing much more extreme matters than that like real jail 
sentences or being stuck in family law.  The more severe legal matters can drag on for 
years, thousands of pages of written material, and requiring thousands of hours of 
dedicated, focused learning and attention.  Being in a court matter will not only reduce 
your earning capacity, but also require you to spend money.  It’s a double whammy.   

You have to plan and govern yourself accordingly. 

Components Worthy of your Attention and Consideration in Legal Matters 

●​ Legal Research: Investigating laws, precedents, and rules using free resources 
like court websites or libraries to build informed arguments. 

●​ Process Attention: Vigilantly tracking deadlines, service requirements, and 
procedural steps to avoid defaults or dismissals. 

●​ Document Creation: Drafting pleadings, affidavits, motions, or exhibits with 
accuracy and clarity, often requiring organization of personal records. 

●​ Live Court Performances: Presenting arguments, questioning witnesses, or 
responding to judges in hearings or trials, demanding composure under 
pressure. 

●​ Evidence Gathering: Collecting and preserving real-life proofs like emails, 
photos, or financial statements that tie personal events to legal claims. 

●​ Negotiation and Mediation: Engaging in out-of-court discussions or sessions to 
resolve issues, influenced by personal dynamics and life priorities. 

●​ Compliance and Enforcement: Adhering to court orders post-resolution and 
pursuing collection or modifications as life circumstances evolve. 

●​ Technology Integration: Using digital tools for e-filing, virtual hearings, or 
research, which must align with ongoing life demands like internet access or tech 
literacy. 



Court matters are not isolated events confined to dusty legal tomes or corrupt 
courtrooms; they unfold in parallel with the ebb and flow of everyday life, creating a 
tapestry where personal experiences and legal proceedings constantly intersect. For 
instance, a pro se litigant may find themself filing for child support modification as they 
navigate a job loss.  You're trying to figure out co-parenting while you’re each holding 
the microscope to the worst aspects of your partner and turning that into a filing.  Life 
and Court weave together. 

Like the band Poor Man’s Poison sings “the hard times keep coming at the worst times.”  
This experience isn’t just legal or life based.  It’s a spiritual war of attrition.  It’s here to 
expand your consciousness even when it feels like it’s just here to melt you down.  
Consciousness expansion and personal melt downs are not mutually exclusive.  So, the 
legal stuff isn’t just self-contained in the legal folder of life.  It’s going to gut punch you at 
various times during the process while you’re trying to figure this out.  If you’re lucky the 
Heavenly Father will doll out minor court experiences like fighting traffic tickets before 
the real showdown starts, but you might just get tossed in deep waters. 

This parallelism of court and life means that delays in court—due to backlogs or 
motions—can exacerbate real-life stresses, like mounting bills or emotional strain, while 
positive life developments, like your new girlfriend, can provide some level of relief. 
Recognizing this integration starts with pro se litigants prepping holistically: this is a 
spiritual battle, it takes a long time to figure out like a marathon rather than a sprint, and 
will require your time, attention, money, and intense focus. 

In this intertwined reality, pro se litigants often discover that life events can serve as 
pivotal evidence or turning points in their cases. A sudden health crisis, for example, 
might necessitate amending a complaint or requesting continuances, blending medical 
records with courtroom advocacy. You might have to sit there arguing with a judge while 
your friend, family member, pet just died, or you’re reeling from a pregnancy loss post 
covid.  Conversely, the demands of a legal matter can reshape daily life, forcing better 
time management or fostering resilience through emotional well-being practices. This 
duality highlights the importance of flexibility: just as life doesn't pause for court dates, 
legal matters evolve with personal growth and setbacks.  

Treat the process with attention and self-discipline. If you’re susceptible to drugs or 
alcohol these are times to cut cold turkey or risk enormous upheaval in your life.  
Actually, to be clear, if you’re not living clean you should put this book down before you 
get your ass handed to you.  You need to present the best version of yourself possible 
or the legal meat grinder will crush you.  If you can’t manage yourself sober then you 
shouldn’t be attempting to manage your legal affairs too.  Hire a lawyer, get sober, and 
come back swinging when you’re clean.  Same for any kind of mental illness.  Don’t do 



this at home kids if you’re not healthy, well, and in control of yourself.  Eat right, sleep 
enough, and be active to balance the stress and desktime.  Show up drunk and get rekt. 

So note, in this intertwined reality, pro se litigants often discover that life events can 
serve as pivotal evidence or turning points in their cases. A sudden health crisis, for 
example, might necessitate amending a complaint or requesting continuances, blending 
medical records (document creation) with courtroom advocacy (live performances). 
Conversely, the demands of a legal matter can reshape daily life, forcing better time 
management or fostering resilience through emotional well-being practices. This duality 
highlights the importance of flexibility: just as life doesn't pause for court dates, legal 
matters evolve with personal growth or setbacks.  

A quick spiritual aside 

The more you can ask yourself “what am I supposed to learn from this experience?” as 
opposed to “why is this happening to me?” the more you may be able to shorten some 
of the spiritual nature of what you’re up against.  Judgement, Judges, and many of the 
laws have the Bible as their source and authority.  This test is not only a complex legal 
reality, but a spiritual exercise in personal growth, maturation, and remembrance. 

If you’re facing very challenging experiences then you may find that your court 
experience is an opportunity to focus, reduce the noise of your surroundings as you 
dedicate yourself to this mission, you can lean into your relationship with God (even if 
this is your first real point of contact or exploration), pray, and learn to trust in the 
process.  This experience refines you in deeply intrusive ways that shatter fundamental 
concepts regarding your ego and role in the universe.  It hurts.  It sucks.  Stick with it 
and you may just find it’s all worth it. 

Don’t give up.  That has legal consequences that are bad.  But also because at some 
point in this process you may discover that this experience isn’t happening to you so 
much as it’s happening for you.  You want something in your life and this experience is 
part of navigating your soul to a place where you have the capability and capacity to 
hold the life you desire.  While that might sound like the dumbest thing imaginable that 
anyone at any point in the history of the world has ever said while you’re at the start of 
the trial you may want to revisit this comment as you near completion of your legal 
matters.  It’s all been just for you. 

Hint: When you pray you can get more out of the experience if you don’t treat the 
Heavenly Father as a vending machine doling out favors and legal advice.  Share your 
experience, ask for strength and courage, realize it’s all for your growth and benefit, and 
find a way to eke out some gratitude even though it’s an incredible hardship. 



Hint: the universe will constantly be throwing you bones.  You’ll find good material in 
random conversations at the right times and your social media feeds may contain a 
story that hits you right before the hearing starts or your document is due.  It’s not 
random.  It’s alignment with your purpose during your personal trial.  Give thanks and 
recognize the wonder that this world is bending itself to come to your aid. 

Last Spiritual Hint: the universe isn’t happening to you, but is instead expressing itself 
through you.  Ideally, you remember you’re an integral part of this universe expressing 
itself as you and you may be able to detach a little and witness yourself during this 
intense experience.  Witness yourself with a tear soaked face, dark tired eyes, righteous 
anger, and a swarm of judges trying to get away from you.  You’ll be hurting and in that 
hurt you’ll be a bad ass performing under duress.  You’ll be stripped down to a 
remembrance of who and what you are spiritually, and you’ll find that things start falling 
into place and a deep healthy tiredness sets in for a bit.  It’ll come together, but it’s 
spiritually designed to bring you to the edge and then back to your core. 

The Legal Matters you’re facing are a matter of Facts & Circumstances and 
are reliant on your Performance 

You may have heard from attorneys before “Well, it's a matter of facts and 
circumstances.”  Law is complex. Sometimes it’s straight forward, and other times there 
are a lot of nuances that determine how things go.  Facts typically refer to specific 
recordable events that have happened in the past.  Circumstances typically refer to how 
things are functioning in the present. 

So, the judge is up there hearing your story and that of the other litigants and trying to 
weigh the events leading up to the case, the circumstances that are happening right this 
minute, and then trying to figure what should happen next based on his current 
understanding of the law and the people in the case. 

How the Judge does all that is in large part based on your performance.  Did you hold 
him accountable using black letter law with well researched case law pinning your 
position on him or did you just stand there and give them an attitude? 

There’s no substitute for knowledge in your brain!  You may find that AI can help you 
write documents.  It can hallucinate some things, but it can also provide very powerful 
language.  But you’ll quickly find out that when you’re in court you can’t ask the judge 
for a few minutes to consult Grok/AI.  So, you’re going to need to get up to speed on a 
number of things quickly and not only learn them but learn them well enough to be 
comfortable speaking about them under pressure as their attorney grills you like it’s a 
military tribunal. 



While under pressure your performance needs to include: 

●​ the major state laws that are guiding your matters 
●​ the major state procedures that are guiding your matters 
●​ the Constitutional Law to make sure they’re doing what they should and not 

doing prohibited actions 
●​ Know it well enough that you come off confident and knowledgeable 
●​ Know the timeline of events in your matter to quickly and cooly recall them 
●​ Be firm, not a push over, and do not act like a raving lunatic 

To be frank, two people saying the same words in the same matter for the same court 
might get different results.  How you speak, how you carry yourself, and your level of 
competence and confidence can make all the difference.  If the system were operating 
more properly you could wing it a little more, but these days unless you can pin a judge 
with facts, circumstances, state statutes, case law, and constitutional law all tying them 
down to force your position it’s extremely likely they’ll steamroll you.  Even then… it’s 
tough. 

Your Timeline! 

Even if you don’t know anything about law one of the best things you can start doing is 
recording, transcribing, and documenting everything that happens between you and 
your counter litigants or court matters.  Start a document and literally build out your 
timeline of events.  Keep it separate from your other legal filings.  You’ll want an 
abbreviated timeline that helps state how things went over the period in contention and 
how things are going since the start of the matter.  You’ll also want detailed notes 
regarding any interaction afterwards.  You can copy/paste that material into your legal 
filings as you go and it’ll save you time if your timeline is neat, clean, organized, and 
detailed. 

The notes you take can be evidence later, especially if you’re diligent about writing 
down your experiences over time.  This can save you later. 

Did you have to talk to the police about something?  You should write that down. 

Did you have a fight with your wife about the kids at park?  You should write that down. 

Did you have a call with someone from the insurance company?  Mark down their 
name, title, time, and summary of the call.  If it’s legal it’s worth a voice recording of the 
call. 



As you take these notes, build out the timeline.  When you get deeper into the process 
you will see just how important the full timeline is.  So even if it feels like busywork today 
your future self will be thanking you for your diligence keeping notes and an active 
timeline of events. 

Seriously, start immediately! 

You need to build out a timeline for anything meaningfully touching your case.  Write 
down events, details of those events, and keep an active timeline.   

Key Timeline Components 

For anything and everything that feels meaningful in your legal matters keep copious 
notes and use the following as a guide for what to write down about events as they 
happen: 

●​ Date: 
●​ Time: 
●​ Incident/experience: 
●​ Who was involved: 
●​ What is their title: role: 
●​ What did you discuss or what happened: 
●​ Key Takeaways: 
●​ Records: email? Phone recording? Hand written letter or notes? Texts? 
●​ If your matter is criminal the more detail you can provide the more ammo you 

have to nit pick at the facts and circumstances of your case. 

You may not get it now, but the order of how things happened might determine if it was 
legal or criminal.  You want to detail facts while they are fresh, and not days or weeks 
later.  When you write court documents you want something you can copy/paste in and 
base the rest of your story and argument around.  So, don’t just half-ass this work.  This 
is one of the most important building blocks of your case. 
 
So, don’t push this off.  Don’t delay.  You want the freshest recording of events as 
possible.  Literally put this book down, grab a journal or word processor, and make sure 
you write down any and all events related to your case with meaningful detail.  You’ll 
forget things that are important later.  
 

DO IT NOW! 
   



COURT 
FUNDAMENTALS  

BASIC COURT HIERARCHY AND STRUCTURE 
Your first encounter with state courts is likely at the magisterial district court if 
you get a parking ticket.  If you’re fighting a DUI or in family law you’ll likely be 

involved at a county/municipal court. 
 
The American system of law has evolved since the country's independence in 1776.  
What started as 13 states is now 50 states, and each of these states have many of their 
own takes on various laws. It’s hard to write something about a nationwide court system 
because state, county, and local court laws, regulations, and rules are very often 
unique.  However; the general format of the Court system is based on the US 
Constitution so some standards apply nationally.   
 
Article VI, Clause 2 in the US Constitution is called the Federal Supremacy Clause.  It 
reads: 
 

“This Constitution, and the Laws of the United States which shall be made in 
Pursuance thereof; and all Treaties made, or which shall be made, under the 
Authority of the United States, shall be the supreme Law of the Land; and the 
Judges in every State shall be bound thereby, any Thing in the Constitution or 
Laws of any State to the Contrary notwithstanding.” 
 

Article III Section 1 in the US constitution gives the highest level setup for the Court 
system: 
 

“The judicial Power of the United States, shall be vested in one supreme Court, 
and in such inferior Courts as the Congress may from time to time ordain and 
establish. The Judges, both of the supreme and inferior Courts, shall hold their 
Offices during good Behaviour, and shall, at stated Times, receive for their 
Services, a Compensation, which shall not be diminished during their 
Continuance in Office.” 

 
This means that the states have to abide by the US Supreme Court and binding US 
Supreme Court Case Law.  Federal Supremacy is not an option for state courts.  It is 



mandatory.  The municipal courts routinely like to pretend Federal Rules and 
Requirements; especially constitutional rules, requirements, and prohibitions do not 
exist or do not apply to municipal courts.  This is an area of severe contention for the 
author of this book. 
 
The full scope of the court system is beyond the boundaries of this book; but in a limited 
overview there are Federal Courts and there are State Courts.  Federal Courts hear 
matters that tie to Federal Concerns, like civil rights, or contain litigants that live in 
multiple states.  State Courts hear matters that are specific only to their state and 
include only people of the same state. 
 
TYPES OF COURT AND COURT HEIRACHY 
 

There is a system of Federal Courts and a system of State Courts.  This list is not 
exhaustive, but covers the basic types of courts you’ll encounter if you’re engaged in 
law.  If Federal Courts have jurisdiction it will typically supersede State Court 
jurisdiction. If your rights are violated in a state court you may be able to find remedy in 
Federal Court. 
 

FEDERAL COURTS 
 
SUPREME COURT - Highest Court in the Land deciding appeals from Circuit Court 

CIRCUIT COURT - Group of judges including a member of the Supreme Court deciding 
appeals from District Court and a panel of judges may decide the appeal. 

DISTRICT COURT - A Court administered by a single Judge and the lowest tier of 
Federal Courts.  Adjudicating Family law matters is generally excluded from Federal 
Court and housed solely in State Court.  The time when State family matters becomes a 
Federal case is when the State Court deprives you of rights. 

STATE COURT 
 
STATE SUPREME COURT - Highest court in a state deciding appeals from Superior 
Court 

STATE SUPERIOR COURT - Panel of judges deciding appeals from lower courts 

[SOMETIMES A SPECIALTY LAYER] As states and populations get larger there can 
be specialized Courts.  They are similar to District Courts but typically handle specific 
legal matters rather than  



DISTRICT / COUNTY/ MUNICIPAL COURT - Sometimes called the COURT OF 
COMMON PLEAS, MUNICIPAL COURT, or DISTRICT COURT - These are Courts of 
general jurisdiction that can hear criminal and civil cases.  Family law is generally 
housed here. 

MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT COURT / JUSTICE COURT / CITY COURT/ TOWN COURT 
SUMMARY COURT- Smaller criminal matters and civil matters involving small amounts 
of money are typically held in Magisterial District Courts.  The man/woman overseeing 
these matters is not always an attorney or even a judge.  They are frequently a Justice 
of the Peace who is elected locally.  These courts are held in public office buildings and 
strip mall office rentals rather than impressive buildings with giant columns.  

There is a hierarchy to the Federal Courts and a separate Hierarchy to the State Courts.  
The US Supreme Court is the highest court in the land and any decision resulting from it 
is the final say on the matter.  If there’s a matter in Federal Court it starts at the District 
court.  Depending on how it goes the litigants may appeal and then it ends up at Circuit 
Court.  Circuit Court matters can be appealed to the Supreme Court. 
 
State Courts are set up the same way.  Supreme Courts have the highest state 
jurisdiction, appellate courts hear matters appealed from district courts and matters 
settled by the appellate court can be further appealed up to the Supreme Court.   
 
Federal District Courts are typically few in number.  California has the most Federal 
District Courts with 4.  Pennsylvania and a few other states have 3.  Many states only 
have 1 or 2 Federal District Courts. 
 
State district courts are more plentiful.  Each county may have their own State District 
Court of general jurisdiction. They frequently have authority to hear all possible matters.  
If a county is not very populous it may combine with other counties and a multitude of 
counties will have a single district court shared among them. 
 
Each town, county, or populated area may have a magisterial district court that hears 
small claims and criminal matters up to misdemeanors.  Felonies and more serious 
crimes are typically held at the municipal district courts, but as a first step in a more 
severe matter you might be brought before a local judge or justice of the peace to see if 
there’s probable cause to continue your legal mess in district court.  High dollar civil 
matters are held at the district court along with family law matters. 
 
Small things like parking infractions, noise complaints, misdemeanors on the criminal 
side may be held at a local venue in a town called a magisterial district court or possibly 
called something like a “General Session” Court or “Town” Court.  They also typically 



handle small claim civil matters.  Each state sets its own barrier to small claims, but 
states generally set the threshold between $3,900-25,000.  If you’re in a lawsuit where 
the damages are below the limit it can be held at the magisterial level before a justice of 
the peace, but if it gets bigger than the small claim limits then your civil matter will 
typically be held at the county level before a state judge. 
 
HIERARCHY OF LAWS, REGULATIONS, ORDINANCES, AND RULES 
 
The U.S. legal system operates under a hierarchy where higher-level laws supersede 
lower ones in case of conflict. This is rooted in the Supremacy Clause of the U.S. 
Constitution (Article VI), which establishes federal law as supreme over state and local 
laws. Below, are key types of law in approximate hierarchical order, starting from the 
highest authority. Each entry includes a concise description, its position in the hierarchy, 
differences from others, and any special notes relevant to pro se litigants. 
 
U.S. Constitution 
Description: The foundational document outlining the structure of the federal 
government, separation of powers, and fundamental rights (e.g., Bill of Rights). 
Hierarchy Position: Highest authority; all other U.S. laws must comply with it. 
Differences: Unlike statutes or regulations, it's not created by legislatures but amended 
via a rigorous process (2/3 Congress vote + 3/4 state ratification). It's broad and 
interpretive, often clarified by courts. 
Special Notes: As a pro se litigant, cite it directly in arguments if your case involves 
constitutional rights (e.g., due process under the 14th Amendment). It's unchangeable 
except by amendment. 
 
Treaties 
Description: Agreements between the U.S. and foreign nations, ratified by the Senate, 
covering issues like trade or human rights. 
Hierarchy Position: Equal to federal statutes but below the U.S. Constitution; they can 
preempt state laws. 
Differences: Unlike domestic laws, they're negotiated by the executive branch and focus 
on international relations; self-executing treaties have direct legal force without further 
legislation. 
Special Notes: Relevant in cases involving immigration or international disputes; pro se 
litigants should check if a treaty applies via the Supremacy Clause. 
 
Federal Statutes (also called Laws or Acts) 
Description: Laws passed by Congress and signed by the President, addressing 
national issues like civil rights (e.g., Civil Rights Act) or taxes. 



Hierarchy Position: Below the Constitution and treaties; supreme over state and local 
laws in areas of federal authority (e.g., interstate commerce). 
Differences: Broader than regulations (which implement them); statutes set policy, while 
regulations provide details. "Laws" is a general term often used interchangeably with 
statutes. 
Special Notes: Found in the U.S. Code (a compilation); pro se litigants use them as 
primary authority in federal courts. Research via tools like Congress.gov. 
 
Executive Orders  
Description: Directives from the President to federal agencies, implementing statutes or 
constitutional powers (e.g., national emergencies). 
Hierarchy Position: Below statutes but can have law-like effect if based on delegated 
authority; courts can strike them down if unconstitutional. 
Differences: Not passed by Congress; they're unilateral but temporary and revocable by 
future presidents or legislation. 
Special Notes: Useful in administrative law cases; pro se litigants can challenge them if 
they exceed statutory bounds. 
 
Federal Regulations 
Description: Rules created by federal agencies (e.g., EPA, FDA) to enforce statutes, 
with details like safety standards. 
Hierarchy Position: Below federal statutes; they must align with the enabling statute and 
Constitution. 
Differences: More specific and technical than statutes; subject to notice-and-comment 
rulemaking under the Administrative Procedure Act. 
Special Notes: Published in the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR); pro se litigants 
often encounter them in disputes with agencies—challenge via judicial review if 
arbitrary. 
 
State Constitutions 
Description: Each state's foundational document, similar to the U.S. Constitution but 
tailored to state government and rights. 
Hierarchy Position: Below federal law; supreme within the state over state statutes and 
local laws. 
Differences: Can provide broader protections than the U.S. Constitution (e.g., stronger 
privacy rights in some states) but cannot contradict it. Amended via state-specific 
processes. 
Special Notes: In state court cases, cite your state's constitution for additional rights; pro 
se litigants should compare it to federal equivalents. 
 



 
 
State Statutes (also called Laws or Acts) 
Description: Laws enacted by state legislatures, covering state-specific matters like 
family law or traffic rules. 
Hierarchy Position: Below state constitutions and all federal law; they govern unless 
preempted by federal authority. 
Differences: Similar to federal statutes but limited to state jurisdiction; "statutes" 
specifically means legislatively enacted laws, while "laws" is broader. 
Special Notes: Compiled in state codes; essential for pro se in state courts—use for 
claims like contract disputes. 
 
Codes 
Description: Organized compilations of statutes (e.g., U.S. Code, state penal codes), 
grouping related laws for easy reference. 
Hierarchy Position: Same as the statutes they contain (federal or state level). 
Differences: Not a separate "type" of law but a format; codes consolidate and update 
statutes, making them searchable (e.g., Title 18 for federal crimes). 
Special Notes: Pro se litigants rely on codes for research; they're not the original laws 
but official restatements—cite section numbers (e.g., 18 U.S.C. § 1001). 
 
State Regulations 
Description: Rules from state agencies (e.g., DMV licensing requirements) 
implementing state statutes. 
Hierarchy Position: Below state statutes; must comply with state and federal 
constitutions. 
Differences: Analogous to federal regulations but state-focused; often more flexible but 
subject to state administrative procedures. 
Special Notes: Found in state administrative codes; challenge in state courts if they 
overstep statutory authority. 
 
Ordinances 
Description: Local laws passed by city or county governments (e.g., zoning rules, noise 
restrictions). 
Hierarchy Position: Lowest public level; must comply with state and federal laws. 
Differences: Narrower scope than statutes (local only); enforced via municipal courts or 
fines. 
Special Notes: Common in small claims or local disputes; pro se litigants appeal to state 
courts if unconstitutional. 
 



Bylaws 
Description: Internal rules for organizations, corporations, or associations (e.g., HOA 
rules, corporate governance). 
Hierarchy Position: Outside the public hierarchy; enforceable as contracts but 
subordinate to all public laws. 
Differences: Private and voluntary, unlike public laws; not government-enacted but 
binding on members. 
Special Notes: In disputes like HOA violations, treat as contracts; pro se litigants 
enforce via civil suits, but they can't violate statutes. 
 
CASE LAW, DESCRIPTION, HIERARCHY, AND UTILITY 

Case law, also known as common law or judicial precedent, forms a cornerstone of the 
U.S. legal system, evolving from centuries of judicial decisions rather than solely from 
statutes or constitutions. Its roots trace back to medieval England, where judges began 
relying on prior rulings to ensure consistency and fairness in resolving disputes. This 
"stare decisis" principle—Latin for "to stand by things decided"—was adopted in the 
American colonies and embedded in the federal and state systems after independence.  

Judges create case law by interpreting laws, applying them to specific facts in lawsuits, 
and issuing written opinions that explain their reasoning. These opinions are published 
in reporters (e.g., U.S. Reports for Supreme Court cases) and become binding or 
influential in future cases. Judges use case law to guide their decisions, ensuring similar 
cases yield similar outcomes, while litigants (including attorneys and pro se parties) cite 
it to argue for or against a position, demonstrating how past rulings support their claims. 

Types of Case Law 

Case law is categorized based on its authority in a given court. The two primary types 
are binding and persuasive precedents, which differ in enforceability: 

●​ Binding (Mandatory) Precedent: This is case law that a court must follow. It 
comes from higher courts within the same jurisdiction. For example, a state trial 
court is bound by decisions from its state's supreme court or appellate courts. In 
federal courts, district courts must adhere to rulings from their circuit's court of 
appeals and the U.S. Supreme Court. Binding precedent ensures uniformity but 
can be distinguished if the facts of the current case differ significantly. 

●​ Persuasive Precedent: This is influential but not obligatory. It includes decisions 
from courts in other jurisdictions (e.g., a California court citing a New York ruling), 
lower courts, or even foreign tribunals. Persuasive authority is useful when no 



binding precedent exists, allowing litigants to argue by analogy. Courts may 
adopt it if the reasoning is sound, but they can reject it without issue. 

Other types include: 

●​ Dicta (Obiter Dictum): Non-binding comments in a judicial opinion that aren't 
essential to the decision. These offer insights but carry little weight. 

●​ Overruled or Abrogated Precedent: Outdated case law that's been explicitly 
rejected or superseded, which should be generally avoided in arguments. 

Hierarchy of Case Law 

The hierarchy mirrors the court structure, with higher courts' decisions overriding lower 
ones. In the federal system: 

1.​ U.S. Supreme Court: Highest authority; its rulings on federal issues bind all U.S. 
courts. 

2.​ U.S. Courts of Appeals (Circuit Courts): Bind district courts within their circuit 
(e.g., 9th Circuit covers Western states); persuasive elsewhere. 

3.​ U.S. District Courts (Trial Level): Bind only themselves or lower tribunals like 
bankruptcy courts; generally persuasive in other districts. 

In state systems (which vary slightly): 

1.​ State Supreme Court: Top tier, binding statewide. 
2.​ State Appellate Courts: Technically binds trial courts in their districts, but 

practically seems to bind every trial/district court. 
3.​ State Trial Courts: Lowest, with decisions rarely binding beyond the case. 

Federal case law trumps state case law on federal matters (e.g., constitutional rights), 
per the Supremacy Clause. Pro se litigants should identify the relevant 
jurisdiction—federal or state—and prioritize the highest applicable precedent. 

Utility of Case Law for Pro Se Litigants 

For self-represented litigants, case law is a powerful tool to level the playing field 
against experienced opponents. It allows you to support your arguments with 
established judicial reasoning, such as citing a similar case to argue for dismissal of 
charges or summary judgment. In motions, briefs, or oral arguments, referencing case 
law shows the court why your position aligns with legal principles, potentially swaying 
outcomes. It fills gaps in statutes by providing interpretations (e.g., what "reasonable 



doubt" means in criminal trials). To be frank, practically no one in this system will care 
what you have to say or what you think, but if you argue to them what other judges have 
said you may have a weapon you can wield to navigate towards your desires.  Black 
Letter Law backed by well researched case law is a pretty good spike to nail into your 
vampiric judicial official.  It’s your best chance to pin them down to your way of thinking. 

Case Law: Precedent vs Distinction 

In the intricate web of the legal system, case law—also known as judicial 
precedent—serves as the backbone of decision-making, where courts rely on prior 
rulings from higher or equivalent tribunals to guide outcomes in similar disputes. Under 
the doctrine of stare decisis ("to stand by things decided"), judges are bound to follow 
established precedents to ensure consistency, predictability, and fairness, preventing 
arbitrary rulings. However, cases are often "distinguishable" when key facts differ 
materially from the precedent, allowing courts to sidestep its application. For instance, if 
a prior case involved a contract dispute over goods sold interstate, a new case with 
purely local sales might be distinguished on jurisdictional grounds, freeing the judge to 
tailor the decision to the unique circumstances. 

Yet, this flexibility in distinguishing cases can be abused, particularly in pro se litigation 
where self-represented individuals (often lacking legal sophistication) face off against 
seasoned attorneys or biased benches. Courts may over-rely on hyper-technical 
distinctions to avoid precedents that mandate common-sense outcomes, twisting logic 
into knots that defy everyday reasoning. A classic example is Nix v. Hedden (149 U.S. 
304, 1893), where the Supreme Court classified tomatoes as vegetables for tariff 
purposes based on common usage (eaten in meals, not desserts), rather than botanical 
science (as fruits). Here, common sense prevailed, but in pro se cases, judges might 
abuse distinguishability to ignore such pragmatism—say, distinguishing a 
straightforward contract breach on minor procedural variances, ruling against a 
layperson's intuitive argument despite evident fairness. This not only perpetuates 
injustice but erodes public trust, turning the courtroom into a realm where legalese 
trumps logic, leaving inexperienced unrepresented litigants at a profound disadvantage. 
To combat this, pro se advocates should arm themselves with clear analogies to 
precedents, emphasizing factual similarities to force the application of common sense 
over contrived distinctions. 

In my own case the Divorce Master told me that my case and a precedent were 
distinguished because my matter was about virtual estate development rather than 
physical estate Development.  I’m still trying to clarify that the type of property doesn’t 
matter as much as who did the effort to improve the property.  Just because someone 
tells you case law is distinguishable doesn’t mean it is.  You have to clarify reasons. 



How Case Law Can Be Overturned 

Case law isn't immutable; it can be overturned to reflect societal changes, new 
evidence, or evolving interpretations. The most common method is through higher court 
review: a superior court (e.g., the U.S. Supreme Court) can explicitly overrule a lower 
court's precedent in a new case, as in Obergefell v. Hodges (2015), which expanded 
marriage rights by building on and distinguishing prior rulings.  

En banc decisions—where an entire appellate court reconsiders a panel's ruling—can 
also reverse precedents. Legislatures can abrogate case law by passing statutes that 
address the issue differently (e.g., Congress overriding a Supreme Court interpretation 
via new laws). Rarely, constitutional amendments directly counteract judicial decisions. 
Pro se litigants should note that overturning is infrequent due to stare decisis, but before 
using certain arguments from case law it’s worth double checking that the case hasn’t 
been overturned later. 

Understanding Court Rules: A Guide for Pro Se Litigants 

Court rules are the procedural frameworks that dictate how lawsuits and legal 
proceedings are conducted in courts. Unlike substantive laws (e.g., statutes defining 
crimes or rights), court rules focus on the "how-to" aspects—ensuring cases move 
efficiently, fairly, and consistently while protecting due process. They are typically 
created and updated by judicial bodies, such as supreme courts or rule-making 
committees, rather than legislatures, though some have statutory backing. For pro se 
litigants, mastering these rules is essential: violations can lead to dismissed claims, 
sanctions, or lost cases. That’s true for you and for your opposing litigants.  So, you can 
get something dismissed if they don’t follow the rules, but you have to know the rules to 
be able to call them out when your opponent(s) break the rules.  And you want to make 
sure you’re not breaking the rules yourself or you’ll find that even valid arguments get 
tossed out for failing to meet procedural requirements. 

Distinctions and Hierarchy Among Federal, State, and Local Rules 

Court rules operate in a tiered hierarchy, where higher-level rules take precedence over 
lower ones in case of conflict. This structure mirrors the U.S. judicial system, promoting 
uniformity while allowing flexibility for local needs. 

●​ Federal Rules: These apply nationwide to all U.S. federal courts (e.g., district 
courts, courts of appeals). Key sets include the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure 
(FRCP) for civil cases, Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure (FRCrP) for criminal 
matters, Federal Rules of Evidence (FRE) for admissibility of proof, and Federal 



Rules of Appellate Procedure (FRAP) for appeals. Approved by the U.S. 
Supreme Court and Congress, they set a baseline for efficiency (e.g., 
emphasizing alternative dispute resolution). In federal cases, they supersede 
state or local rules. 

●​ State Rules: Each of the 50 states (plus territories) has its own rules, often 
inspired by federal models but tailored to state needs. For example, New York's 
Civil Practice Law and Rules (CPLR) or Texas Rules of Civil Procedure. They 
govern state trial and appellate courts, covering similar topics as federal rules but 
with variations (e.g., stricter discovery timelines in some states). State rules 
prevail in state courts unless preempted by federal law (e.g., in diversity 
jurisdiction cases). 

●​ Local Rules: These are court-specific supplements, issued by individual federal 
districts (e.g., Southern District of New York Local Rules) or state 
county/municipal courts. They address practical details like electronic filing 
formats or judge-specific preferences. Lowest in hierarchy, they must align with 
federal or state rules and can't create new substantive rights. Pro se litigants 
often overlook them, leading to errors—always review the court's local rules 
alongside higher ones. 

In practice: Start with the broadest applicable rules (federal for U.S. courts, state for 
state matters), then layer on local specifics. If a local rule contradicts a higher one, the 
higher prevails—argue this if needed. 

Categories of Court Rules 

Court rules are organized into categories to codify different stages and aspects of 
litigation, making the process predictable and orderly. Understanding these helps pro se 
litigants navigate filings and avoid pitfalls. Common categories include: 

●​ Commencement and Pleadings: Rules on starting a case, such as filing 
complaints, answers, and amendments (e.g., specifying formats, fees, and 
deadlines). 

●​ Service and Notice: Guidelines for delivering documents to parties (e.g., 
personal service, mail, or electronic), ensuring everyone is informed. 

●​ Discovery: Procedures for gathering evidence, like interrogatories, depositions, 
and document requests, to prevent trial surprises. 

●​ Motions and Hearings: Rules for filing motions (e.g., to dismiss or for summary 
judgment), including timing, supporting documents, and oral arguments. 

●​ Trials and Evidence: Standards for courtroom proceedings, jury selection, 
witness testimony, and evidence admissibility (e.g., hearsay rules). 



●​ Judgments and Appeals: Processes for entering judgments, post-trial motions, 
and appealing decisions. 

●​ Special Proceedings: Rules for unique cases like small claims, family law, or 
probate, often with simplified procedures. 

●​ Administrative and Ethical Rules: Covering court administration (e.g., e-filing 
systems) and conduct (e.g., prohibitions on ex parte communications). 

Fundamental Rules Commonly Encountered by Litigants 

Here are some of the most essential rules pro se litigants face, with notes on their 
importance and tips. These are generalized; consult specific federal/state/local versions 
(e.g., FRCP Rule 4 for federal service). 

●​ Service of Process (e.g., FRCP 4, state equivalents): Requires properly 
notifying defendants of the lawsuit via summons and complaint. Note: Improper 
service can void your case; use certified mail or process servers. Waivers can 
save time/cost. 

●​ Pleading Standards (e.g., FRCP 8, 12): Complaints must state claims clearly 
and factually; answers must respond or risk default. Note: Avoid vague 
language—courts dismiss "frivolous" pleadings. Pro se filings get some leniency 
but must still meet basics. 

●​ Discovery Deadlines and Limits (e.g., FRCP 26-37): Sets timelines for 
exchanging information; protective orders prevent abuse. Note: Missing 
deadlines can bar evidence; request extensions via motion if needed, but don't 
overuse. 

●​ Motion Filing Requirements (e.g., FRCP 7, local rules): Motions need briefs, 
evidence, and notice to opponents. Note: Common for pro se: motions to dismiss 
or compel discovery. File timely (e.g., within 21 days for responses) to avoid 
waiver. 

●​ Evidence Admissibility (e.g., FRE 401-403, state rules): Evidence must be 
relevant, not prejudicial, and authenticated. Note: Hearsay (out-of-court 
statements) is often excluded; learn exceptions. Object promptly at trial. 

●​ Summary Judgment (e.g., FRCP 56): Allows early case resolution if no genuine 
fact disputes. Note: Useful for pro se to end weak claims; support with 
affidavits/sworn statements. 

●​ Courtroom Conduct and Decorum (local/state rules): Prohibits disruptions; 
requires punctuality and respect. Note: Address judges as "Your Honor"; 
violations can lead to contempt charges. 

●​ Appeals Filing (e.g., FRAP 3-4, state rules): Strict 30-day notice deadlines 
post-judgment. Note: Appeals focus on legal errors, not new evidence; pro se 
must perfect the record. 



Many courts offer pro se handbooks summarizing rules. Violating them isn't excused by 
self-representation— as mentioned at the start, this whole experience is performance 
based so you’ll have to prepare thoroughly to build knowledge, act with clarity, and build 
credibility.  

Court Actions: A Guide for Pro Se Litigants 

Court actions refer to the steps, filings, and procedures that parties—especially 
self-represented (pro se) litigants—take to initiate, advance, resolve, or enforce legal 
disputes in court. These actions are governed by court rules (e.g., Federal Rules of Civil 
Procedure or state equivalents) and ensure due process while allowing litigants to 
present their cases. As a pro se litigant, you have the same rights as attorneys to 
perform these actions, but you must follow deadlines, formats, and etiquette strictly to 
avoid dismissal or sanctions. Courts often provide forms and self-help resources; use 
them to draft filings. Remember, actions vary by case type (civil, criminal, family) and 
jurisdiction (federal vs. state), so always check specific rules. 

Initiating a Matter: Starting the Case 

To begin a legal matter, you file documents that notify the court and opposing parties of 
your claims or defenses. This establishes jurisdiction and starts the clock on timelines. 

●​ Filing a Complaint or Petition: In civil cases, this document outlines your 
claims, facts, legal basis, and requested relief (e.g., damages, injunctions). In 
family law, it's often a petition (e.g., for divorce). Pro se tip: Use court-approved 
forms; pay filing fees or apply for a waiver if indigent. 

●​ Issuing a Summons: Accompanies the complaint; directs the defendant to 
respond. Served via process server, mail, or sheriff. 

●​ Criminal Charges or Indictments: For pro se (rare, as defendants), this might 
involve responding to government-filed charges. As a victim, you could file a 
private complaint in some states for minor offenses. 

●​ Small Claims or Administrative Filings: Simplified starts for low-value 
disputes; often no formal summons needed. 

Starting a matter requires "standing" (personal stake) and proper venue (location). 
Improper initiation can lead to dismissal— for now focus on defense, but eventually 
you’ll be the one starting lawsuits and teaching people hard lessons that attempts to 
violate your rights, take your property, interrupt your custody, or infringe your freedom 
come with varying degrees of unpleasant consequences that you’re willing to distribute 
with extreme prejudice. 



Actions During a Matter: Advancing the Case 

Once started, litigants engage in pre-trial activities to build their case, exchange 
information, and seek interim rulings. These keep the case moving toward resolution. 

●​ Responding to Filings: File an answer to a complaint (admitting/denying claims) 
or counterclaim (your own claims against the plaintiff). Motions to dismiss 
challenge the case's validity (e.g., lack of jurisdiction). 

●​ Discovery: Request evidence from the other side via interrogatories (written 
questions), depositions (sworn testimony), requests for production (documents), 
or admissions. Pro se tip: Be specific; courts can compel compliance if ignored. 

●​ Motions: Formal requests for court orders, such as summary judgment (end 
case early if no fact disputes), preliminary injunctions (temporary relief), or to 
compel discovery. Include supporting briefs and evidence. 

●​ Hearings and Conferences: Attend status conferences (case management) or 
evidentiary hearings. Argue orally; prepare with outlines. 

●​ Amendments: Change pleadings with court permission if new facts emerge. 
●​ Settlement Negotiations: Propose or respond to offers; use mediation 

(court-ordered or voluntary) to resolve without trial. 

During this phase, adhere to deadlines (e.g., 21-30 days for responses); extensions 
require motions for “continuance.” This section is the bulk of your legal matter.  Going 
back and forth preparing motions where you ask the Court to do or not do certain things 
is the bulk of the work. 

Concluding a Matter: Ending the Case 

Cases end through voluntary actions, court decisions, or defaults, resulting in a final 
judgment. 

●​ Dismissal: Voluntary (by plaintiff) or involuntary (court-ordered, e.g., for failure to 
prosecute). With/without prejudice affects refiling. 

●​ Default Judgment: If a party fails to respond, the court may rule in your favor 
without trial. 

●​ Summary Judgment: Granted if evidence shows no triable issues. 
●​ Trial: Present evidence, witnesses, and arguments before a judge (bench trial) or 

jury. Verdicts conclude the trial phase. 
●​ Settlement Agreements: Parties agree to terms; court approves and dismisses 

the case. 
●​ Directed Verdict or Judgment as a Matter of Law: During trial, if evidence is 

insufficient. 



Ending a matter produces a judgment—enforceable unless appealed. Pro se tip: Ensure 
all claims are addressed to avoid partial resolutions. 

Post-Matter Actions: After the Case Ends 

Even after conclusion, actions may enforce, challenge, or collect on the judgment. 
These have strict timelines (e.g., 30 days for appeals). 

●​ Appeals: Challenge errors in law or procedure to a higher court. File a notice of 
appeal, briefs, and record; focuses on legal issues, not new evidence. 

●​ Enforcement and Collection: Use writs of execution (seize assets), 
garnishments (deduct wages), or liens to collect judgments. 

●​ Post-Judgment Motions: Request relief from judgment (e.g., for fraud or new 
evidence) or modifications (e.g., in family law for custody changes). 

●​ Satisfaction of Judgment: File to confirm payment and close the case. 
●​ Bankruptcy or Other Relief: If unable to pay, file separately to discharge debts. 

Post-matter, monitor for compliance; non-payment can lead to contempt. Pro se litigants 
should track statutes of limitations for enforcement (varies by state, e.g., 10-20 years for 
judgments). 

Overall, court actions empower pro se litigants to pursue justice independently, but 
preparation is key—review rules, use free clinics, and file accurately. If overwhelmed, 
consider limited-scope attorney help for specific actions. 

The Cast of Characters: Key People Pro Se Litigants Encounter in Court 

Navigating a court case as a pro se litigant introduces you to a variety of individuals who 
play essential roles in the legal process. These "characters" ensure proceedings run 
smoothly, enforce rules, and help resolve disputes. The specific people you meet 
depend on the court type and case nature—such as family law or criminal matters in 
municipal courts (which handle local ordinances, misdemeanors, and sometimes 
preliminary family issues), or small claims and infractions in magisterial district courts 
(common in states like Pennsylvania, dealing with minor civil claims up to a certain 
dollar amount, traffic tickets, and initial criminal arraignments). Understanding their roles 
helps you interact effectively, prepare appropriately, and avoid common pitfalls.  

Judicial and Decision-Making Roles 

●​ Judge (or Magistrate/Judicial Officer): The allegedly neutral authority who 
presides over hearings, interprets laws, rules on motions, and issues decisions. 



In municipal courts, they handle criminal arraignments, bail settings, or family law 
matters like protection, custody, support, and property distribution orders. In 
magisterial district courts, they oversee small claims trials or infraction hearings 
(e.g., speeding tickets).  

●​ Magisterial District Judge (MDJ): Specific to systems like Pennsylvania's 
magisterial district courts, this is a type of judge elected or appointed for local 
matters. They conduct preliminary hearings for crimes, rule on small claims (e.g., 
disputes under state limits), and handle infractions like parking violations.  

●​ Pro se tip: These courts are often more informal.  If you’re used to state or 
federal court it’s a little offputting actually as the hearings aren’t held in a 
traditional court building but something like a converted strip mall office space. 

Court Support and Administrative Staff 

●​ Court Clerk (or Clerk of Court): Manages filings, schedules hearings, and 
maintains records. You'll interact with them to submit documents, pay fees, or get 
case updates. In municipal courts, they handle criminal dockets or family filings; 
in magisterial districts, they process small claims summonses or infraction 
payments. Pro se tip: Clerks can provide forms and procedural info but not legal 
advice—ask for self-help resources. 

●​ Bailiff (or Court Security Officer): Enforces courtroom order, escorts parties, 
and announces cases. Common in all courts, they ensure safety during tense 
family law hearings or criminal matters. Pro se tip: Follow their instructions 
promptly; they can remove disruptive individuals. 

●​ Court Reporter (or Stenographer): Records proceedings verbatim, often via 
machine or audio. Present in formal hearings like criminal trials in municipal 
courts or contested small claims. Pro se tip: Request transcripts if needed for 
appeals, but expect fees. 

Adversarial and Representational Roles 

●​ Prosecutor (or District Attorney/Assistant DA): Represents the government in 
criminal cases or infractions. In municipal courts, they prosecute misdemeanors 
(e.g., DUI) or municipal violations; in magisterial districts, they handle preliminary 
criminal matters or traffic cases. Not typically in pure civil/family matters unless 
involving child support enforcement. Pro se tip: As a defendant, negotiate pleas 
or challenge evidence; they're your opponent, so prepare counterarguments. 

●​ Opposing Party (or Their Attorney): The other side in the dispute—e.g., an 
ex-spouse in family law, a landlord in small claims, or the citing officer in 
infractions. Attorneys represent them professionally, cross-examining you or filing 



motions. Pro se tip: Stay professional; if they're represented, focus on facts, not 
emotions, to avoid intimidation. 

●​ Public Defender (or Assigned Counsel): In criminal matters at municipal or 
magisterial courts, low-income defendants may qualify for this free lawyer. Not 
available for civil cases like small claims or most family law. Pro se tip: If eligible, 
consider accepting representation for complex crimes; otherwise, proceed pro se 
but seek advice from legal aid. 

Specialized and Supportive Roles 

●​ Witnesses: Individuals with relevant knowledge, called by you or the opposition. 
In family law (e.g., custody disputes in municipal courts), they might be relatives 
testifying to parenting; in small claims, experts on damages; in 
criminal/infractions, officers or victims. Pro se tip: Prepare questions in advance; 
subpoena if needed to ensure attendance. 

●​ Mediator or Conciliator: Neutral facilitators encouraging settlements. Common 
in family law (e.g., divorce mediation) or small claims at magisterial courts to 
resolve disputes quickly. Pro se tip: Use this for amicable resolutions; 
agreements become binding if approved. 

●​ Guardian ad Litem (GAL) or Child Advocate: In family law cases involving 
children (possible in municipal courts for emergency orders), this court-appointed 
person investigates and recommends what's best for the child.. 

●​ Interpreter: Provides language translation for non-English speakers. Available in 
all courts for hearings. Pro se tip: Request in advance if needed; courts provide 
this service free. 

●​ Self-Help Center Staff or Legal Aid Volunteers: Not always in the courtroom 
but crucial for pro se prep. Many municipal and magisterial courts have clinics 
offering forms, workshops, or limited advice for family, small claims, or 
infractions. You might find packets available for certain types of legal matters that 
are commonly dealt with at that particular court.  Pro se tip: Visit early; they 
bridge the gap without full representation. 

In any court experience, remember that these roles form a team allegedly focused on 
justice, but as a pro se litigant, you're responsible for your own advocacy. Interactions 
can feel intimidating, especially in emotional family law or high-stakes criminal matters, 
so observe sessions beforehand if possible.  

 



COURT AS A GAME 
COURT IS LIKE A HIGH STAKES GAME 

Take out a board game, read the rules, review some youtube videos, and play a 
little.  Court is kinda like that.  It’s a high stakes game where your freedom, 

property, income, and children are at stake.  The better you know the rules and all 
the various aspects the better you can play and the better your outcomes will be. 

Take a moment to consider that the closest thing that you know to Court is likely a 
game.  Sports analogy, especially American Football, isn’t such a bad example.  You 
have many pages of rules, the sport gets played, and then people review the outcomes 
of complex plays under complex rules to see what actually happened.  European style 
Boardgames are also good examples.  Again, you have complex rules, play that 
happens, and then an in depth conversation around the rules occurs (ie fighting for 30 
minutes in Munchkin to see if the spell actually blocks you from killing the monster).  
Eventually the game is decided based on how well people played.  Court is kinda like 
this.  So, I present to you some game analogies to different court matters. 
 
The following examples withhold my general skepticism of the Court these days and 
instead I attempt to describe at a high level what court is supposed to be like or how it 
allegedly operates. 

Court as a Game: The Flow of Actions in Criminal Matters 

In criminal matters—broadly involving offenses against society, like theft, assault, or 
traffic violations—court resembles a high-stakes poker game, where the state 
(prosecutor) holds strong cards (evidence, resources), the defendant bluffs or folds 
(pleads), and the judge allegedly ensures a fair deck. The focus, when operating 
lawfully, is proving guilt beyond reasonable doubt, with potential penalties like fines or 
imprisonment. Liberty is at stake, so defendants get protections (e.g., public defenders if 
indigent). Here's a generic flow of the game, which is similar in both state and federal 
courts, from charges to outcome, emphasizing actions by prosecutors, defendants, 
judges, and others. 

1.​ Initiation: Dealing the Hand The game begins with law enforcement (police) 
arresting the defendant or issuing a citation/summons. The prosecutor (district 
attorney or just a cop) reviews evidence and files charges via complaint or 
indictment (from a grand jury in serious cases). The defendant appears at 



arraignment: the judge reads charges, determines probable cause, sets bail (via 
bondsman or release), and appoints a public defender if needed. The defendant 
enters an initial plea (guilty/not guilty), starting the clock for further actions. 

2.​ Pre-Trial Responses and Motions: Early Bets and Bluffs The defendant, often 
with counsel, files motions like to suppress evidence (e.g., illegally obtained) or 
dismiss charges for insufficient cause, supported by briefs. The prosecutor 
opposes with their briefs. A flurry of motions ensues: for bail reduction, speedy 
trial, or change of venue. The judge holds hearings where both sides argue; 
witnesses may testify. Discovery follows, with the prosecutor disclosing evidence 
(e.g., police reports) to the defense, who might request more via motions to 
compel. This phase tests strengths, often leading to plea negotiations. 

3.​ Plea Bargaining and Further Motions: Negotiating the Pot Much of the 
"game" happens here off the board: the prosecutor offers plea deals (reduced 
charges for guilty plea), discussed with the defendant and their attorney. If 
accepted, a plea hearing occurs where the judge questions the defendant and 
accepts the plea. If rejected, more motions flood in—e.g., to sever charges or join 
defendants in multi-party cases—with briefs and arguments. Pre-trial 
conferences allow the judge to push for resolution and set trial rules. 

4.​ Trial Preparation and Arguments: Showing Cards If Defendants don’t plea, 
trial looms. Jury selection involves prosecutor and defense challenging jurors, 
overseen by the judge. Opening statements commence: prosecutor goes first 
and outlines the case, defense previews doubts. The prosecutor presents 
evidence (witnesses, exhibits) and argues guilt; defense cross-examines to poke 
holes. Then, defense presents (if choosing to), with prosecutor cross-examining 
to poke holes and expose lies. Motions for directed verdict (acquittal if evidence 
weak) may arise mid-trial. Closing arguments: prosecutor first, defense rebuts. 
The judge instructs the jury on law. 

5.​ Verdict and Sentencing: The Showdown The jury deliberates and returns a 
verdict (guilty/not guilty). If guilty, a sentencing hearing follows: prosecutor 
recommends punishment, defense argues mitigation (e.g., via character 
witnesses), and the judge imposes sentence (probation, jail, fines). Settlements 
analogize to pleas, resolving 90%+ of cases without trial. Post-verdict, defense 
can motion for new trial or appeal. 

6.​ Post-Resolution: Appeals and Enforcement If convicted, the defendant 
appeals to higher courts, filing briefs on errors; prosecutor responds. Probation 
officers monitor sentences, and parole boards may later adjust. Victims (via 
advocates) can input at sentencing. 

In criminal games, the house (state) has advantages, so defense strategy focuses on 
doubt and rights. Pro se is riskier here—consider counsel. 



Court as a Game: The Flow of Actions in Civil Matters 

Viewing court as a strategic game, think of it like a chess match where players (litigants, 
lawyers, and court officials) take turns making moves under strict rules, with the judge 
as the referee enforcing the law as the board's boundaries. In civil matters—broadly 
covering disputes like contracts, personal injuries, property, or family issues—the goal is 
often compensation, injunctions, or declarations of rights. The "game" emphasizes 
preparation, evidence, and persuasion rather than guilt. Here's a basic, generic flow of 
actions by the key players, from initiation to resolution. This assumes a typical state or 
federal civil court process, but variations exist by jurisdiction. 

1.​ Initiation: The Opening Move The plaintiff (the "initiator" or aggrieved party) 
starts the game by filing a complaint or petition with the court clerk, outlining the 
claims, facts, and desired relief. They pay filing fees (or seek waivers) and obtain 
a summons. The court clerk issues the case number and stamps documents. A 
process server or sheriff with a fabulous mustache then serves (delivers) these to 
the defendant (the "opponent"), notifying them of the lawsuit. This move 
establishes the board—jurisdiction and venue—and puts the defendant on the 
clock (typically 20-30 days to respond). 

2.​ Response: The Defendant's Counterplay The defendant reviews the complaint 
and files an answer with the clerk, admitting/denying allegations and raising 
defenses or counterclaims (their own accusations against the plaintiff). They 
might also file initial motions, like a motion to dismiss for lack of merit or 
jurisdiction, supported by a brief (written argument). The plaintiff can oppose this 
with their own brief. The judge reviews filings and may schedule a hearing where 
both sides argue orally. If the motion succeeds, the Plaintiff loses, and the case 
ends early; otherwise, the game advances. 

3.​ Discovery: Gathering Pieces and Probing Weaknesses Both parties 
exchange information to build their strategies. The plaintiff and defendant (or 
their attorneys) send interrogatories (questions), requests for documents, and 
take depositions (sworn interviews). Court rules govern this phase; if one side 
stonewalls, the other files a motion to compel, argued before the judge. The 
judge may issue orders enforcing discovery or imposing sanctions (penalties like 
fines). This phase reveals the opponent's hand, often leading to a flurry of 
motions to limit evidence (e.g., motions in limine to exclude prejudicial info). 

4.​ Pre-Trial Motions and Conferences: Positioning for Endgame As discovery 
wraps, a surge of motions occurs: summary judgment (asking the judge to rule 
without trial if facts are undisputed), motions for protective orders, or to amend 
pleadings. Each motion involves briefs from both sides, possible replies, and 
hearings where litigants argue. The judge rules, narrowing issues. A pre-trial 



conference follows, where the judge meets with parties to discuss settlement, set 
trial dates, and resolve logistics. Mediators (neutral facilitators) may join to broker 
deals, avoiding trial. 

5.​ Trial: The Climax of Arguments If no settlement, the case goes to trial. If it’s a 
jury trial then Jury selection (voir dire) involves both sides questioning potential 
jurors, with the judge overseeing. It can also just be a tribunal by a lone judge. 
Opening statements set the narrative: plaintiff first, then defendant. The plaintiff 
presents evidence (witnesses, exhibits) and argues their case; the defendant 
cross-examines. Then, the defendant presents their side, with plaintiff 
cross-examining. Closing arguments summarize, and the judge instructs the jury 
(if applicable). The jury deliberates and delivers a verdict, or the judge decides in 
a bench trial. 

6.​ Resolution: Judgment or Settlement The judge enters a judgment based on 
the verdict, awarding damages or relief. Parties can file post-trial motions (e.g., 
for new trial if errors occurred). Settlements can happen anytime—often during 
motions or conferences—where parties negotiate terms, draft agreements, and 
dismiss the case. If unsatisfied, appeals follow to higher courts, restarting a 
appellate "game" focused on legal errors. Throughout, the court clerk handles 
filings, and bailiffs maintain order. 

In this civil game, strategy wins: thorough preparation and timely moves prevent 
checkmate (dismissal). Pro se players must master rules to compete. 

Court as a Game: The Flow of Actions in Custody Matters 

Custody matters, a subset of family law within the civil court system, can be likened to a 
strategic board game like Risk, where the "territory" is parental rights and 
responsibilities over children, and the objective is determining the child's best interests 
(e.g., physical custody, legal custody for decisions on education/health, and visitation 
schedules). The state is supposed to act as an overseer to protect the child, with 
parents (or guardians) as primary players. Emotions run high, but the game prioritizes 
evidence of parenting fitness over wins/losses. This generic flow assumes a typical 
state family court process, often starting with divorce, paternity, or modification petitions; 
variations exist by jurisdiction, and some states require mediation as a first approach. 

1.​ Initiation: Setting Up the Board One parent (the petitioner) initiates by filing a 
petition for custody with the court clerk, detailing requested arrangements, 
reasons (e.g., primary residence with one parent), and supporting facts like the 
child's needs or parental fitness. They include affidavits (sworn statements) and 
pay fees (or seek waivers). The clerk issues a case number and summons. A 
process server delivers these to the respondent (other parent), who has 20-30 



days to respond. Emergency motions for temporary custody can be filed if harm 
is imminent, leading to quick ex parte (one-sided) hearings. 

2.​ Response: Claiming Territories The respondent files an answer or 
counter-petition, agreeing/disagreeing with the proposal and offering their own 
plan (e.g., joint custody). Initial motions might include requests for temporary 
orders or to appoint a guardian ad litem (GAL, a child advocate). Both sides 
submit briefs; the judge may hold a preliminary hearing to argue interim custody, 
considering factors like stability and safety. The factors to consider are likely 
mandated by state law.  If domestic violence is alleged, protective orders 
integrate into play. 

3.​ Discovery and Evaluation: Scouting the Landscape Parties exchange info on 
parenting, finances, and child welfare via interrogatories, document requests 
(e.g., school records), and depositions. Home studies or psychological 
evaluations may be ordered by the judge. A flurry of motions arises: to compel 
disclosure, restrict visitation, or involve experts. The GAL investigates (interviews 
parents/child) and reports to the court. Mandatory parenting classes or mediation 
sessions occur, where a neutral mediator facilitates agreements on custody 
plans. 

4.​ Pre-Trial Motions and Conferences: Alliances and Skirmishes Motions 
intensify: for summary disposition if facts are clear, or modifications based on 
new evidence (e.g., relocation). Briefs and hearings allow oral arguments. A 
status conference with the judge reviews progress, encourages settlement, and 
sets trial dates. Mediation continues; if successful, parties draft a parenting plan 
for court approval. 

5.​ Trial: The Decisive Battle If unresolved, a bench trial (no jury in most custody 
cases) ensues. No formal jury selection. Opening statements outline positions. 
The petitioner presents evidence (witnesses like teachers, experts on child 
development); respondent cross-examines. Respondent then presents, with 
petitioner cross-examining. The GAL testifies on the child's best interests. 
Closing arguments emphasize statutory factors (e.g., child's wishes if old 
enough, parental bonds). The judge deliberates and issues a custody order. 

6.​ Resolution: Dividing the Map The judge enters a final order, detailing custody 
type, visitation, and decision-making. Settlements via mediated agreements can 
end the game anytime, becoming court orders. Post-judgment motions allow 
modifications if circumstances change (e.g., job loss affecting stability). Appeals 
challenge legal errors. Enforcement involves contempt motions if violated. 
Throughout, clerks manage filings, bailiffs maintain order, and social workers may 
monitor compliance. 

In custody games, the child's welfare is the ultimate rule—focus on cooperative 
strategies to avoid prolonged conflict. 



Court as a Game: The Flow of Actions in Support Matters 

Support matters, another family law branch in civil courts, resemble a 
resource-management game like Monopoly, where the "currency" is financial obligations 
(child support for minors' needs or spousal support/alimony for post-divorce equity). The 
state enforces guidelines to ensure fairness, with calculations based on income, 
custody, and needs. Players are typically ex-partners as marriage isn’t a prerequisite to 
support.  This flow covers typical state processes, often tied to divorce or paternity; 
federal rules apply for interstate enforcement. 

1.​ Initiation: Acquiring Properties The petitioner (often the custodial parent) files 
a complaint or petition for support with the clerk, including income details, child 
expenses, and a proposed amount (using state guidelines). Attachments like pay 
stubs support claims. Fees are paid or waived. The clerk assigns a case and 
issues a summons, served to the respondent (payor). Temporary support 
motions can seek immediate payments during pendency. 

2.​ Response: Building Defenses The respondent answers, providing their 
financials and disputing calculations if needed (e.g., claiming lower income). 
Counter-motions might request downward deviations or impute income (assign 
hypothetical earnings if unemployed). Initial briefs outline positions; the judge 
may schedule a hearing for temporary support, arguing based on affidavits and 
worksheets. 

3.​ Discovery: Data Exchange Both exchange financial docs: tax returns, bank 
statements, expense logs. Interrogatories probe hidden assets; depositions 
clarify earnings. Motions to compel arise if info is withheld. Child support 
enforcement agencies (state offices) may join, providing guideline calculations. 
Evaluations assess needs, like special medical costs. 

4.​ Pre-Trial Motions and Conferences: Negotiating Deals A wave of motions: for 
summary judgment on undisputed amounts, or modifications (e.g., due to job 
change). Briefs and hearings allow debates on deviations (e.g., high childcare 
costs). Support conferences or mediation push settlements; parties use software 
or worksheets to agree on amounts/duration. The judge reviews and may order 
audits. 

5.​ Trial: Bankrupting or Balancing Rare, but if needed, a bench trial occurs. No 
jury. Openings state financial overviews. Petitioner presents evidence (bills, 
income proofs); respondent cross-examines. Respondent counters with their 
finances; petitioner cross-examines. Experts (e.g., accountants) may testify. 
Closings argue guideline adherence. The judge applies formulas and issues an 
order. 



6.​ Resolution: Collecting Rent The judge enters a support order, specifying 
amounts, payment methods (e.g., wage garnishment), and duration. Settlements 
formalize agreements anytime. Post-order motions enforce (e.g., contempt for 
non-payment) or modify (e.g., income changes). Appeals review calculations. 
State agencies handle collections, including liens or license suspensions for 
arrears. Clerks track payments; probation-like officers monitor compliance. 

In support games, accuracy in financial disclosure is key—transparency often leads to 
quicker resolutions. 

Time and Scale 

Where a criminal complaint regarding something like a bike theft is likely to be resolved 
in a couple of hours down at the local court house something like custody or support is 
going to last until your children are 18 or even older.  While the above captures some of 
the back and forth of the court process as a game it doesn’t do justice to just how much 
time these things will take in a conflicted divorce or serious criminal matter. 

Support and Custody matters can be changed over time in ways that other types of civil 
and criminal matters don’t.  If there’s a distribution of property, once it actually occurs, 
there’s not generally modifications afterwards.  There could be appeals to have a 
different outcome before actual distribution, but once the outcome is locked in place it 
generally doesn’t change. 

That’s different from support and custody orders which change over time.  Parties could 
have a custody agreement in place for a few years and then life events occur that might 
change circumstances.  You can file modifications at basically any time in custody 
matters (though the rules vary by state) and you can generally file support modifications 
after ~six months of the same order (also varies by state). 

You or your partner might move, get a different job, be involved in an accident, or a 
million other things.  Whereas you likely don’t have a change to your bike theft 
outcomes if you get in a car accident later, a car accident may very well change your 
ability to care for a child or earn money to meet a support obligation and lead to 
modification.  This could lead to modification battles that span days, weeks, months, or 
years as you and your ex battle over every last penny and semblance of sanity 
remaining. 

So, some of these court cases are like quick matches handled in an afternoon with 
small stakes and others are years/decades long legal matters where everything is on 
the line. 



TOOLS OF THE TRADE 
Mandatory Starting Tools 

Building your case is like coding a program.  You have to learn to code, code, and 
fix the code.  Just like coding with pen and paper isn’t enough neither is trying to 

build your case without the following tools: 
Basic Office 
Laptop 
Calendar 
Word processor 
Scanner 
Photocopier 
Highlighter 
3-ring binder 
Notes Journal(s) 
File Cabinet 
Internet connection 
 
Required Starting Strategy  
“No BS Divorce Strategies for Men” by Matt O’Connell, greatdivorceadvice.com 
“Not in the Child’s Best Interest: How Divorce Courts get it wrong” fixfamilycourts.com  
“The Jailhouse Lawyer’s Handbook” - https://www.jailhouselaw.org/ 
Jurisdictionary Tactics Course - https://www.howtowinincourt.com?refercode=FA0019 
$250, but worth every penny.  I’m not the recipient of the referral code, but am happy to 
direct cash to Alphonse. 
 
Dictionaries -  
(I can’t emphasize enough that Law is filled with “Technical Words and Phrases” where 
the everyday meaning of a word is drastically different from the technical legal definition.  
You need access to legal dictionaries to understand what you’re reading otherwise you’ll 
think a law means one thing and applies to certain groups/instances when it applies to 
something else and has a different meaning.) 
Black’s Law dictionary 
Ballentine’s 
Wex 
Nolo’s Plain English Law Dictionary 
Merriam-Webster’s Dictionary of Law 
Law.com 

http://greatdivorceadvice.com
http://fixfamilycourts.com
https://www.jailhouselaw.org/
https://www.howtowinincourt.com?refercode=FA0019
http://law.com


Findlaw Legal Dictionary 
Bouvier’s Law Dictionary 
 
Law and Case Law Primary Sources 
Federal Constitution 
US Supreme Court Case Law 
State Constitution 
State Black Letter Law 
State Case Law 
Government Employee Manuals (ie Internal Revenue Manual for employees where 
some things are hidden) 
 
General AI 
Grok 
ChatGpt 
CoPilot 
 
Legal Specific AI 
LISA 
Spellbook 
Harvey AI 
Paxton AI 
Casetext’s CoCounsel 
DoNotPay 
Judicata  
 
Legal Research Tools 
Google Scholar 
Pacer 
Recap 
Justia​
CourtListener 
Cornell University online 
municipalterrorism.com 
 
Living People Resources 
Law Library - while you’re here talking to law librarians who are generally amazed to 
see anyone in the law library look for practical guidebooks. 
Court Self-Help Center 
 



Online Communities 
https://discord.gg/8HbZqmkcvm  this is our discord group.  Join us to discuss 
complicated things with people that share perspectives detailed herein. 
https://t.me/+Oq5dQL5-pl81NDJh - Alphonse Telegram Channel, these guys are spicy, 
join, shut up, watch for 2 weeks, and don’t speak until you get a sense of what’s 
tolerated (patriot mythology is shut down hard).  I’ve borrowed more concepts from 
Alphonse than practically anyone else in law.  He’s a beast and worth learning from. 
 
YOUTUBE 
 
@audittheaudit - lawtainment where cases are discussed and performance reviewed 
@thecivilrightslawyer - fantastic civil rights attorney that breaks down current cases 
@stevelehto - attorney who discusses a wide variety of law topics 
@anfmusic, @alphonsofaggiolo7639 - inspirational pro se litigant  
@legalbeagles-ud4ef - podcast of experienced pro se litigants 
@ktbar.productions a series called “Robert Fox Teaches the Law” Robert is probably 
the single greatest escape artist from the clutches of Federal Law Enforcement of any 
litigant in American history.   
 
I’ve been referred to these resources, but I did not personally rely on them -​
​
"Represent Yourself in Court" by Nolo Press – A comprehensive guide to courtroom 
procedures, evidence rules, and trial strategies nolo.com  
"The Pro Se Litigant's Survival Guide" – Focuses on federal court navigation, motions, 
and appeals by prosepowerhouse.com  
SRLN (Self-Represented Litigation Network) Toolkit – Free online assessments and 
surveys for evaluating your case readiness www.srln.org  
 

 

https://discord.gg/8HbZqmkcvm
https://t.me/+Oq5dQL5-pl81NDJh
http://nolo.com
http://prosepowerhouse.com
http://www.srln.org


TOOLS OF THE TRADE 
Experienced Litigant Tools 

These tools teach swinging back.  This book is still mostly defensive maneuvers, 
but if you want to start looking into offense, then remedy lies here. 

 
If you’re getting ready to sue check out these Template Actions- 
O’CONNOR’S TEXAS CAUSES OF ACTION - If you’re going to write a lawsuit you 
should take a look at this book.  There are other state versions, but Texas and California 
are prevalent and cheap to find. 
TEXAS CIVIL FORMS- a book of template legal actions for your consideration 
 
US Government Printing Office   
The Constitution of the United States of America Analysis and Interpretation June 30, 
2022 edition (updates every ~2 years and overhauled every ~10 years) 
https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/GPO-CONAN-2022/pdf/GPO-CONAN-2022.pdf 
Particularly the 14th amendment section as you’ll be suing people using that. 
 
YOUTUBE 
These two guys are spicy litigants.  You can learn a lot from them, but you shouldn’t 
start interacting like this until you have a strong footing. 
 
@Freedomunchained George Gordon Common Law School - if there’s anyone in the 
country that likely started the pushback against “sovereign citizens” it’s probably George 
Gordon.  They didn’t make this label because he was unsuccessful.   
@manandlaw6525 Karl Lentz is a controversial figure, but you can learn a lot from the 
way he talks about law and talks to judges about how to remain firm and keeping it 
simple in your interactions.  I’m not advocating all his legal positions,but if you have a 
few hundred hours to listen people talk about law then here’s a ton of podcasts to give 
you a gruff perspective. 
 
Brandon Joe Williams is a firecracker who is one of the most intense pro se legal 
researchers in history.  He has a contract killer course on his website onestupidfuck.com 
and his extensive research offers valuable lessons in law.  He has a book called The 
Most Beautiful Woman in the World: the United States of America” which covers details 
of citizenship that align with my thoughts on citizenship and how it may impact legal 
matters.  He’s also on Youtube and you can find him by the handle- @onestupidfuck   

https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/GPO-CONAN-2022/pdf/GPO-CONAN-2022.pdf
http://onestupidfuck.com


WORKING 
BACKWARDS 

Understanding final objectives (orders) that are 
possible as a way to navigate towards personal 

goals as you move through the process 
Let’s imagine the outcomes that you’re looking for and then work our way 

backwards.  I’m trying to give you a menu of outcome options, and once you 
understand what the outcomes can be you can target your legal matter to get the 

relief you want. 
 

In a court of law the final thing you’re hoping for is some sort of judgement.  Technically 
you’re hoping for an unappealed judgement because an appeal can kick off more 
hearings, but generally what you’re looking to get is some kind of definitive order from a 
court.  If someone is accusing you of something, the judgement you want is dismissal.  
Preferably a dismissal against you is “with prejudice” meaning that they can’t come back 
and sue you for the same thing again (assuming you don’t commit the same action 
again).  If you’re accusing someone you want the judge to order what’s called relief.   

Courts in the United States can grant various forms of relief (also known as remedies) in 
civil litigation to address harms, enforce rights, or resolve disputes. These are broadly 
categorized into legal remedies (primarily monetary damages), equitable remedies 
(non-monetary actions or orders), declaratory remedies, and provisional or interim 
remedies. The availability depends on the case type, jurisdiction, and whether the 
plaintiff proves entitlement—courts aim to restore the injured party and/or prevent 
further harm. Below is a fairly comprehensive list based on common law principles, with 
brief descriptions and examples. Note that in specialized areas like family law (e.g., 
divorce, custody), relief often involves equitable orders tailored to the circumstances. 

Provisional or Interim Remedies 

Temporary measures to preserve the status quo during litigation, preventing irreparable 
harm before a final decision. 



●​ Temporary Restraining Order (TRO): Short-term injunction (often ex parte) to 
stop immediate harm, lasting until a hearing. 

●​ Preliminary Injunction: Longer temporary order after a hearing, maintaining 
conditions pending trial. 

●​ Attachment: Seizure of property to secure a potential judgment, e.g., freezing 
assets. 

●​ Garnishment: Redirects a third party's owed funds (e.g., wages) to satisfy a 
debt. 

●​ Sequestration: Court custody of disputed property to prevent tampering. 

In addition to these, courts may grant hybrid or specialized relief, such as restitution 
(repaying unjust gains, overlapping with damages or equitable remedies) or, in 
family/divorce cases, orders for child custody, spousal support, property division, or 
protective orders—which often combine equitable and declaratory elements.  

Legal Remedies (Damages) in civil matters 

These involve monetary compensation awarded by a jury or judge to make the plaintiff 
"whole" for losses. They stem from historical "at law" courts. 

●​ Compensatory Damages: Payment for direct losses or injuries caused by the 
defendant's actions, such as medical bills or property damage in a tort case. 

●​ Consequential (or Special) Damages: Compensation for indirect or foreseeable 
losses, like lost profits from a breached contract. 

●​ Punitive (or Exemplary) Damages: Additional money to punish the defendant 
for malicious or reckless behavior and deter future misconduct, often in fraud or 
intentional tort cases (not available in all jurisdictions for contracts). 

●​ Incidental Damages: Reimbursement for reasonable expenses incurred to 
mitigate further losses, such as costs to cover a breached service. 

●​ Nominal Damages: A small symbolic amount (e.g., $1) when rights are violated 
but no actual harm is proven, useful for establishing precedent or supporting 
other claims. 

●​ Liquidated Damages: Pre-agreed fixed sum in a contract for breach, 
enforceable if it reasonably estimates potential harm (otherwise, it's an invalid 
penalty). 

●​ Statutory Damages: Fixed or multiplied amounts set by law, such as treble 
damages (triple the actual loss) under antitrust statutes or consumer protection 
laws. 

 



Equitable Remedies 

These are court orders requiring action or inaction, typically when money alone can't 
suffice (e.g., for unique property or ongoing harm). They originate from "equity" courts 
and are granted at the judge's discretion, often requiring a showing of irreparable harm. 

●​ Injunction: An order to stop (prohibitory) or perform (mandatory) a specific act, 
such as halting environmental pollution or enforcing a non-compete clause. 

●​ Specific Performance: Compels fulfillment of a contract, like transferring unique 
real estate, when damages are inadequate. 

●​ Rescission: Cancels a contract and restores parties to their pre-agreement 
positions, often for fraud or mistake. 

●​ Reformation (or Rectification): Rewrites a contract to reflect the true intent if 
there's a drafting error or misrepresentation. 

●​ Accounting for Profits: Requires the defendant to disclose and disgorge gains 
from wrongful acts, common in intellectual property or fiduciary breaches. 

●​ Constructive Trust: Imposes a trust on property wrongfully held by the 
defendant, treating it as belonging to the plaintiff to prevent unjust enrichment. 

●​ Equitable Lien: Places a claim on the defendant's property to secure repayment, 
e.g., for funds misused in improvements. 

●​ Subrogation: Allows the plaintiff to step into a third party's shoes to recover from 
the defendant, often in insurance contexts. 

Declaratory Remedies 

These clarify legal rights or obligations without necessarily awarding damages or 
ordering action, useful for preventing future disputes. 

●​ Declaratory Judgment: A binding ruling on the parties' rights, status, or the 
validity of a law/contract, e.g., determining insurance coverage before a loss 
occurs. 

Declaratory judgments are a powerful judicial tool in U.S. law that allow courts to 
resolve legal uncertainties by declaring the rights, duties, status, or obligations of parties 
in a civil dispute without necessarily ordering specific actions, awarding damages, or 
issuing injunctions (though they can be combined with other remedies). Enacted 
federally under the Declaratory Judgment Act of 1934 (28 U.S.C. § 2201) and adopted 
by most states through similar statutes (often based on the Uniform Declaratory 
Judgments Act from the 1920s), they require an "actual controversy" to avoid being 
mere advisory opinions, ensuring they address real, immediate disputes rather than 
hypothetical scenarios. This statutory framework empowers litigants—especially pro se 



ones—to seek proactive clarity in areas like contracts, intellectual property, insurance 
coverage, or family law matters (e.g., declaring the validity of a prenuptial agreement 
before a divorce escalates). 

How Powerful Declaratory Judgments Can Be 

Declaratory judgments are exceptionally potent because they enable early intervention 
in potential conflicts, often preventing full-blown litigation, reducing costs, and providing 
strategic advantages. Their power stems from the ability to resolve uncertainties before 
rights are violated or damages accrue, allowing parties to adjust their conduct 
accordingly and avoid irreversible harm. For instance: 

●​ Preemptive Resolution and Litigation Prevention: They can halt escalating 
disputes by offering legal certainty upfront. In patent cases, an alleged infringer 
can file for a declaration of non-infringement, invalidity, or unenforceability, 
removing the "cloud" of potential liability and stopping damages from 
accumulating—even without a direct threat of suit, as long as a substantial 
controversy exists (e.g., as upheld in MedImmune, Inc. v. Genentech, Inc., 549 
U.S. 118 (2007)). This shifts the dynamic, forcing the patent holder to respond 
and potentially resolving issues without trial. Similarly, in contract disputes, a 
party facing a threatened breach (like an employee challenging a non-compete 
clause before joining a competitor) can seek a declaration to confirm 
enforceability, enabling informed business decisions without risking future 
lawsuits. 

●​ Tactical and Strategic Advantages: Litigants can use them to control the 
litigation narrative, such as by filing in a favorable venue or preempting an 
opponent's suit (e.g., responding to a cease-and-desist letter by declaring 
non-infringement in a preferred court, which may shift burdens and costs). In 
insurance contexts, an insurer might seek a declaration of no duty to defend or 
indemnify, clarifying obligations before defending a claim and potentially avoiding 
unnecessary expenses. This power extends to government contracts, where 
contractors can challenge agency actions declaratorily in courts like the U.S. 
Court of Federal Claims. Overall, their strength lies in transforming defensive 
positions into offensive ones, providing "anticipatory relief" that can waive related 
claims if not asserted as counterclaims (e.g., barring a patent infringement suit if 
not raised in response to a non-infringement declaration). 

●​ Broad Applicability and Discretionary Power: Courts have wide discretion to 
grant or decline them, but when issued, they carry the full weight of a judicial 
ruling, appealable like any final judgment. They are particularly powerful in 
complex areas like intellectual property, administrative law (e.g., challenging 
regulations under the Administrative Procedure Act), or even family matters, 



where declaring parental rights or property status can streamline subsequent 
proceedings. However, this power is tempered: Courts may decline if the action 
seems like a "race to the courthouse" or tactical maneuver to deprive the "natural 
plaintiff" of forum choice, promoting orderly litigation. 

In essence, their power amplifies when used early in disputes involving future actions, 
insecurity, or ambiguity, making them a "remedy for defects" in traditional litigation by 
enabling authoritative decisions before controversies fully ripen. 

Effects of a Declaratory Judgment 

Once issued, a declaratory judgment has significant, binding consequences that ripple 
through legal proceedings and real-world actions: 

●​ Binding and Conclusive Nature: It has the "force and effect of a final judgment 
or decree," legally obligating the parties involved and serving as a definitive 
statement of their rights (e.g., declaring a contract valid or a statute 
unconstitutional). This binding effect means parties must comply with the 
declaration, and it can be enforced indirectly through subsequent actions if 
violated (e.g., leading to contempt or further remedies). 

●​ Preclusive Effects (Res Judicata and Collateral Estoppel): It generally bars 
relitigation of the same issues between the same parties (res judicata), 
preventing repetitive suits. For example, a declaration of patent invalidity 
precludes future infringement claims on that patent. However, preclusive effects 
are limited: They don't apply if a later lawsuit raises new issues not addressed in 
the declaration, or if the original action sought additional relief like injunctions. 
This makes them strategically powerful but not all-encompassing. 

●​ Practical and Preventive Impacts: Beyond courts, they provide certainty that 
influences behavior—e.g., a business can proceed with a product launch after a 
non-infringement declaration, or an individual can act on declared property rights 
without fear of liability. They can also trigger statutes of limitations considerations, 
as filing one may preserve claims that might otherwise expire. In administrative 
contexts, they can invalidate agency actions or clarify compliance, waiving 
sovereign immunity defenses under certain acts. 

●​ Limitations on Effects: They don't coerce action (e.g., no automatic 
enforcement like an injunction), so parties may need follow-up suits for 
compliance. If damages have already accrued, a declaratory action might be 
dismissed in favor of a traditional suit. Appeals are possible, and courts' 
discretion can lead to denials if no "bona fide necessity" exists. 



In summary, declaratory judgments empower litigants by offering swift, binding clarity 
that can defuse disputes and shape outcomes, but their effects are most pronounced 
when sought proactively rather than reactively. For pro se use, they're accessible but 
require demonstrating a genuine controversy to harness their full potential. 

Introduction to Relief in Criminal Courts 

In U.S. criminal courts (both federal and state), relief refers to the outcomes, orders, or 
remedies granted to address alleged crimes, protect constitutional rights, punish 
offenders, and provide justice for victims and society. Unlike civil courts, which often 
focus on monetary damages or equitable orders, criminal relief emphasizes procedural 
protections, determinations of guilt or innocence, penalties, and post-judgment 
corrections. Relief can be requested by defendants (e.g., via motions), prosecutors, or 
victims, and is governed by rules like the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure or state 
equivalents. Availability varies by jurisdiction, case type (e.g., misdemeanor vs. felony), 
and stage of proceedings. Below, I detail the main categories with examples, drawing 
from constitutional mandates (e.g., Due Process under the 5th and 14th Amendments) 
and key precedents. 

Pre-Trial Relief 

This stage involves relief aimed at ensuring fair proceedings before trial, often through 
motions to protect rights or dismiss weak cases. Courts grant these to prevent unlawful 
detention, suppress invalid evidence, or expedite justice. 

●​ Bail or Release on Own Recognizance: Courts may order the defendant's 
release pending trial upon posting bail (a monetary guarantee refunded if court 
dates are met) or without bail if low flight risk. This upholds the 8th Amendment's 
prohibition on excessive bail. Factors include crime severity, ties to community, 
and public safety. If denied, habeas corpus petitions can challenge detention. 

●​ Suppression of Evidence: Under the exclusionary rule, courts exclude evidence 
obtained in violation of the 4th (unreasonable searches/seizures), 5th 
(self-incrimination), or 6th Amendments (right to counsel). For example, in Mapp 
v. Ohio (1961), illegally seized items are suppressed; in Miranda v. Arizona 
(1966), unwarned confessions are excluded. This can lead to case dismissal if 
evidence is pivotal. 

●​ Dismissal of Charges: Courts dismiss cases for insufficient evidence (e.g., after 
preliminary hearings), prosecutorial misconduct, or speedy trial violations (6th 
Amendment; federal Speedy Trial Act requires trial within 70 days). Double 
jeopardy (5th Amendment) bars retrial after certain dismissals. 



●​ Discovery and Evidence Access: Courts order prosecutors to disclose 
exculpatory evidence (Brady v. Maryland, 1963) and allow defendants to 
question witnesses pre-trial, ensuring due process. 

●​ Change of Venue or Other Protections from Publicity: To combat pretrial 
publicity bias, courts grant venue changes, sequester juries, or issue gag orders 
(limiting media/public statements), as remedies under the 6th Amendment's fair 
trial right. 

●​ Diversion or Deferred Adjudication: For minor offenses, courts may divert 
cases to programs (e.g., drug treatment), dismissing charges upon completion, 
avoiding conviction. 

Relief During Trial 

At trial, relief centers on ensuring a fair process and determining guilt, with outcomes 
like acquittal providing ultimate relief for defendants. 

●​ Acquittal: If the prosecution fails to prove guilt beyond a reasonable doubt, 
courts (judge or jury) grant acquittal, fully discharging the defendant. This is 
absolute relief, protected by double jeopardy from retrial. 

●​ Directed Verdict or Judgment of Acquittal: Judges may grant this mid-trial if 
evidence is insufficient, ending the case without jury deliberation (Fed. R. Crim. 
P. 29). 

●​ Mistrial: Courts declare a mistrial for errors (e.g., juror misconduct, hung jury), 
allowing retrial unless it stems from prosecutorial intent to provoke it (Oregon v. 
Kennedy, 1982). 

●​ Appointment of Counsel: Indigent defendants receive court-appointed 
attorneys (6th Amendment; Gideon v. Wainwright, 1963), with relief for ineffective 
assistance potentially leading to new trials (Strickland v. Washington, 1984). 

●​ Jury-Related Relief: Courts enforce impartial juries, granting challenges to 
biased jurors or remedies for discriminatory selection (Batson v. Kentucky, 1986, 
prohibiting race-based peremptory strikes). 

Sentencing Relief 

Post-conviction or plea, courts grant sentencing as relief to society (punishment) and 
victims (restitution), while considering defendant mitigation. 

●​ Incarceration: Courts impose prison terms, guided by statutes or federal/state 
sentencing guidelines (e.g., U.S. Sentencing Guidelines), with minimums for 
certain crimes. Relief includes suspended sentences (probation instead) or 
concurrent terms. 



●​ Probation or Supervised Release: Instead of jail, courts order community 
supervision with conditions (e.g., counseling), revocable for violations. 

●​ Fines and Forfeiture: Monetary penalties or asset seizure (e.g., drug proceeds) 
as punishment, with 8th Amendment limits on excessiveness. 

●​ Restitution: Courts order defendants to compensate victims for losses (e.g., 
medical costs, property damage) under laws like the Victim and Witness 
Protection Act. 

●​ Community Service or Rehabilitation: Alternative sentences for low-risk 
offenders, focusing on reform. 

●​ Death Penalty or Life Sentences: For capital crimes, with jury involvement and 
automatic appeals; relief includes commutation to life. 

●​ Allocution Rights: Defendants speak directly to the court for mercy, influencing 
sentence leniency. 

Post-Conviction Relief 

After sentencing, relief addresses errors, new evidence, or changed circumstances, 
often via motions or appeals. 

●​ Direct Appeals: Courts review trial errors (e.g., evidentiary rulings), potentially 
reversing convictions or reducing sentences. Mandatory in capital cases; 
time-limited (e.g., 30 days federally). 

●​ Habeas Corpus Petitions: Federal relief for unconstitutional detentions (28 
U.S.C. § 2254 for state prisoners, § 2255 for federal). Grounds include ineffective 
counsel or new evidence; limited by AEDPA (1996) one-year statute. 

●​ Motions for New Trial or Sentence Modification: Based on newly discovered 
evidence or errors (Fed. R. Crim. P. 33); state-specific like North Carolina's 
Motion for Appropriate Relief for pre/post-trial issues. 

●​ Motions to Vacate or Correct Sentence: Challenge illegal sentences (e.g., 
exceeding limits) or jurisdictional flaws. 

●​ Certificates of Relief or Good Conduct: State courts issue these to restore 
rights (e.g., voting, employment) post-conviction, removing disabilities like firearm 
bans. 

●​ Record Relief (Expungement/Sealing/Set-Aside): Courts seal or erase records 
for eligible offenses (e.g., non-violent misdemeanors), aiding reintegration; varies 
by state, with 47 states offering trafficking victim relief as of 2023. 

●​ Clemency: Executive (not court) relief like pardons or commutations, but courts 
may recommend or review. 

 



Victim and Other Specialized Relief 

●​ Protective or No-Contact Orders: Courts issue restraining orders to protect 
victims from defendants, enforceable via contempt. 

●​ Victim Compensation: Through state funds or court-ordered restitution; federal 
Crime Victims' Rights Act ensures victim input at sentencing. 

●​ Immigration-Related Relief: For non-citizens, courts may adjust sentences to 
avoid deportation or grant U-visas for cooperating victims. 

These forms of relief ensure balanced justice, but defendants must often exhaust state 
remedies before federal review.  

 



Specific Final Orders 
The Last chapter was about general outcomes 
and discovering all of what’s possible.  Here 

we’re diving into specific final orders and 
looking at what you’re hoping to achieve in 

specific legal matters 
So, we’re going to mostly look at family law, and a little bit of criminal law, and 

we’re going to attempt to determine the outcomes that we want to achieve.  Once 
you know your goal you’ll have far fewer decisions to make along the way 

because every choice you make should align with the goal. 
While the above talks about the various aspects of Court Orders in the general sense of 
what kind of outcomes are possible we’re going to dive into some specific orders and 
look at the various components of those orders.  Here’s a list of the types of orders that 
we’re going to look at: 

●​ Private Agreements 
●​ Family Law 

○​ Restraining Orders 
○​ Custody Order 
○​ Support Order 
○​ Alimony Pendente Lite 
○​ Divorce Related Orders 

■​ Bifurcation Order 
■​ Distribution Order 
■​ Divorce Decree 
■​ Spousal Support 
■​ Alimony 
■​ Attorney Fees 

●​ Contempt Orders 
○​ Civil 
○​ Criminal 

●​ Sentencing Orders (Criminal) 



Private Agreements 

One thing to understand about the court is that they’re really only meant to engage 
when the parties themselves can’t agree.  You can come up with just about any private 
agreement you want regarding how your life should operate.  You have a God Granted 
right to contract.  So long as you’re not trying to private contract for obviously illegal 
things you have extreme discretion with your partner.  This book deals with Parties that 
have conflicted divorces or high conflict divorces, or business partners where things 
have really broken down; but assuming there is still some trust or willingness to work 
together the Parties can agree to practically any legal they want to do.  You make an 
agreement to formalize it, and ideally it’s written, notarized with signatures from both 
parties, and created without threat or duress. 

In family law across the United States, private agreements between parties—such as 
separating or divorcing spouses, or co-parents—can serve as a flexible, cost-effective 
alternative to protracted court battles, aligning with principles of autonomy and minimal 
government intervention. However, these agreements do not automatically supersede 
existing formal court orders; instead, they often need judicial review and incorporation 
into a modified order to become fully enforceable. It varies by state, so you have to look 
at your domestic relations section laws and research case law to see how your state 
treats private agreements.  Don’t trust the answers you get from anyone else.  You have 
to do your own research and stand on Black Letter Law and Case Law.  You don’t really 
have any rights unless you yourself can defend them when they’re pressed. 

State courts generally view Private Agreements as binding contracts if they are entered 
voluntarily, without duress, and meet public policy standards (e.g., fairness and the best 
interests of any children involved). When you’re going down this stuff initially before it 
gets extremely conflicted you may have some loose verbal agreements.  You have a 
balancing act to figure out.  The more formal you can get these agreements the more 
likely it is that you’ll be able to enforce them in court.  However; the formal you make 
them the more likely it is that it gets contentious and you start down a more sincere 
legal path.  Balance cautiously because the courts are severely skewed against men. 

Laws vary by jurisdiction—family law is primarily state-regulated—but core principles 
are consistent: courts encourage amicable resolutions but prioritize child welfare and 
equity. If an agreement is challenged, a judge may void or modify it if it's deemed 
unconscionable or harmful.  Most states have clear laws that the state can intervene in 
custody matters and support matters whenever the state/court wants to as opposed to 
private property and business contracts, which the state may not have authority to 
intervene. 



How Private Agreements Interact with Formal Court Orders 

Private agreements cannot unilaterally override an existing court order, such as a 
custody decree or support mandate. For instance, if a court has already issued an 
order, any new agreement must be submitted for approval to modify that order; 
otherwise, the original remains in force, and violations could lead to contempt charges. 
Notarization or verbal assent alone isn't sufficient for enforceability in most states—law 
enforcement and courts typically only act on judicial orders (even if the state law says to 
treat private agreements as if they are court orders). Once approved and incorporated, 
though, these agreements are treated as binding contracts on the same level as court 
orders, enforceable through contempt proceedings or other remedies if breached. This 
process "supersedes" the need for a full trial by allowing parties to dictate terms, but it 
still involves court oversight to ensure compliance with state laws. 

Types of Private Agreements in Family Law 

Parties can craft various agreements to resolve disputes privately, often with attorney 
guidance or mediation. These are typically written, signed, and notarized for validity. 

●​ Marital Settlement Agreements (MSAs) or Divorce Decrees: Comprehensive 
pacts covering all aspects of divorce, including property division, spousal support 
(alimony), child custody, and child support. They outline how assets/debts are 
split and can include ongoing obligations. Once approved by a judge, they 
become part of the final divorce decree and are binding. In states like Texas, 
these might be called "Agreements Incident to Divorce" and can include 
parenting plans. 

●​ Custody or Parenting Agreements (Parenting Plans): Detail child custody 
arrangements, visitation schedules, decision-making authority (e.g., education, 
health), and holiday rotations. Types include joint (shared) custody, sole custody, 
or primary residency with visitation. These must prioritize the child's best 
interests; courts in most states will review and approve them to make them 
enforceable. Informal versions, like a "Rule 11 Agreement" in Texas, can settle 
disputes outside court but still need filing for binding effect. 

●​ Child Support Agreements: Specify payment amounts, frequency, and duration 
for child-related expenses. These must align with state guidelines (e.g., based on 
income and custody time); deviations require court justification. Private pacts can 
be binding if incorporated into an order, but states like New York define support 
strictly per statutes.  You do have the option of Non-Title-IVD support orders, but 
the courts don’t make money when you operate that way and will resist your 
attempt to go in that direction. 



●​ Property Distribution Agreements (Prenuptial, Postnuptial, or Separation 
Agreements): Address division of marital property, debts, and assets. Prenups 
are pre-marriage; postnups during marriage; separation agreements for 
separating couples. They're enforceable as contracts in all states if fair and 
disclosed fully, without needing initial court involvement unless disputed in 
divorce. Courts may scrutinize for undue influence. 

Other variants from legal literature include co-parenting agreements for unmarried 
parents and various adoption agreements, which facilitate ongoing contact. 

Comparison to Non-Family Law Agreements (e.g., Business Contracts) 

For contrast, business contracts—like partnership agreements or service contracts—are 
governed by general contract law (e.g., under the State Version of the Uniform 
Commercial Code) and are binding upon signing, without routine court involvement. 
They only reach court if breached, via lawsuits for damages or specific performance. In 
family law, however, private agreements often require proactive judicial approval due to 
public policy concerns.  

Limited Informal Agreements (e.g., Swapping Custody Weekends) 

For minor, one-off changes—like trading a weekend visitation—parties can agree 
informally without court involvement, as long as both consent and it doesn't violate the 
existing order. These aren't binding or enforceable; if one party reneges, the original 
court order controls, and the other can't seek legal remedies based on the informal deal 
alone. Depending on your level of conflict you likely want to get the terms written down 
and clearly agreed to by both parties.  Risks include accusations of non-compliance or 
even parental kidnapping if disputes arise. For recurring or significant changes, formal 
modification is essential as otherwise you’re asking for trouble.  Larger changes require 
a modification request to the court. Some states, like New Jersey, allow "consent 
orders" for agreed modifications without a full hearing. 

What Private Agreements Look Like 

A well written Private Agreement will have the same general text and format as a 
judicial order, but look more like a contract signed between two parties than an order 
issued by a judge.  So, if it’s a private custody agreement it’ll discuss who has legal and 
physical custody and the logistics of custody.  If it’s a divorce decree it’ll discuss the end 
of the marriage and likely the disposition of property.  The more that your Private 
Agreement looks like a formal court order, but signed by two voluntary parties, the more 
likely it is that the courts will honor your Private Agreement.   



FAMILY LAW ORDERS 
 
I’m roping restraining orders into family law.  They aren’t generally considered part of 
family law, but women, especially wives and mothers, have figured out (or their 
attorneys have figured out) that the courts are wildly imbalanced right now.  So, it’s all 
too routine to have the opening salvo in a divorce initiated by a woman/wife/mother to 
include a petition for a restraining order. 
 

Restraining Orders 

In the realm of family law, restraining orders—often termed protective orders, protection 
from abuse orders, or orders of protection—are designed as a critical tool to safeguard 
vulnerable individuals, particularly women and children, from threats of domestic 
violence, harassment, or abuse. They aim to strike a balance between immediate safety 
needs of the victim and the constitutional rights of the accused.  Typically fathers are the 
ones accused of some form of abuse in contentious custody or divorce scenarios. The 
Father is supposed to have rights respected like- upholding due process under the 14th 
Amendment, Second Amendment rights to bear arms, and fundamental parental rights. 
However, in practice, courts frequently "rubber-stamp" these orders with minimal 
scrutiny, especially at the temporary stage, leading to an erosion of these protections.  

This can result in fathers being unjustly separated from their children, stripped of 
property access, or burdened with long-term legal stigmas based on unverified 
allegations. Such systemic biases underscore the reality, which is a libertarian 
nightmare: excessive state intervention that prioritizes one party's claims over equitable 
justice, often turning family disputes into a one-sided freedom-slaughterhouse. 

What Constitutes Abuse? Legal Definitions vs. Casual Claims 

In the context of family law and restraining orders, "abuse" isn't just a catch-all term for 
bad behavior—it's a legal concept with defined parameters aimed at protecting 
individuals from harm while theoretically respecting constitutional boundaries. However, 
as we've seen, courts often apply these definitions expansively, lowering the bar for 
intervention and tipping the scales against the accused (typically fathers) without 
rigorous proof. This section breaks down what legally qualifies as abuse for purposes 
like obtaining a domestic violence restraining order (DVRO), drawing from state and 
federal standards. We'll also contrast this with casual, everyday notions of abuse, 
highlighting how subjective feelings can morph into state-enforced mandates, often 
overriding due process in practice. 



Legal Definitions of Abuse in Family Law 

For restraining orders, abuse is typically framed under domestic violence laws, which 
vary by state but share core elements from federal guidelines like the Violence Against 
Women Act (VAWA). Abuse definitions are usually housed in the Domestic Relations 
Section of your state’s codified laws.  So, before going into court regarding a claim of  
abuse be sure to read the definition of what she’s claiming you’ve done so that you’re 
armed with concepts of how your actions don’t meet the statutory definitions. 

The U.S. Department of Justice defines domestic violence as a "pattern of abusive 
behavior in any relationship that is used by one partner to gain or maintain power and 
control over another intimate partner." This can encompass current or former spouses, 
cohabitants, dating partners, or family members. To qualify for a DVRO, the alleged 
abuse must generally create a reasonable fear of imminent harm or involve actual harm, 
but in reality the threshold is often low or non-existent —especially for temporary 
orders—requiring only the petitioner's sworn statement. 

Common categories of abuse recognized legally include: 

●​ Physical Abuse: Direct harm like hitting, slapping, choking, or using weapons. 
This is the most straightforward and often triggers immediate orders, as it 
involves tangible injury or threats of it.  If you do those things you deserve the 
restraining order, and nothing in this book is meant to help you get around it. 

●​ Sexual Abuse: Non-consensual sexual acts, coercion, or assault within the 
relationship. States like California explicitly include this in DVRO criteria. 

●​ Emotional or Psychological Abuse: Verbal threats, intimidation, humiliation, or 
controlling behaviors that cause mental distress. This is broader and more 
subjective; for instance, repeated yelling or isolation tactics can qualify if they 
"disturb the peace" of the household (e.g., in California) or create a pattern of 
coercion.  Not every state has rules regarding these categories as they are 
substantially less definitive than something like hitting your spouse. 

●​ Stalking and Harassment: Following, monitoring, or unwanted contact, 
including via digital means like texts or social media. Many states' laws now 
cover cyberstalking explicitly. 

●​ Financial or Economic Abuse: Controlling finances, sabotaging employment, or 
withholding resources to exert dominance. This is increasingly recognized, 
though harder to prove without documentation.  Modern women seem to love to 
throw this around.  For the wives it means they didn't have full access to your 
bank account during the marriage, but the legal meaning is more like you 
intentionally caused financial harm to force an unnatural dependence.   



●​ Other Forms: Some states include child endangerment (e.g., exposing kids to 
violence), property damage, or animal cruelty as extensions of domestic abuse. 

Importantly, not all states require a pattern— a single incident can suffice —and the 
legal focus is on the victim's reasonable fear, not always on objective evidence.  

Differentiating Casual Claims from Legal Standards 

Casually, people might label a heated argument, criticism, or even a one-off rude 
comment as "abuse," especially in today's heightened awareness of mental health and 
relationships. Terms like "emotional abuse" get thrown around on social media for 
behaviors like ghosting, jealousy, or nagging—subjective experiences that feel harmful 
but don't necessarily cross legal lines. In everyday speech, abuse is often about 
personal perception: "They abused my trust" or "That was abusive language." 

Legally, however, abuse must meet statutory thresholds to justify state intervention like 
a restraining order. So, when the court issues an order that doesn’t meet these statutory 
thresholds you should note the errors because at a minimum it’s a due process violation 
and at a maximum it’s intentionally treasonous deprivation of rights under color of law.  
To be clear; it's not enough to justify “abuse” because a woman feels hurt; there needs 
to be evidence of specific acts that violate laws, such as causing physical harm, 
instilling fear of imminent danger, or demonstrating a pattern of control. For example: 

●​ Casual: Yelling during a fight might be called "verbal abuse" informally, but 
legally, it only qualifies if it's threatening or part of a coercive pattern (e.g., in 
Colorado, where verbal harassment can support DV charges but isolated 
incidents may not). 

●​ Casual: Controlling finances in a marriage might feel abusive, but legally, it 
requires proof of intentional deprivation or sabotage, not just strict money 
management like not letting her fly to Italy with her friends for a week on your 
dime. 

●​ Key Distinction: Lawfully issued orders of legal abuse often demand 
corroboration—like police reports, witnesses, or medical records—especilaly for 
final orders, though temporary ones will issue on claims alone (including dubious 
claims and claims that even if true don’t meet statutory requirements). Casual 
claims lack this rigor and should not invoke state power (though they often do). 
This gap allows strategic misuse: a casual grievance can be framed legally to 
gain advantages in custody battles, amplifying the rubber-stamping issue. 

Don’t miss the important piece here. There is a statutory definition and there are rules 
regarding the process of deciding abuse.  They want to rubber stamp her claim.  You 



have to step in and say “Well, technically your honor, her [womanly] feelings aside, 
these legal matters don’t cross the threshold of abuse according to <State> Domestic 
Relations Section 123.321 definitions (A) or (D).  Neither definition supports her 
position.  There were neither “verbal threats” nor “menacing insults” as required by the 
statute she’s relying on.  We BOTH yelled a little, but that’s it.  So, there’s not a lawful 
way for you to uphold her order without violating my rights.  She’s obviously upset, but 
being upset does not amount to abuse. Please note that I have constitutional rights 
under the 14th amendment regarding fairness and justice and additional liberties under 
the incorporation doctrine regarding custody and property. I’m requesting you consider 
my fundamental rights and liberties before issuing any orders that fail to meet statutory 
guidelines in hopes we collectively evade escalation and erroneous deprivation of rights 
before a cascade leading to irreparable harm.  You may recall before this hearing I sent 
you an affidavit detailing my recounting of these events leading up to this hearing as 
well as in depth notes regarding my rights.  I swear my July 2nd, 2024 affidavit is true 
and correct and read it into the record verbatim under penalty of perjury so that we don’t 
have any errors of law or miscommunications.”  [I ain’t like the other monkeys Judge 
Cartel Boss, kindly pound sand and get bent.] 

Main Categories of Restrictions in Restraining Orders 

Restraining orders impose a range of prohibitions and mandates tailored to prevent 
harm, but they can feel like a sledgehammer to personal freedoms when applied 
broadly and while not meeting statutory or constitutional prerequisites. In family law 
contexts, these typically fall under domestic violence restraining orders (DVROs), which 
are the most common. Restrictions vary by state but generally include the following core 
categories, enforceable by law enforcement and punishable by fines, jail time, or 
contempt charges if violated: 

●​ No-Contact and Stay-Away Provisions: The restrained party (often the father) 
must avoid all direct or indirect contact with the protected person(s), including 
phone calls, texts, emails, social media, or third-party messages. They may be 
ordered to stay a specified distance (e.g., 100 yards) from the protected 
individual's home, workplace, school, or other frequented locations. This can 
effectively bar a father from his own residence or children's activities.  You may 
find out the hard way that even a simple sardonic wink to your spouse after a 
protection order has been served can land you in jail. 

●​ Residence and Property Restrictions: The order may require the restrained 
individual to vacate a shared home immediately, even if they own it, and prohibit 
re-entry without permission. It can also mandate the return of personal property, 
keys, or vehicles to the protected party, disrupting daily life and financial stability. 



●​ Firearms and Weapons Surrender: Under federal law (e.g., the Lautenberg 
Amendment), most restraining orders require the surrender of firearms and 
ammunition, revoking Second Amendment rights during the order's duration. This 
applies even to temporary orders and can extend to other weapons like knives. 

●​ Custody and Visitation Modifications: These orders often include temporary 
child custody arrangements, granting sole custody to the protected parent and 
limiting or supervising the restrained parent's visitation. This can range from no 
contact with children to monitored exchanges, profoundly impacting parental 
bonds. 

●​ Financial and Support Obligations: The restrained party might be ordered to 
pay child support, spousal support, household bills, or even attorney fees for the 
protected party. In some cases, this includes restrictions on accessing joint bank 
accounts or assets. 

●​ Behavioral Prohibitions: Broader bans on harassment, stalking, threats, or any 
form of intimidation, including digital surveillance or property damage. Some 
orders extend to prohibiting the restrained person from discussing the case 
publicly or online. 

These restrictions are not one-size-fits-all; they depend on the alleged abuse's severity, 
but courts often err on the side of caution, imposing maximal limits that can feel punitive 
rather than protective.  Be sure to notice them early that you have constitutional rights. 

The Impact of Temporary vs. Final Restraining Orders 

The distinction between temporary and final orders is crucial, as it highlights how quickly 
rights can be curtailed with limited evidence. 

●​ Temporary Restraining Orders (TROs or Ex Parte Orders): These are issued 
rapidly—often the same day or within 24-48 hours—based solely on the 
petitioner's affidavit, without notifying the accused or allowing them to present a 
defense. They provide immediate "emergency" protection, lasting typically 10-21 
days until a full hearing. The impact is swift and severe: a father might be evicted 
from his home, lose access to children, or face job repercussions overnight, all 
without due process. While intended as short-term, TROs can set a prejudicial 
tone for future proceedings, as judges may view them as evidence of risk, 
influencing custody outcomes long after expiration. Critics argue this 
"rubber-stamping" violates constitutional rights, with courts approving 70-90% of 
requests based on unverified claims, turning allegations into de facto guilt. 

●​ Final (Permanent) Restraining Orders: Granted after a court hearing where 
both parties can present evidence, witnesses, and arguments (though 
self-represented litigants often struggle). These last 1-5 years or longer (e.g., 



lifetime in extreme cases) and are renewable if threats persist. The impact is 
more enduring: a final order can permanently alter custody (e.g., supervised 
visits only), lead to a public record affecting employment or housing, and impose 
ongoing financial burdens. For fathers, this can mean years of limited parental 
involvement, even if the order stems from a temporary one that was never fully 
contested. Unlike TROs, finals offer some due process, but if a TRO has already 
disrupted lives, the damage may be irreversible—e.g., missed bonding time with 
children or financial devastation from rushed relocations and new expenses. 

In essence, TROs act as a low-bar entry point that often paves the way for finals, 
amplifying the imbalance where safety trumps rights without sufficient checks. 

Violating Restraining Orders 

Violating a restraining order in the United States is treated as a criminal offense, with 
consequences that can vary significantly by state, the type of order (e.g., temporary vs. 
permanent), and whether it's a first-time or repeated violation. These penalties are designed to 
enforce compliance and protect the petitioner, but they can escalate quickly, often starting with 
immediate arrest upon report of a breach. False reports are common.  Below, I'll outline the 
main kinds of consequences based on common legal frameworks across jurisdictions. 

Criminal Charges and Arrest 

The most immediate consequence is often arrest by law enforcement if the violation is reported 
(e.g., via a call to police). Violations are typically charged as misdemeanors for first offenses, 
but can be elevated to felonies if they involve aggravating factors like violence, repeated 
breaches, or endangering children. A misdemeanor conviction might lead to lighter penalties, 
while a felony could result in harsher outcomes and a permanent criminal record affecting 
employment, housing, or professional licenses. 

Fines 

Monetary penalties are common, ranging from a few hundred dollars to several thousand, 
depending on the state and severity. For example, fines can reach up to $1,000 for 
misdemeanors in some areas, or as high as $10,000 in states like Wisconsin for certain 
violations. These are often imposed alongside other punishments and must be paid as part of 
sentencing.  It sucks extra when the fine is based on her untrue statements. 

Jail or Prison Time 

Incarceration is a frequent outcome, with jail sentences for misdemeanors typically under one 
year (e.g., up to 9 months in Wisconsin or 1 year in Illinois). Felony violations or repeats can 



lead to longer prison terms, potentially several years, especially if the breach involves harm or 
threats.  The courts can’t generally extract support payments when you’re in jail, so you’re likely 
to get early incarceration for short periods of time as a type of threat to your safety, lifestyle, and 
scare the shit out of you.  Long incarcerations are more frequently reserved for people that are 
causing violence while an active restraining order is halting even basic contact. 

Probation or Community Service 

Instead of or in addition to jail, courts may impose probation, requiring the violator to follow strict 
conditions like regular check-ins, counseling, or anger management programs for a set period 
(e.g., 1-3 years). Breaching probation terms can trigger further penalties, including revocation 
and imprisonment. Community service hours are sometimes mandated as an alternative or 
supplement. 

Additional Long-Term Impacts 

Beyond direct penalties, violations can lead to: 

●​ Extension or Modification of the Order: The restraining order may be extended, made 
permanent, or broadened in scope. 

●​ Loss of Rights: Federal law often requires surrender of firearms, and a conviction can 
restrict Second Amendment rights long-term. In family law contexts, it may negatively 
affect child custody or visitation arrangements. 

●​ Civil Contempt: In some cases, violations are handled as civil matters, leading to 
additional fines or court-ordered remedies without criminal charges. 

●​ Criminal Record: A conviction creates a public record, potentially hindering background 
checks for jobs, loans, or travel. 

These consequences emphasize the seriousness of compliance; even unintentional violations 
(e.g., accidental contact) can trigger enforcement. State-specific details differ—for instance, 
California treats violations as misdemeanors with up to a year in jail, while Texas may impose 
felony charges for aggravated cases—so consulting local laws or an attorney is key. 

Other Important Topics: Due Process Violations, Strategic Abuse, and 
Alternatives 

Beyond the basics, several issues warrant attention in this libertarian framework: 

●​ Due Process and Constitutional Concerns: Courts' haste in issuing TROs 
without notice or hearings raises 14th Amendment flags, denying the accused a 
meaningful chance to respond. This "quasi-criminal" process lacks the 
safeguards of full trials, and while defendants can request counsel, it's not 
provided, leaving many unrepresented. Virtual hearings exacerbate access 



issues, potentially violating equal protection. The result? Fathers' rights are 
overridden, with orders serving as bad faith tools in divorce tactics rather than 
genuine protection. 

●​ Strategic Use and False Allegations: Restraining orders are sometimes 
weaponized in family disputes to gain leverage in custody or asset division. 
Studies suggest up to 50% of claims may be unsubstantiated, yet courts' low 
evidentiary threshold encourages this, harming innocent parties and eroding trust 
in the system. 

●​ Broader Consequences: Violations can lead to criminal charges, jail, or 
enhanced penalties. Orders appear in background checks, affecting jobs 
(especially in security or education), housing, or even immigration status. For 
fathers, the stigma can perpetuate cycles of alienation from children. 

CUSTODY ORDERS 

Custody Orders: Fundamental Rights vs. State Overreach 

In family law, custody orders represent one of the most intrusive forms of state 
intervention, dictating how parents—once autonomous in their family decisions—must 
share or divide responsibilities for their children. Rooted in the libertarian ideal of 
minimal government interference, the U.S. Supreme Court's landmark decision in Troxel 
v. Granville (2000) affirmed that both parents possess a fundamental liberty interest 
under the Fourteenth Amendment to direct the care, custody, and control of their 
children. This case struck down a broad Washington state visitation statute as 
unconstitutional, emphasizing a presumption that fit parents act in their children's best 
interests without undue judicial meddling. The Supreme Court verbatim warns about 
“State Court Judges” and their “better opinions" than parents.  Yet, despite this 
constitutional safeguard, states routinely issue unconstitutional asymmetric custody 
orders—favoring one parent (often the mother) with primary physical custody while 
relegating the other to limited visitation.  

My uncomfortable explanation for frequent unconstitutionally asymmetric custody orders 
is that the state judiciary’s have been compromised by a Judicial Cartel unlawfully 
laundering interstate Federal Funds under Title IV-D of the Social Security Act.  Check 
out Black Collar Crime Spree to learn more about that. 

 



The "Best Interests of the Child" Standard: Factors and Judicial 
Obligations 

At the heart of custody determinations lies the "best interests of the child" doctrine, a 
statutory framework adopted in all 50 states that requires courts to prioritize the child's 
welfare above parental preferences. This standard, while sounding noble, grants judges 
broad discretion, often leading to asymmetric outcomes that critics say mask biases 
rather than reflect evidence. Courts are statutorily required weigh and write their opinion 
down for a variety of state mandated factors, which vary by state but commonly include: 

●​ The child's emotional, physical, and developmental needs, both now and in the 
future. 

●​ Each parent's ability to provide a stable, nurturing environment, including mental 
and physical health. 

●​ The child's relationship with each parent, siblings, and extended family. 
●​ Any history of abuse, domestic violence, substance abuse, or neglect. 
●​ The child's wishes, if mature enough (typically age 12+ in many states). 
●​ Each parent's willingness to facilitate the child's relationship with the other 

parent. 
●​ Practical considerations like work schedules, home stability, and community ties. 

When modifying custody—especially shifting from shared (joint) legal and physical 
custody to an asymmetric setup like sole custody—statutes in most states mandate that 
judges provide a written opinion detailing how these factors were weighed. This 
requirement aims for transparency but, in practice, can be cursory, with courts citing 
"best interests" as a catch-all to justify imbalances without rigorous analysis. A "material 
change in circumstances" is sometimes required to warrant changes, such as relocation 
or parental misconduct, but this hurdle is often lowered in asymmetric-favoring rulings. 

Categories Typically Covered in Standard Custody Orders 

Standard custody orders outline the framework for co-parenting, distinguishing between 
legal custody (decision-making authority on education, health, religion) and physical 
custody (where the child lives). These orders promote consistency but can feel like 
micromanagement, eroding parental autonomy. Common categories include: 

●​ Custody Type and Schedule: Specifies joint or sole legal/physical custody, with 
a detailed parenting time calendar (e.g., weekdays with one parent, alternating 
weekends). 

●​ Decision-Making: Allocates authority for major choices; joint requires 
consultation, sole vests it in one parent. 



●​ Communication and Exchanges: Mandates reasonable phone/video contact, 
pickup/drop-off logistics, and prohibitions on disparagement. 

●​ Holidays and Vacations: Divides special days (e.g., birthdays, school breaks) 
and requires advance notice for travel. 

●​ Health and Education: Requires sharing medical/school records and joint 
attendance at events. 

●​ Relocation and Modifications: Restricts moves without consent or court 
approval, and outlines dispute resolution (e.g., mediation). 

These provisions aim for the child's stability but often entrench asymmetry, limiting one 
parent's role. 

Rarer Provisions in Custody Orders 

While standard orders cover basics, courts occasionally include unusual clauses 
tailored to specific family dynamics, though these can border on overreach. Rarer 
elements might include: 

●​ Right of First Refusal: If one parent can't care for the child during their time, the 
other gets priority over babysitters. 

●​ Specific Behavioral Rules: Bans on badmouthing the other parent, restrictions 
on new romantic partners around kids, or mandates for therapy/counseling. 

●​ Lifestyle Clauses: Requirements for maintaining a "moral" environment, limits 
on haircuts/tattoos without consent, or activity cost-sharing. 

●​ Extracurricular and Financial Details: Who pays for sports/lessons, or rules on 
returning children's belongings during exchanges. 

●​ Unique Restrictions: In extreme cases, supervised visitation, no-contact with 
certain relatives, tech monitoring, anti-abduction requirements  

These rarer additions highlight how custody orders can veer into nanny-state territory, 
enforcing personal values under the guise of child protection. 

Finally, statutory guidelines in most states link custody to child support, allowing higher 
obligations when asymmetric custody is ordered. In sole custody scenarios, the 
non-custodial parent pays more, based on income disparities and limited parenting time, 
while shared custody can offset or reduce payments by factoring in overnights and 
shared expenses. This support based financial incentive can perpetuate custodial 
asymmetric orders. I contend the actual purpose is a lawless underbelly of laundering 
federal funds.  To protect yourself keep reminding them that you have the fundamental 
liberty under the 14th amendment to care, custody, and control your children as well as 
the right to acquire, possess, and protect property and you’ll defend that right. 



SUPPORT ORDERS 
Child Support: From Patchwork to Federal Overlord 

Child support orders, ostensibly designed to ensure children's financial needs are met 
post-separation, have evolved into a sprawling federal-state apparatus that often 
prioritizes revenue recovery over family autonomy. This section exposes how the 
system has ballooned from custom drafted state handling to a standardized Federal 
behemoth under Title IV-D of the Social Security Act (SSA), imposing rigid frameworks 
while routinely trampling constitutional rights. We'll trace its history, mechanics, and 
flaws, emphasizing how it overrides parental self-determination and burdens 
non-custodial parents (typically fathers) with obviously oppressive obligations. 

Pre-Title IV-D: A Decentralized, Inconsistent Landscape 

Before the federal government's heavy hand via Title IV-D in 1975, child support 
enforcement was largely a state and local affair, rooted in common law and varying 
wildly by jurisdiction. Dating back to colonial times, support obligations stemmed from 
parental duties under family law, but enforcement was sporadic and often tied to divorce 
decrees or paternity suits handled in civil courts. States managed collections 
inconsistently—some through contempt proceedings or wage attachments, but without 
uniform guidelines, outcomes depended on local judges' discretion, leading to 
inequities.   

Early federal involvement was minimal and welfare-focused. In 1950, Congress added 
Section 402(a)(11) to the SSA, requiring states to notify law enforcement of children 
receiving Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC) due to parental desertion, 
aiming to recover costs from absent parents. By the 1960s, amendments mandated 
states to establish paternity and pursue support from non-custodial parents for AFDC 
families, but this was patchwork—non-welfare cases remained private, with little 
interstate cooperation. This era allowed more parental flexibility but suffered from 
under-enforcement, setting the stage for federal overreach under the guise of "helping 
children" while actually recouping welfare expenditures. 

The SSA Title IV-D Revolution: Federal Standardization  

Enacted in 1975 as part of the SSA, Title IV-D established the Child Support 
Enforcement (CSE) program, transforming support from a state-centric system into a 
federally subsidized machine. Aimed at reducing welfare costs by enforcing support 
from non-custodial parents, it required states to adopt uniform guidelines and 
procedures to qualify for federal funding (matching grants covering up to two-thirds of 



program costs). This led to standardization: States must comply with federal regulations 
(e.g., via the Office of Child Support Enforcement [OCSE] under HHS) for locating 
parents, establishing paternity, and collecting payments, ensuring consistency. 

Federal law mandates state laws align with Title IV-D standards, including interstate 
enforcement via tools like the Uniform Interstate Family Support Act (UIFSA), which 
promotes full faith and credit for orders. Interstate contracts involve HHS/OCSE 
coordinating with state IV-D agencies (often under state DHS equivalents), requiring full 
services for cross-state cases. Intrastate, cooperative agreements or Intergovernmental 
Agreements (IGAs) bind state DHS, counties, municipal courts, DOMESTIC 
RELATIONS SECTION (DRS), and third parties (e.g., private collectors or law 
enforcement) to operate under IV-D, allowing delegation of tasks like hearings or 
enforcement while ensuring federal compliance. This web of contracts turns support into 
a revenue stream, incentivizing aggressive collection over fair resolutions, often at the 
expense of individual rights. 

High-Level Frameworks for Determining Support Orders 

Support orders are calculated using state-specific guidelines mandated by Title IV-D, 
aiming for predictability but often resulting in rigid, one-size-fits-all burdens. Most states 
use the Income Shares Model, estimating costs as if the family were intact and 
apportioning based on parents' incomes (e.g., 41 states). Others employ the 
Percentage of Income Model (flat percentage of non-custodial income, e.g., 
Wisconsin) or Melson Formula (Delaware, factoring in parental self-support reserves). 
Factors include gross/net income, number of children, custody time, and extras like 
healthcare or education. 

For higher-income families (e.g., combined incomes over $100,000–$150,000, varying 
by state), guidelines (though not in practice) often cap at a "presumptive" amount, 
allowing judicial deviations (hardly used) based on the child's actual needs, lifestyle, or 
special circumstances. This "extrapolation" or "discretionary" framework prevents 
windfalls but invites bias, as judges weigh factors like private schooling or 
vacations—often intentionally and drastically favoring the custodial parent (mom). 

Federal Caps and State Safeguards: Non-Confiscatory Orders 

Federal law, via the Consumer Credit Protection Act (CCPA), caps garnishment for child 
support at 50% of disposable earnings if the obligor supports another family, up to 60% 
otherwise (or 55–65% for arrears over 12 weeks). This prevents total wage seizure, but 
states must incorporate substantive rights to ensure orders are non-confiscatory, 
respecting due process under the 14th Amendment. Guidelines allow deductions for 



actual expenses (e.g., taxes, health insurance), self-support reserves (e.g., 
poverty-level income exemptions), and adjustments for dignity of life—meant to ensure 
obligors aren't left destitute. Orders can't lawfully be oppressive; courts must consider 
hardships, with modifications for changed circumstances. Yet, in practice, these 
constraints are often ignored, leading to intentionally burdensome orders that feel like 
theft, punishment, and rather than lawful support for the kids.  It’s worse when you see 
her walking around with hair and nails done and your son in hole ridden jeans. 

The Determination Process: From Conference to Judicial Hammer 

Determining a support order typically starts administratively and escalates judicially, 
emphasizing efficiency over thoroughness. After filing a complaint (often via the IV-D 
agency), a conference hearing is scheduled with a conference officer (non-judge) who 
reviews incomes, applies guidelines, and proposes an order. Parties submit financial 
docs; if agreed, it becomes a temporary order. No agreement? It moves to a de novo 
hearing before a hearing officer or judge, with evidence presentation and 
cross-examination. The judge issues a final order, appealable but rarely overturned. 
This streamlined process often shortcuts due process, assuming guidelines are 
infallible, and further relying on officers to correctly calculate complex equations. 

Example Scenarios: Navigating Child Support Frameworks in Practice 

To bring the abstract mechanics of child support to life, let's walk through three mock 
scenarios based on the predominant Income Shares Model used in most U.S. states. 
This model estimates what an intact family would spend on children (typically via 
state-specific charts or formulas) and apportions it based on each parent's share of 
combined income, adjusted for factors like custody time, health insurance, and childcare 
costs. I've incorporated very high levels of expenses (e.g., private schooling, 
extracurriculars, and luxury housing shares) to illustrate how courts might deviate from 
base guidelines, especially in asymmetric custody setups where one parent has primary 
responsibility. Assumptions include: joint legal custody but primary physical with the 
lower-earning parent (mother in these cases), separate spousal support, and 
calculations using approximate net incomes (after ~25% taxes). Outcomes vary by 
state—e.g., some impute income to non-working parents or cap at high incomes—but 
these draw from common practices like those in states such as Maryland, New York, or 
Illinois. Remember, these are illustrative; actual orders require state-specific calculators 
and judicial review, and federal caps are supposed to ensure compliant results (e.g., no 
more than 50-60% garnishment).  In reality, DRS courts seem to vie away from the 
guidelines when they smell money and put in place far worse orders than what’s 
illustrated below. 



Scenario 1: Non-Working Wife ($0 Income) and Husband ($80,000/Year), 2 
Children 

In this classic asymmetric case, the wife has no income (perhaps staying home 
full-time), and the husband earns $80,000 gross annually (~$5,000/month net). 
Combined income: $80,000. With primary custody to the wife, the framework starts with 
the base child support obligation for 2 children—typically 25% of combined net income 
under Income Shares (~$1,250/month total). Since the wife contributes 0%, the 
husband pays the full amount, but courts might impute minimum wage income to her 
(~$15,000/year) if deemed voluntary unemployment, reducing his share slightly. 

High expenses factor in deviations: Assume the children's "needs" include a share of 
upscale housing ($2,000/month pro-rated for kids), private preschool ($15,000/year 
total), extracurriculars like music lessons and sports ($5,000/year), health insurance 
($400/month paid by husband), and organic food/clothing ($800/month). Courts could 
upwardly deviate the base to ~$1,800/month to cover these, ensuring the order isn't 
oppressive by leaving the husband ~$3,200/month for his living (above poverty 
thresholds). Possible framework: $1,800/month ongoing, plus 50/50 split on 
unreimbursed medical/education extras, enforced via wage garnishment.  

Scenario 2: Wife ($50,000/Year) and Husband ($130,000/Year), 2 Children 

Here, the wife earns $50,000 gross (~$3,125/month net), and the husband $130,000 
(~$8,125/month net). Combined: $180,000 (~$11,250/month net). Not high-income by 
all guidelines (under ~$250,000 caps in states like New York), so we’re going to stick 
closely to Income Shares. Base for 2 children: ~25% of combined net (~$2,813/month 
total). Husband's proportional share: 130/180 ≈ 72%, so ~$2,025/month base. 

Amped up expenses for realism: Children's portion of luxury apartment rent 
($2,500/month), elite private school ($20,000/year total), travel sports and tutoring 
($8,000/year), premium health coverage ($500/month via husband's job), and high-end 
activities like summer camps ($6,000/year). If the wife argues these maintain the marital 
standard, the court might deviate upward to ~$2,500/month, crediting husband for 
insurance and adding clauses for shared extras. Possible framework: $2,500/month 
from husband, modifiable if incomes change, with safeguards like self-support reserves 
(~$1,500/month minimum for him) to avoid oppressiveness. This scenario shows 
standardization's rigidity—proportional but potentially burdensome if expenses are 
inflated without proof. 



Scenario 3: Wife ($40,000/Year) and Husband ($840,000/Year), 3 Children 
(Plus Husband's New Child with a new partner) 

This high-income case (combined $880,000; ~$55,000/month net) exceeds most 
guideline caps (e.g., $250,000-$360,000 in states like Illinois or Massachusetts), shifting 
to discretionary awards based on the children's "reasonable needs" and lifestyle, not 
strict percentages. Base under Income Shares for 3 children: ~31% of capped 
combined income (say $360,000 max, ~$9,300/month total), but courts extrapolate 
upward considering affluence. Husband's share: 840/880 ≈ 95%, but adjusted 
downward for his new child—states often deduct a hypothetical support amount (e.g., 
17-20% for 1 child, ~$12,000/month from his income) before calculating, reducing 
available income to ~$50,000/month net. 

Very high expenses drive deviations: Pro-rated mansion maintenance ($10,000/month 
for kids), top-tier private academy ($30,000/year per child), full-time nanny and tutors 
($80,000/year), international travel/vacations ($50,000/year), equestrian lessons and 
tech gadgets ($20,000/year), and premium healthcare ($1,000/month). Courts might set 
support at $15,000-$20,000/month to match this "Holley factors" lifestyle (e.g., parental 
ability, child needs), but possibly constrain it to non-oppressive levels by reserving 
~$20,000/month for husband's dignity of life and other obligations. Possible framework: 
$18,000/month base (post-adjustment), plus direct payments for extras (e.g., school 
tuition), with reviews every 2-3 years. The new child adjustment tempers overreach, but 
may still violate his property rights by prioritizing lavish "needs" over autonomy. 

In these illustrative scenarios, child support frameworks consistently impose substantial 
financial burdens on the higher-earning father, often resulting in a drastic reduction in 
his disposable income. For a husband earning $80,000 annually with a non-working 
wife and two children, a $1,800 monthly obligation—factoring in imputed income and 
elevated expenses like private schooling and upscale housing—could consume over 
40% of his net pay, leaving him with barely enough for basic living after taxes and 
self-support reserves. Similarly, in a case where the husband makes $130,000 and the 
wife $50,000 with two kids, a $2,500 monthly payment (about 37% of his net) escalates 
due to inflated "needs" such as elite education and activities, squeezing his resources 
while the system prioritizes the custodial parent's lifestyle. The high-income example is 
even more punitive: a father earning $840,000 with a $40,000-earning ex-wife, three 
shared children, and a new child elsewhere faces an $18,000 monthly order 
(potentially 26% of adjusted net, post-deductions), amplified by extravagant lifestyle 
costs— effectively halving his available funds for personal autonomy, new family 
obligations, or investments, all under the guise of child welfare but often entrenching 
dependency and overriding his constitutional property rights. 



ALIMONY PENDENTE LITE 

Alimony Pendente Lite (APL), which refers to temporary spousal support paid during the 
pendency of a divorce proceeding to help the lower-earning spouse cover living 
expenses and legal fees, is a term most commonly associated with Pennsylvania family 
law, where it is explicitly defined and calculated under state statutes like 23 Pa.C.S. § 
3702 and Rule of Civil Procedure 1910.16-4. While the specific phrasing "Alimony 
Pendente Lite" originates from Latin ("pending litigation") and is predominantly used in 
Pennsylvania's legal framework to distinguish it from other forms of spousal support or 
permanent alimony, the concept is not entirely unique to the state—similar mechanisms 
for interim financial support from the higher-earning spouse exist nationwide, though 
under varying names and with state-specific rules. For instance, several states employ 
the exact term "pendente lite alimony" or "alimony pendente lite" for temporary support 
during divorce litigation, including Maryland (where it maintains the financial status quo 
pending resolution), New Jersey (often terminating upon divorce finalization and 
potentially transitioning to other alimony types), California, Virginia, and a few others as 
part of their temporary or interim spousal maintenance provisions. In most other U.S. 
states, equivalents take the form of "temporary spousal support," "interim alimony," or 
"maintenance pendente lite," which serve the same purpose of providing financial 
assistance from the higher earner to the dependent spouse during proceedings, but with 
variations in calculation (e.g., based on income disparity, needs, and marital standard of 
living) and availability—states like Texas and North Carolina have more restrictive 
alimony laws overall, while all 50 states allow some form of spousal support, though not 
always temporary versions in every jurisdiction. These mechanisms are allegedly 
need-based, non-fault-oriented for temporary purposes, and aim to prevent economic 
disadvantage during litigation, but eligibility, duration, and amounts differ significantly by 
state statutes.  APL orders are ON TOP OF support orders.  You get rekt. 

Alimony Pendente Lite (APL): Temporary Lifeline or Shakedown? 

In the labyrinth of family law, Alimony Pendente Lite (APL)—Latin for "alimony pending 
litigation"—serves as temporary spousal support during divorce proceedings, ostensibly 
to level the playing field by ensuring the lower-earning spouse can afford legal fees and 
maintain a reasonable standard of living until the case resolves. In practice, it's often a 
rubber-stamped add-on that overrides the higher-earner's property rights, extracting 
funds based on rote formulas without deep scrutiny of need or merit.  

Unlike permanent alimony, APL ends at divorce finalization (potentially transitioning to 
alimony), and it's available regardless of fault, emphasizing economic disparity over 
behavior. Courts typically calculate it under state rules like Pennsylvania Rule of Civil 



Procedure 1910.16-4, using net monthly incomes (after taxes, mandatory deductions) 
and integrating with child support to avoid double-dipping—yet the result frequently 
burdens the payor (often the father) with combined obligations that feel oppressive, 
chipping away at self-reliance and constitutional protections against undue takings. 

How APL is Calculated: The Formulaic Squeeze 

Pennsylvania employs a guideline-based approach for APL, treating it similarly to 
spousal support but with adjustments when children are involved. The base formula 
hinges on the difference in parties' net incomes: 

●​ Without Children: APL = 33% of the higher-earner's net monthly income minus 
40% of the lower-earner's net monthly income. (Alternatively framed as 40% of 
the net income difference.) 

●​ With Children: The process is more layered—a five-step integration with child 
support under Rule 1910.16-4. First, compute child support using state 
guidelines (e.g., Income Shares Model). Then, adjust incomes by subtracting the 
child support from the obligor's net and adding it to the obligee's. Finally, apply a 
modified spousal formula: 25% of the adjusted higher net minus 30% of the 
adjusted lower net (or 30% of the adjusted difference). 

Deviations are possible for unusual circumstances (e.g., high expenses, debts, or health 
issues), but courts presume the guidelines are fair, shifting the burden to the payor to 
prove otherwise—another tilt toward state overreach. Net income excludes voluntary 
deductions like 401(k) contributions but includes bonuses, investments, and imputed 
earnings if a party is underemployed. 

Example Calculation and Addition to Support Requirements 

Consider a scenario adapted from our earlier mocks: A husband earning $130,000 
gross annually (~$8,125 net monthly after ~25% taxes) and a wife at $50,000 gross 
(~$3,125 net monthly), with two children under asymmetric custody (primary to wife). 
First, child support might total ~$2,500/month (as calculated previously under Income 
Shares, factoring high expenses like private school and activities). 

For APL (with children): 

1.​ Compute adjusted incomes: Subtract child support ($2,500) from husband's net 
($8,125 - $2,500 = $5,625) and add to wife's ($3,125 + $2,500 = $5,625). 

2.​ Apply formula: 25% of husband's adjusted net ($5,625 × 0.25 = $1,406.25) minus 
30% of wife's adjusted net ($5,625 × 0.30 = $1,687.50). Result: $1,406.25 - 



$1,687.50 = -$281.25 (negative means no APL, as incomes equalize post-child 
support). 

But if disparities persist—say, without full equalization—APL could add 
$500-$1,000/month. In practice, this stacks atop child support, creating a total "support 
requirement" of $3,000+/month from the husband, drastically reducing his disposable 
income (e.g., from $8,125 to ~$5,125 after obligations, before his own expenses). This 
"addition" exemplifies systemic bias: APL ensures the lower-earner can litigate 
aggressively, often prolonging cases and eroding the payor's resources, all while courts 
rubber-stamp without rigorous due process.  

 



DIVORCE RELATED ORDERS - The State's Web of 
Entanglements 

Divorce-related orders encompass a broad array of judicial mandates that dissolve 
marriages and redistribute resources, often with the state inserting itself as arbiter in 
deeply personal matters. From a libertarian perspective, these orders represent a 
necessary evil for ending unions but frequently devolve into overreach, where courts 
rubber-stamp imbalances that erode individual autonomy, property rights, and 
self-reliance under the pretext of equity or welfare. In your "Do no harm, take no shit" 
approach, understanding these tools empowers you to contest unfair applications 
vigorously. Below is a short introduction to key concepts: bifurcation, distribution, 
divorce itself, spousal support, alimony, and attorney fee orders—terms that vary by 
state but share common threads in U.S. family law. 

●​ Bifurcation: This process allows a court to sever the dissolution of the marriage 
from other unresolved issues, granting a legal divorce first while deferring 
decisions on property, support, or custody. It's available in many states (e.g., 
California, Illinois, Washington) to expedite endings in protracted cases, but 
critics argue it can disadvantage one party by altering tax status or benefits 
prematurely, often favoring the one seeking quick closure without full equity. 

●​ Distribution (Equitable Distribution): In 41 states, marital property is divided 
"equitably" (fairly, not necessarily equally) upon divorce, considering factors like 
marriage length, contributions, and needs—distinct from community property 
states (e.g., California, Texas) where assets are split 50/50. This discretionary 
system invites judicial bias, potentially stripping one spouse (often the higher 
earner) of hard-earned assets under vague "fairness" standards, clashing with 
property rights. 

●​ Divorce: The core order dissolving the marriage bond, granted on grounds like 
irreconcilable differences (no-fault in all states) or fault-based reasons (e.g., 
adultery in some). It restores single status but often bundles with other orders, 
enabling state oversight that lingers via support or custody— a far cry from true 
liberty if it perpetuates financial ties. 

●​ Spousal Support: Temporary or rehabilitative financial aid from one ex-spouse 
to another to maintain living standards post-separation, often during proceedings 
or short-term. It's need-based, factoring income disparity, and ends upon 
remarriage or self-sufficiency, but can feel like forced wealth transfer, overriding 
voluntary agreements. 

●​ Alimony: Often used interchangeably with spousal support, but in some contexts 
(e.g., Georgia), it refers to permanent or lump-sum payments for long-term 
marriages, defined as an allowance from one party's estate for the other's 



support. It's taxable to the recipient and deductible for the payor (per IRS rules), 
but its indefinite nature can entrench dependency, clashing with self-reliance 
ideals. 

●​ Attorney Fee Orders: Courts can mandate one spouse to pay the other's legal 
fees based on financial need, ability to pay, and case merits (e.g., in child 
support/alimony actions under statutes like NC's §50-13.6 or Texas Family 
Code). This "fee-shifting" aims for access to justice but often burdens the higher 
earner, incentivizing prolonged litigation and violating property rights by 
compelling payment for adversarial costs. 

Bifurcation Orders: Severing the Knot, But Not the Chains 

In the intricate machinery of divorce proceedings, a bifurcation order stands out as a 
procedural tool that allows courts to slice the process into distinct phases, granting a 
swift legal end to the marriage while postponing thornier matters like property division, 
spousal support, child custody, or debt allocation. Bifurcation can be a double-edged 
sword: it promotes personal freedom by enabling quicker remarriage or tax status 
changes without waiting for full resolution. However, it leads to possibly disadvantaging 
one party (e.g., by altering inheritance rights or benefits prematurely) and inviting 
strategic abuse in contentious splits.  

Not all states permit bifurcation freely—it's common in places like California, Illinois, 
Utah, and Maryland, but restricted or unavailable in others (e.g., Pennsylvania requires 
compelling reasons)—and even where allowed, it demands a motion showing good 
cause, such as health issues, tax advantages, or the need to remarry. In practice, 
judges weigh factors like case complexity, potential prejudice, and public policy. 

Bifurcation is typically sought via a motion or stipulation when parties agree (or one 
persuades the court) that separating the marital status termination from ancillary issues 
serves justice or practicality. Pros include faster emotional closure, eligibility for single 
filing status (potentially saving taxes), and the ability to move on with life aspects like 
remarriage or estate planning. Cons are stark: It can complicate matters like spousal 
benefits (e.g., losing health insurance or pension rights upon status change), create 
leverage imbalances (one party might drag out remaining issues post-divorce), and 
increase overall costs through multiple hearings. In high-conflict cases, it might even 
violate due process if rushed, as unresolved finances or custody tie you to the ex via 
ongoing litigation—hardly the clean break autonomy demands.  

 



Distribution Orders: The State Slices Your Pie 

In the arena of divorce, distribution orders—judicial decrees dividing marital assets and 
debts—represent perhaps the most blatant form of state intervention into private affairs, 
where courts wield broad statutory authority to redistribute what you've built, often under 
the banner of "fairness" but with little regard for individual effort or autonomy. These 
orders can feel like sanctioned theft, overriding property rights enshrined in the 
Constitution while entrenching dependency or resentment. Yet, they stem from a core 
principle: separating finances post-marriage the state declares are entangled and no 
longer simply based on normal titled ownership.  

Remember, if parties agree on certain divisions—say, via a private settlement—they can 
handle those themselves and submit only unresolved portions to the court for 
ratification, minimizing state overreach and costs. This empowers self-determination: 
draft a marital settlement agreement outlining splits, get it notarized, and incorporate it 
into the final decree, leaving judges to approve rather than dictate.  

Below, we delve into how property splits differ by state regime, key guidelines for 
valuation and consequences, and a sample order snippet—arming you to contest 
imbalances aggressively. 

Community Property vs. Equitable Distribution: Equal Split or Judicial Fiat? 

U.S. states follow two primary systems for property division in divorce, each with distinct 
philosophies that can dramatically affect outcomes. 

●​ Community Property States: Nine states—Arizona, California, Idaho, 
Louisiana, Nevada, New Mexico, Texas, Washington, and Wisconsin—treat 
marriage as a financial partnership, presuming all assets acquired during the 
union (marital or "community" property) are owned equally, regardless of whose 
name is on the title. Upon divorce, these are divided 50/50, aiming for 
mathematical equality. Separate property (pre-marriage assets, inheritances, 
gifts) stays with the original owner unless commingled (e.g., mixing inheritance 
funds into a joint account). This system offers predictability but can punish the 
higher contributor, ignoring nuances like one spouse's career sacrific. 

●​ Equitable Distribution States: The remaining 41 states (e.g., New York, Florida, 
Pennsylvania) opt for "equitable" division—fair, but not necessarily 
equal—granting judges discretion to allocate based on factors like marriage 
length, each spouse's age/health, contributions (financial and non-financial, e.g., 
homemaking), future earning potential, child custody needs, and dissipation 
(wasting assets). Marital property (acquired during marriage) is allegedly divided 



justly, while separate property remains untouched unless transmuted (e.g., using 
marital funds to improve a pre-owned home). This flexibility can address 
imbalances but invites bias—judges might favor the lower earner, eroding the 
higher one's rights through subjective "fairness." 

In both, starting points identify marital vs. separate property (e.g., date of marriage as 
cutoff), while ending points finalize values post-trial or agreement. Value dates vary: 
often date of separation/filing (to prevent manipulation) or trial (capturing fluctuations). 
Methods include appraisals (real estate), market quotes (stocks), or expert valuations 
(businesses). Tax consequences loom: Transfers are non-taxable under IRC Sec. 1041, 
but sales trigger capital gains (e.g., home sale exemption up to $250k per spouse); 
liquidation (selling assets to equalize) incurs fees/taxes, often borne unequally.  

What a Distribution Order Might Look Like: A Snippet 

Distribution orders are formal decrees listing assets/debts, values, and assignments, 
often appended to the divorce judgment. Here's a simplified snippet from a hypothetical 
equitable distribution state order: 

ORDER FOR EQUITABLE DISTRIBUTION OF PROPERTY 

The Court, having considered the evidence and factors under [statute, e.g., G.S. 
50-20], orders: 

1.​ Marital Residence (valued at $500,000 as of separation date [date]; 
appraisal method): Awarded to Petitioner; Respondent receives offsetting 
equity from retirement account. Tax consequences: Petitioner assumes 
any future capital gains. 

2.​ Retirement Accounts (total $300,000 as of trial date [date]; QDRO 
method): Divided 60/40 favoring Respondent due to contributions 
disparity; no immediate liquidation penalties. 

3.​ Vehicles and Debts: [List specifics, e.g., Car A to Petitioner ($20,000 
value), credit card debt ($10,000) to Respondent.] 

4.​ Equalization Payment: Petitioner pays $50,000 within 90 days. 
5.​ All separate property (e.g., pre-marital inheritance) confirmed as such. 

Nuptial Agreements: Your Shield Against State Division 

Prenuptial (pre-marriage) or postnuptial (during marriage) agreements can profoundly 
alter distribution, overriding default state laws by classifying assets as separate, 
dictating splits, or waiving claims—promoting contractual freedom over judicial fiat. In 



community states, they preserve separate property from 50/50 splits; in equitable ones, 
they limit judicial discretion, protecting high earners or family heirlooms. Courts MAY 
uphold them if voluntary, with full disclosure, and not unconscionable (e.g., no 
poverty-inducing terms). Impacts include shielding pre-marital assets, capping support, 
or assigning debts.  

Spousal Support and Alimony: Forever Chains 

In the realm of divorce, spousal support and alimony represent financial lifelines—or 
shackles, depending on your view—orders for spousal support and alimony compel one 
ex-spouse to transfer money to the other, ostensibly to mitigate economic fallout from 
the marriage's end. Spousal support (also called maintenance in some states) generally 
refers to payments from the higher-earning spouse to the lower-earning one to maintain 
a comparable standard of living, either during separation, pending divorce, or 
post-divorce. Alimony, an older term derived from Latin for "nourishment," is often used 
interchangeably but can specifically denote post-divorce payments, sometimes with a 
punitive connotation in historical contexts (e.g., fault-based awards).  

Key differences emerge by state: In Pennsylvania, spousal support applies pre-divorce 
filing (for separated couples), alimony post-divorce, and alimony pendente lite during 
proceedings; elsewhere, like California or New Jersey, terms blend, with "spousal 
support" as the neutral, modern label avoiding gender bias. Functionally, both aim to 
bridge income gaps, but spousal support may be temporary/rehabilitative (helping the 
recipient become self-sufficient), while alimony can imply longer-term or permanent aid 
in states recognizing it distinctly. These kinds of orders for payments over time can 
sometimes be used to fix unequal distributions of assets that are difficult to instantly 
liquidate. 

Standard Rules: When, How, and How Much 

Courts award spousal support/alimony when there's a demonstrated need—typically in 
longer marriages (10+ years) with significant income disparities, where one spouse 
sacrificed career for family or lacks skills for self-support. Short marriages (under 5 
years) rarely qualify unless exceptional circumstances like disability exist. Application 
involves petitioning during divorce, with judges weighing factors like marriage duration, 
standard of living, age/health, earning capacities, contributions (e.g., homemaking), and 
child-rearing impacts—discretionary in most states, though some (e.g., New York, 
California) use formulas for temporary support.  

Types include temporary (during proceedings), rehabilitative (short-term for 
training/education), permanent (indefinite for long marriages, e.g., over 20 years), or 



lump-sum (one-time payment). Amounts vary widely: No universal formula, but 
guidelines might cap at 30-40% of the payor's income minus recipient's (e.g., 
$1,000-$5,000/month for mid-income cases); for a 15-year marriage with $100k 
disparity, expect $2,000-$4,000/month rehabilitative for 5-7 years, or permanent at 
lower rates for lifelong needs. Duration often mirrors half the marriage length for shorter 
unions, unlimited for 20+ years in states like Delaware. Payments end on remarriage, 
cohabitation, or death, modifiable for changed circumstances. Tax-wise, post-2019, it's 
non-deductible for payor, non-taxable for recipient. 

When Courts Are Barred from Issuing Them 

Courts cannot award spousal support/alimony absent a request—it's not automatic, so 
failure to petition waives it (e.g., in Connecticut, no post-divorce award if unrequested). 
Key bars include no demonstrated need (recipient self-supporting via income/assets) or 
payor's inability to pay without hardship. Short/no-need marriages (e.g., under 5 years) 
often deny it outright. Valid prenups/postnups waiving support are enforceable if 
fair/disclosed. Restrictive states like Texas limit to 3-10 years max (no permanent), 
North Carolina emphasizes short-term, and all deny if unconscionable or 
duress-involved. Fault (e.g., abuse) may bar the wrongdoer from receiving, but most 
states are no-fault. Document self-sufficiency to block awards—your shield against 
perpetual state-mandated transfers.  Courts may also bar alimony in the case where a 
spouse is cohabitating with a new partner. 

Attorney Fee Orders: Funding the Fight or Forced Subsidy? 

In the adversarial theater of divorce and property distribution, attorney fee orders 
empower courts to compel one spouse—typically the higher earner—to cover some or 
all of the other's legal costs, ostensibly to promote fair access to justice but often feeling 
like a state-mandated handout that prolongs litigation and erodes property rights. These 
orders can level the playing field in lopsided finances but frequently incentivize 
aggressive tactics, turning family disputes into father-funded battles to help his wife go 
on the attack. Rooted in the "American Rule" (each party pays their own fees unless 
statutes allow otherwise), family law carves exceptions to prevent economic coercion, 
but awards are discretionary and vary by state. 

Which Attorney Fees Can Be Applied During Divorce/Distribution Matters? 

Attorney fee orders in divorce encompass a range of costs, including those for initial 
filings, discovery, hearings, mediation, appeals, and post-decree enforcement (e.g., 
modifying support or custody). They can cover counsel fees, expert witnesses (e.g., 
appraisers for property valuation), court costs, and even guardian ad litem fees for 



child-related issues. In distribution matters, fees might apply to disputes over asset 
division, hidden property investigations, or contempt actions for non-compliance. 
Temporary (pendente lite) fees provide interim relief during proceedings, while final 
awards settle at divorce conclusion. States like Pennsylvania (under 23 Pa.C.S. § 3702) 
or California (Family Code § 2030) explicitly authorize them in family cases, often 
integrating with child support or alimony to avoid double-dipping. 

Basis for Granting Attorney Fees 

The primary basis is financial disparity: Courts award fees when one spouse lacks 
resources to litigate effectively, while the other has the ability to pay, ensuring "equal 
access" without forcing asset liquidation. Factors include incomes, assets, earning 
potential, marriage length, and the case's complexity—e.g., if one hides assets or 
causes delays, fees may punish misconduct under statutes like Wisconsin's or 
Georgia's contempt provisions. In enforcement actions (e.g., collecting unpaid support), 
prevailing parties often recover fees to deter violations. Awards must be "reasonable," 
based on hourly rates, time spent, and necessity, with judges requiring affidavits or 
hearings.  

When Attorney Fee Payments Are Barred 

Courts are barred from issuing fee orders absent statutory authority—e.g., no award if 
both parties can afford representation or if the requesting spouse has sufficient 
assets/income (e.g., liquid funds or employability). In no-fault states without misconduct, 
or if the case lacks merit (e.g., frivolous motions), fees are denied. Prenups waiving fees 
are enforceable if fair. Some states (e.g., Texas) restrict to specific scenarios like 
enforcement, barring broad awards. If the payor proves hardship (e.g., bankruptcy risk), 
or if fees stem from the recipient's bad faith, courts may withhold. Post-2019 tax 
changes make fees non-deductible, indirectly barring tax-motivated requests. 

Other Key Details: Enforcement, Appeals, and Strategies 

Fee orders are enforceable via wage garnishment, liens, or contempt, with interest 
accruing on unpaid amounts—escalating the financial sting. Appeals succeed if abuse 
of discretion is shown, but they're rare and costly. In high-conflict cases, interim fees 
prevent "starvation tactics." To counter, document equal finances or the other's 
voluntary underemployment; opt for mediation to avoid fee battles altogether, reclaiming 
control from the state. Consult state statutes—e.g., Connecticut's §46b-62 or 
Wisconsin's family law codes—for nuances, as variations abound.  



CONTEMPT ORDERS:  

The State's Hammer for Enforcement 

In the coercive machinery of law, contempt orders serve as the judiciary's primary 
weapon to enforce compliance with prior decrees, punishing or compelling adherence to 
rulings on custody, support, visitation, property division, or restraining orders. From a 
libertarian viewpoint, these orders epitomize government overreach, transforming 
personal disputes into quasi-criminal proceedings where the state wields fines, 
incarceration, and other sanctions to micromanage private lives—often based on 
subjective interpretations of "willful" violations that erode individual freedoms and due 
process.  

Document every interaction to counter accusations, as contempt can stem from minor 
lapses amplified by bias, turning you into a perpetual defendant. While intended to 
protect vulnerable parties (e.g., ensuring child support flows), they frequently 
rubber-stamp penalties without rigorous proof, prioritizing coercion over resolution. 
Contempt is bifurcated into civil and criminal varieties, each with distinct purposes, 
procedures, and implications—though in family law, civil predominates due to its 
remedial focus. Below, we dissect these, the grounds required, and the cascading 
consequences that can upend lives. 

Civil Contempt: Coercion to Comply 

Civil contempt is the more prevalent form in family law, designed not to punish but to 
remedy non-compliance by compelling the violator to adhere to the court's 
order—essentially, a firm judicial nudge (or shove) to protect the other party's rights. 
Unlike criminal proceedings, it's "purgeable": The accused can avoid or end sanctions 
by fulfilling the obligation, such as paying overdue support or allowing visitation. This 
makes it a tool for ongoing enforcement rather than retribution, but critics argue it skirts 
due process, as hearings can be summary with lower or non-existent evidentiary 
standards (preponderance of evidence vs. beyond reasonable doubt).  

In practice, a motion for civil contempt is filed by the aggrieved party, leading to a 
show-cause hearing where the court assesses if the violation was willful and ongoing. If 
found in contempt, the order might impose conditional penalties, like daily fines until 
compliance, emphasizing remediation over punishment—but this can still feel 
oppressive, trapping individuals in cycles of debt or restricted liberty. 

 



Criminal Contempt: Punishment for Defiance 

Criminal contempt, rarer in family law but more severe, treats violations as offenses 
against the cartel court's authority, aiming to vindicate judicial dignity through 
punishment rather than correction. It applies to egregious, willful acts like repeated 
defiance of orders or courtroom disruptions, carrying criminal procedure safeguards: 
right to counsel, jury trial in some cases (for serious penalties), and proof beyond 
reasonable doubt.  

Unlike civil, it's not purgeable—sanctions are fixed and retributive, such as fines or jail 
time served regardless of later compliance. In family contexts, it might arise from 
chronic non-payment of support or blatant custody interference, but its criminal nature 
adds stigmas like records affecting employment or gun rights. Libertarians decry this as 
excessive state power, criminalizing personal failings as victimless crimes, often 
escalating minor disputes into felony-level ordeals. 

Grounds Necessary to Induce Contempt Orders 

To trigger a contempt finding, the moving party must prove specific grounds: a valid 
court order existed, the accused had knowledge of it, and they willfully violated it without 
justification. "Willful" implies intentional disregard, not mere accident—e.g., forgetting a 
visitation pickup might not qualify, but repeatedly denying access does. Common family 
law grounds include: 

●​ Support Violations: Non-payment of child/spousal support, even partial, if ability 
to pay exists (courts impute income if unemployed). 

●​ Custody/Visitation Breaches: Interfering with parenting time, like withholding 
children or badmouthing the other parent. 

●​ Property/Financial Non-Compliance: Failing to transfer assets, pay debts, or 
disclose finances as ordered. 

●​ Restraining Order Infractions: Contacting protected parties or violating 
stay-away terms. 

Defenses like impossibility (e.g., financial hardship) or good faith efforts can negate 
willfulness, but the burden often shifts to the accused, highlighting systemic inequities. 

Potential Consequences: From Fines to Freedom Lost 

Consequences for contempt vary by type and severity but can devastate finances, 
liberty, and reputation, underscoring the state's punitive arsenal. For civil contempt, 
penalties are coercive: Fines (daily accruing until compliance, e.g., $100/day), wage 



garnishment, asset seizure, or short-term jail (e.g., weekends) to "encourage" 
adherence—purgeable by rectifying the violation. Criminal contempt escalates: 
Misdemeanor/felony charges leading to fixed fines (up to $1,000+), community service, 
probation, or jail (up to 6 months or more for repeats), plus a criminal record impacting 
jobs, licenses, or custody rights. Both may include attorney fees/costs reimbursement to 
the complainant, modified orders (e.g., reduced visitation), or license suspensions 
(driver's/professional for support arrears). Long-term fallout: Credit damage from liens, 
parental alienation risks, or escalated conflicts—fight with affidavits and logs to mitigate, 
as appeals are tough but possible for procedural errors. In essence, contempt orders 
weaponize the state against non-conformity; preempt with compliance records to avoid 
this trap. 

Criminal Sentencing Orders: When Family Disputes Cross into Crime 

In the shadowy intersection of family law and criminal justice, criminal sentencing orders 
emerge as the state's ultimate punitive tool, imposing penalties for violations that 
escalate beyond civil remedies into outright crimes—such as domestic violence, 
stalking, or repeated contempt of court orders. From your fervent libertarian perspective, 
these orders exemplify the dangers of government expansionism: What begins as a 
private relational breakdown invites state-sanctioned coercion, stripping individuals of 
liberty through fines, probation, or incarceration under the pretext of protection or 
deterrence, often without proportional due process or recognition of mitigating 
circumstances. Aligning with "Do no harm, take no shit," they underscore the need for 
robust defense: Document interactions meticulously to avoid escalation, as family 
matters can swiftly morph into criminal records affecting employment, firearms rights, or 
future custody battles. Unlike civil orders (e.g., contempt for non-payment), criminal 
sentencing follows a conviction or plea, blending family law triggers with penal code 
enforcement—e.g., violating a restraining order might lead to misdemeanor or felony 
charges. Sentencing varies by jurisdiction, guided by statutes like state penal codes or 
federal laws (e.g., Violence Against Women Act for interstate violations), with judges 
weighing factors like offense severity, prior history, and victim impact. Below, we explore 
types, grounds, and consequences, empowering you to navigate—or better, avoid—this 
draconian terrain. 

Types of Criminal Sentencing Orders in Family Law Contexts 

Criminal sentencing orders aren't monolithic; they tailor punishments to the crime's 
nature, often classified by offense level (misdemeanor vs. felony) and incorporating 
rehabilitative, deterrent, or restorative elements. Common types include: 



●​ Probation Orders: Supervised release instead of jail, with conditions like 
counseling, no-contact with victims, or community service—common for first-time 
domestic violence offenders. 

●​ Incarceration Sentences: Jail or prison terms, ranging from days (for minor 
violations) to years (for aggravated assaults), often with mandatory minimums in 
states like California for repeat offenses. 

●​ Fine and Restitution Orders: Monetary penalties, e.g., $500-$10,000 fines plus 
victim restitution for damages or therapy costs. 

●​ Diversion or Alternative Sentencing: Programs like batterer intervention or 
drug courts for underlying issues, deferring traditional punishment upon 
completion. 

These often integrate family law elements, like enhanced no-contact provisions or 
custody modifications post-conviction. 

Grounds Necessary to Induce Criminal Sentencing Orders 

Criminal sentencing follows a conviction, requiring proof beyond reasonable doubt of a 
family-related crime—grounds must show intent, harm, or repeated defiance. Common 
triggers include: 

●​ Domestic Violence or Assault: Physical, sexual, or emotional abuse against 
family members, graded by severity (e.g., misdemeanor for threats, felony for 
injury). 

●​ Restraining Order Violations: Willful breaches, like contact or proximity, often 
misdemeanors but felonies if armed or repeated. 

●​ Criminal Contempt: Escalated from civil for egregious order defiance, e.g., 
hiding children in custody disputes. 

●​ Stalking or Harassment: Persistent unwanted pursuit, often via digital means, 
leading to felony charges in states like New York. 

●​ Child Endangerment or Abduction: Actions risking kids' safety or parental 
kidnapping across state lines (federal under Parental Kidnapping Prevention 
Act). 

Prosecutors must demonstrate elements like mens rea (intent) and actus reus (act), 
with defenses like self-defense or lack of willfulness potentially barring conviction. 

Potential Consequences: From Penalties to Lifelong Scars 

Consequences of criminal sentencing orders extend far beyond the courtroom, 
imposing immediate and enduring burdens that can dismantle lives and liberties. Direct 



penalties include incarceration (e.g., 30 days to 10+ years), fines ($500-$50,000+), 
probation (1-5 years with monitoring), and restitution. Collateral effects are profound: 
Criminal records hinder jobs/housing, loss of gun rights under federal law (e.g., 
Lautenberg Amendment for DV convictions), restricted travel (probation terms), and 
family impacts like lost custody or supervised visitation. Repeat offenders face 
enhanced sentences, and violations of probation can revoke leniency, leading to full 
imprisonment. In your strategy, seek diversion programs or plea deals to mitigate, but 
always consult counsel—prevention through compliance trumps reaction in this 
unforgiving system. 

 



SAMPLE ORDERS 

Mock Court Orders: Expanded Samples from the Bench 

To give readers a fuller sense of how court orders appear in practice—often dense with 
recitals, findings, and detailed provisions—this section expands on the previous mocks. 
Using our hypothetical case in the Municipal District Court of Cartel County, 
Pennsylvania, with Judge Treasonous Despot presiding, parties Jane Smith (petitioner) 
and John Smith (respondent), and children Jessica Smith (age 10) and Jordan Smith 
(age 8) where applicable, these examples illustrate typical length and depth.  

Real orders can span pages, incorporating evidence summaries, statutory citations, and 
contingencies for enforcement. Note the consistent structure: A formal caption identifies 
the court and parties; the title states the order type; recitals provide background; 
findings justify decisions; decretal sections ("the Court ORDERS") list specifics; and a 
signature block concludes. This format ensures clarity and legal weight. These are 
illustrative—consult examples in your locality for real cases, and remember: Vigorous 
negotiation can shape outcomes before the state imposes them. 

 



MOCK RESTRAINING ORDER 
 
MUNICIPAL DISTRICT COURT OF CARTEL COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA 
In re the Marriage of: 
JANE SMITH, Petitioner, 
and 
JOHN SMITH, Respondent. 
Case No.: FD-2025-12345 
TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER AND ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

This matter came before the Court on November 15, 2025, upon Petitioner's ex parte 
motion for a temporary restraining order, supported by affidavit alleging immediate 
danger of harm from Respondent, including threats of physical violence and harassment 
via electronic means. The Court, having reviewed the petition, affidavit, and any 
supporting documentation, and finding that irreparable harm may occur without 
immediate intervention, and that notice to Respondent would defeat the purpose of 
protection, hereby makes the following findings: 

The Court finds probable cause that acts of family violence have occurred, as defined 
under Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes Title 23, Section 6102, including but not 
limited to verbal threats on October 20, 2025, and unauthorized entry into Petitioner's 
residence on November 1, 2025. The Court further finds that the minor children, Jessica 
Smith and Jordan Smith, may be at risk if unprotected contact continues. No prior notice 
was given to Respondent to prevent escalation. 

Accordingly, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that: 

1.​ Respondent is restrained from assaulting, threatening, abusing, harassing, 
following, or interfering with Petitioner or the minor children, Jessica and Jordan 
Smith, in any manner, including but not limited to physical, verbal, or electronic 
contact. 

2.​ Respondent shall have no contact, direct or indirect (including through third 
parties, social media, email, text, or phone), with Petitioner or the children, 
except as may be permitted by a subsequent custody or visitation order. 

3.​ Respondent shall stay at least 100 yards away from Petitioner's residence at 123 
Main Street, Cartel County, PA; her workplace at ABC Corporation, 456 Elm 
Avenue; and the children's school at Cartel Elementary, 789 Oak Lane. 

4.​ Respondent shall immediately surrender all firearms, ammunition, and other 
weapons to the Cartel County Sheriff's Office, and is prohibited from possessing 
or acquiring any such items during the order's duration. 



5.​ Respondent is excluded from the family residence at 123 Main Street, and shall 
not enter or attempt to enter it without court permission. 

6.​ This order does not affect title to any property but grants Petitioner exclusive use 
and possession of the residence and necessary personal items. 

7.​ Law enforcement is directed to enforce this order, including removal of 
Respondent if necessary. 

8.​ This temporary order is effective immediately upon service and shall remain in 
force until the full hearing scheduled for December 10, 2025, at 9:00 AM, or until 
further order of the Court. 

9.​ Respondent is ordered to appear at the hearing to show cause why this order 
should not be made permanent or extended. 

Violation of this order may result in arrest, fines, or imprisonment. Service shall be made 
by the Sheriff or certified process server. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

Date: November 23, 2025 

Judge Treasonous Despot 

 

 



MOCK CUSTODY ORDER 
 
MUNICIPAL DISTRICT COURT OF CARTEL COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA 
In re the Marriage of: 
JANE SMITH, Petitioner, 
and 
JOHN SMITH, Respondent. 
Case No.: FD-2025-12345 

PARENTING PLAN AND CUSTODY ORDER 

This matter came before the Court on October 30, 2025, for a full evidentiary hearing on 
custody and parenting time concerning the minor children of the parties, namely Jessica 
Smith (born January 15, 2015) and Jordan Smith (born March 20, 2017). Both Petitioner 
and Respondent appeared in person with their respective counsel. The Court received 
and considered testimony from the parties, character witnesses, a court-appointed 
guardian ad litem, a child psychologist's report dated October 15, 2025, school records, 
medical history, and other documentary evidence submitted under seal. No settlement 
was reached, necessitating judicial determination. 

Pursuant to Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes Title 23, Sections 5323 and 5328, the 
Court has evaluated the best interests of the children based on all relevant factors, 
including but not limited to: (1) which party is more likely to encourage and permit 
frequent and continuing contact between the children and the other party; (2) the past 
and present parental duties performed by each party; (3) the need for stability and 
continuity in the children's education, family life, and community life; (4) the availability 
of extended family; (5) the children's sibling relationships; (6) the well-reasoned 
preferences of the children, considering their maturity (here, Jessica expressed a 
preference for more time with Petitioner due to school routines, while Jordan was too 
young to articulate); (7) attempts by a party to turn the children against the other; (8) 
which party is more likely to maintain a loving, stable, consistent, and nurturing 
relationship; (9) each party's mental and physical health (both parties are healthy); (10) 
history of drug or alcohol abuse (none found); (11) history of domestic violence or abuse 
(allegations unsubstantiated); (12) criminal history (none); and (13) any other relevant 
factor. 

The Court finds that Petitioner has served as the primary caregiver throughout the 
marriage, handling daily routines, medical appointments, and school involvement, 
providing a stable environment at the marital residence. Respondent, while loving and 
involved, has a demanding work schedule that limits weekday availability, though he 



has demonstrated commitment during weekends. There is no evidence of abuse or 
neglect by either party, but minor conflicts during exchanges suggest the need for 
structured communication. Joint legal custody is in the children's best interests to 
ensure both voices in major decisions, while primary physical custody with Petitioner 
promotes consistency for schooling in Cartel County. The parenting plan balances time 
to foster bonds with both parents, with flexibility for holidays and emergencies. 

Accordingly, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that: 

1.​ The parties shall share joint legal custody of Jessica Smith and Jordan Smith. 
This means both parents shall consult and agree on all major decisions affecting 
the children's welfare, including but not limited to education (school choice, 
extracurriculars), medical and dental care (routine and emergency treatments), 
religious upbringing, and psychological counseling if needed. In the event of a 
deadlock after good-faith discussion, Petitioner shall have tie-breaking authority 
on education and health matters, while Respondent shall have it on religious and 
recreational activities. All decisions shall prioritize the children's best interests. 

2.​ Petitioner shall have primary physical custody, meaning the children shall reside 
primarily with her at 123 Main Street, Cartel County, PA, or any subsequent 
residence within the county. This arrangement supports the children's enrollment 
at Cartel Elementary School and minimizes disruption. 

3.​ Respondent shall have regular parenting time as follows: (a) Every other 
weekend from Friday at 6:00 PM until Monday at 8:00 AM (or school drop-off if a 
school day); (b) Every Wednesday from after school (approximately 3:00 PM) 
until 8:00 PM; (c) Alternating holidays per the attached Schedule A (e.g., 
Thanksgiving with Petitioner in odd-numbered years, Respondent in even; 
Christmas break split with first half to Respondent, second to Petitioner; birthdays 
shared if possible); (d) Two non-consecutive weeks during summer vacation, with 
at least 30 days' advance written notice to Petitioner; and (e) Reasonable 
telephone or video calls daily between 7:00 PM and 8:00 PM when the children 
are with the other parent. 

4.​ All exchanges of the children shall occur at a neutral public location, such as the 
Cartel County Library parking lot, to reduce potential conflict. If a party is more 
than 15 minutes late without notice, the time is forfeited. 

5.​ Both parties shall use a co-parenting app (e.g., Our Family Wizard) for all 
non-emergency communications regarding the children, to maintain a record and 
promote civility. Neither party shall disparage the other, discuss court 
proceedings, or involve the children in adult conflicts. 

6.​ Relocation: Neither party may relocate the children's residence more than 50 
miles from the current address without 60 days' written notice to the other and 
court approval if objected to, per Section 5337. 



7.​ Additional Provisions: (a) Each party shall inform the other of any medical 
emergencies within 1 hour; (b) School and medical records shall be shared 
promptly; (c) No alcohol or non-prescribed drugs shall be consumed 8 hours 
before or during parenting time; (d) The right of first refusal applies—if a party 
needs childcare for more than 4 hours during their time, the other parent shall be 
offered the opportunity before third parties. 

8.​ This order is subject to review and modification upon a petition showing a 
substantial and continuing change in circumstances materially affecting the 
children's welfare, such as relocation, job change, or health issues. 

9.​ Enforcement: Violation of this order may result in civil or criminal contempt 
proceedings, makeup parenting time, fines, or changes to custody allocation. The 
Court retains jurisdiction for enforcement. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

Date: November 23, 2025 

Judge Treasonous Despot  



MOCK FINAL OPINION AND ORDER ON CUSTODY  

MUNICIPAL DISTRICT COURT OF CARTEL COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA 

In re the Marriage of: 
JANE SMITH, Petitioner, 
and 
JOHN SMITH, Respondent. 
Case No.: FD-2025-12345 

FINAL OPINION AND ORDER ON CUSTODY 

This matter came before the Court on October 30, 2025, for a full evidentiary hearing on 
custody and parenting time concerning the minor children of the parties, namely Jessica 
Smith (born January 15, 2015) and Jordan Smith (born March 20, 2017). Both Petitioner 
and Respondent appeared in person with their respective counsel. The Court received 
and considered testimony from the parties, character witnesses, a court-appointed 
guardian ad litem, a child psychologist's report dated October 15, 2025, school records, 
medical history, and other documentary evidence submitted under seal. No settlement 
was reached, necessitating judicial determination. 

Pursuant to Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes Title 23, Section 5328, the Court has 
evaluated the best interests of the children by considering all relevant factors, giving 
weighted consideration to those affecting the safety of the child. The Court's opinion on 
each factor is as follows: 

(1) Which party is more likely to encourage and permit frequent and continuing contact 
between the child and another party: Petitioner has demonstrated a willingness to 
facilitate Respondent's involvement, including flexible scheduling for visits, while 
Respondent has occasionally resisted holiday sharing. This factor favors Petitioner 
slightly. 

(2) The present and past abuse committed by a party or member of the party's 
household, whether there is a continued risk of harm to the child or an abused party and 
which party can better provide adequate physical safeguards and supervision of the 
child: No evidence of abuse by either party or household members. Both can provide 
safe environments, so this factor is neutral. 

(2.1) The information set forth in section 5329.1(a) (relating to consideration of child 
abuse and involvement with protective services): No history of child abuse or protective 
services involvement for either party. Neutral. 



(3) The parental duties performed by each party on behalf of the child: Petitioner has 
handled most daily duties, including school, medical appointments, and activities, while 
Respondent contributes financially and on weekends. Favors Petitioner. 

(4) The need for stability and continuity in the child's education, family life and 
community life: The children are established in Petitioner's home near their school and 
friends; disruption would harm stability. Strongly favors Petitioner. 

(5) The availability of extended family: Petitioner's family lives nearby and assists with 
childcare; Respondent's family is out-of-state. Favors Petitioner. 

(6) The child's sibling relationships: The siblings are close and should remain together; 
both plans support this. Neutral. 

(7) The well-reasoned preference of the child, based on the child's maturity and 
judgment: Jessica (age 10) expressed a preference for more time with Petitioner due to 
routines; Jordan (age 8) was neutral. Slightly favors Petitioner. 

(8) The attempts of a parent to turn the child against the other parent, except in cases of 
domestic violence where reasonable safety measures are necessary to protect the child 
from harm: Minor instances of negative comments by Respondent, but no alienation. 
Slightly favors Petitioner. 

(9) Which party is more likely to maintain a loving, stable, consistent and nurturing 
relationship with the child adequate for the child's emotional needs: Both are loving, but 
Petitioner's consistent presence provides more emotional stability. Favors Petitioner. 

(10) Which party is more likely to attend to the daily physical, emotional, developmental, 
educational and special needs of the child: Petitioner's track record in these areas is 
stronger. Favors Petitioner. 

(11) The proximity of the residences of the parties: Parties live 10 miles apart, facilitating 
visitation. Neutral. 

(12) Each party's availability to care for the child or ability to make appropriate child-care 
arrangements: Petitioner's flexible schedule allows more direct care; Respondent relies 
on after-school programs. Favors Petitioner. 

(13) The level of conflict between the parties and the willingness and ability of the 
parties to cooperate with one another. A party's effort to protect a child from abuse by 
another party is not evidence of unwillingness or inability to cooperate with that party: 



Moderate conflict exists, but both show willingness to cooperate via app communication. 
Neutral. 

(14) The history of drug or alcohol abuse of a party or member of a party's household: 
None for either. Neutral. 

(15) The mental and physical condition of a party or member of a party's household: 
Both parties are in good health. Neutral. 

(16) Any other relevant factor: The children's adjustment to separation favors 
maintaining the current routine with Petitioner as primary. 

Based on the weighted analysis, joint legal custody with primary physical to Petitioner 
best serves the children's interests. 

Accordingly, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that: 

1.​ The parties shall share joint legal custody of Jessica Smith and Jordan Smith. 
This means both parents shall consult and agree on all major decisions affecting 
the children's welfare, including but not limited to education (school choice, 
extracurriculars), medical and dental care (routine and emergency treatments), 
religious upbringing, and psychological counseling if needed. In the event of a 
deadlock after good-faith discussion, Petitioner shall have tie-breaking authority 
on education and health matters, while Respondent shall have it on religious and 
recreational activities. All decisions shall prioritize the children's best interests. 

2.​ Petitioner shall have primary physical custody, meaning the children shall reside 
primarily with her at 123 Main Street, Cartel County, PA, or any subsequent 
residence within the county. This arrangement supports the children's enrollment 
at Cartel Elementary School and minimizes disruption. 

3.​ Respondent shall have regular parenting time as follows: (a) Every other 
weekend from Friday at 6:00 PM until Monday at 8:00 AM (or school drop-off if a 
school day); (b) Every Wednesday from after school (approximately 3:00 PM) 
until 8:00 PM; (c) Alternating holidays per the attached Schedule A (e.g., 
Thanksgiving with Petitioner in odd-numbered years, Respondent in even; 
Christmas break split with first half to Respondent, second to Petitioner; 
Christmas from December 24 at 6:00 PM to December 25 at 6:00 PM 
alternating); (d) Two non-consecutive weeks during summer vacation, with at 
least 30 days' advance written notice to Petitioner; and (e) Reasonable telephone 
or video calls daily between 7:00 PM and 8:00 PM when the children are with the 
other parent, limited to 15 minutes per call to avoid interference. 



4.​ All exchanges of the children shall occur at a neutral public location, such as the 
Cartel County Library parking lot, to reduce potential conflict. If a party is more 
than 15 minutes late without prior notice via text or email, the parenting time for 
that period is forfeited, but makeup time may be requested. 

5.​ Both parties shall use a co-parenting communication app (e.g., Our Family 
Wizard or AppClose) for all non-emergency communications regarding the 
children, including scheduling changes, school events, and health updates, to 
maintain a verifiable record and promote civility. Emergency communications 
may be by phone. 

6.​ Relocation: Neither party may relocate the children's primary residence more 
than 50 miles from the current address without providing 60 days' written notice 
to the other party and obtaining court approval if the relocation is objected to, in 
accordance with Section 5337. The objecting party may file a motion to prevent 
relocation if it would substantially impair the other parent's rights. 

7.​ Additional Provisions: (a) Each party shall promptly inform the other of any 
illness, injury, or medical emergency involving the children within 1 hour of 
occurrence; (b) Both parties shall have access to the children's school, medical, 
and extracurricular records, and shall be listed as emergency contacts; (c) No 
consumption of alcohol or non-prescribed substances shall occur 8 hours before 
or during parenting time; (d) The right of first refusal applies—if a party requires 
childcare for more than 4 consecutive hours during their scheduled parenting 
time, the other party shall be offered the opportunity before hiring a babysitter or 
third party; (e) Both parties shall encourage the children's relationship with the 
other parent and not involve them in adult disputes. 

8.​ This order is final and subject to review and modification only upon a petition 
demonstrating a substantial and continuing change in circumstances that 
materially affects the children's best interests, such as a parent's relocation, 
significant income change, or health deterioration. 

9.​ Enforcement and Compliance: Any violation of this order may result in civil or 
criminal contempt proceedings, imposition of fines, makeup parenting time, 
attorney fees to the prevailing party, or adjustments to the custody arrangement. 
The Court retains continuing jurisdiction for enforcement purposes. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

Date: November 23, 2025 

Judge Treasonous Despot 

 



MOCK BIFURCATION ORDER 

MUNICIPAL DISTRICT COURT OF CARTEL COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA 

In re the Marriage of: 
JANE SMITH, Petitioner, 
and 
JOHN SMITH, Respondent. 
Case No.: FD-2025-12345 

ORDER GRANTING BIFURCATION OF MARITAL STATUS 

This matter came before the Court on November 20, 2025, upon Respondent's motion 
for bifurcation of marital status from other issues in this dissolution proceeding. Both 
parties appeared with counsel, and the Court reviewed the motion, supporting 
declarations, and opposition (if any). The Court notes that the parties have been 
separated since June 1, 2025, and have exchanged preliminary and final declarations of 
disclosure as required by Pennsylvania law. Respondent argues good cause exists due 
to impending tax implications for the 2025 fiscal year, the need to remarry for personal 
reasons, and to avoid prolonged emotional distress for the minor children, Jessica and 
Jordan Smith, who benefit from closure on the marital status. Petitioner does not 
oppose, provided jurisdiction is retained over financial and custody matters. 

The Court finds that bifurcation will not prejudice either party, as temporary orders for 
support and custody are in place, and full resolution of property division and long-term 
support can proceed separately. Pursuant to Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes Title 
23, Section 3323, and considering the interests of justice, bifurcation is appropriate. 

Accordingly, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that: 

1.​ The issue of marital status is bifurcated from all other issues in this action. 
2.​ The marriage between Jane Smith and John Smith is hereby dissolved, effective 

as of the date of this order, restoring both parties to the status of single persons 
for all purposes, including but not limited to remarriage, tax filing, and estate 
planning. 

3.​ The Court retains jurisdiction over all remaining issues, including but not limited 
to equitable distribution of property and debts, child custody and visitation for 
Jessica and Jordan Smith, child support, spousal support, alimony, and attorney 
fees. 

4.​ All existing temporary orders, including the temporary restraining order dated 
October 15, 2025, and interim support order dated November 1, 2025, shall 



remain in full force and effect until final judgment on reserved issues or further 
order. 

5.​ The parties shall file a proposed judgment on reserved issues within 90 days, or 
the Court may set a status conference. 

6.​ No party shall take any action that prejudices the other's rights in reserved 
matters, such as disposing of assets without consent. 

Violation of this order may result in sanctions or contempt proceedings. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

Date: November 23, 2025 

Judge Treasonous Despot 

 



MOCK DISTRIBUTION ORDER 

MUNICIPAL DISTRICT COURT OF CARTEL COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA 

In re the Marriage of: 
JANE SMITH, Petitioner, 
and 
JOHN SMITH, Respondent. 
Case No.: FD-2025-12345 

ORDER FOR EQUITABLE DISTRIBUTION OF MARITAL PROPERTY AND DEBTS 

This matter came before the Court on November 15, 2025, for trial on equitable 
distribution following bifurcation of marital status. The parties presented evidence, 
including appraisals, financial statements, and testimony on asset acquisition and 
contributions during the 12-year marriage. The Court, pursuant to Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes Title 23, Section 3502, has considered factors such as the length 
of marriage, each party's age, health, employability, and contributions (including 
Petitioner's role as primary homemaker and Respondent's financial provision), the 
standard of living established, tax consequences, and the needs of the minor children, 
Jessica and Jordan Smith. Assets are valued as of the date of separation, June 1, 2025, 
using independent appraisals for real property and market values for investments. 

The Court finds the marital estate totals approximately $750,000 in assets and $50,000 
in debts, with no separate property claims upheld except for Petitioner's pre-marital 
inheritance of $20,000, which remains hers. Equitable distribution favors a 55/45 split to 
Petitioner due to her lower earning capacity and primary custody role, ensuring fairness 
without equal division. 

Accordingly, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that: 

1.​ The marital residence at 123 Main Street, Crime City, Cartel County, PA 
(appraised at $400,000 with $200,000 mortgage), is awarded to Petitioner as her 
sole property; she assumes the mortgage and holds Respondent harmless. 
Respondent receives an equalization payment of $100,000 from other assets. 

2.​ Retirement accounts: Petitioner's IRA ($50,000) awarded to her; Respondent's 
401(k) ($150,000) divided 60/40 to Petitioner via Qualified Domestic Relations 
Order (QDRO), accounting for tax implications. 

3.​ Investment portfolio ($100,000 market value) divided equally, with each receiving 
$50,000; liquidation, if necessary, shall consider capital gains taxes shared 
proportionally. 



4.​ Vehicles: 2022 Honda Accord (value $25,000) to Petitioner; 2020 Ford Truck 
(value $30,000) to Respondent. 

5.​ Personal property: Household furnishings divided per attached Exhibit A; each 
party retains items in possession unless disputed. 

6.​ Debts: Joint credit card ($20,000) assigned to Respondent; student loan 
($30,000 in Petitioner's name but marital) shared 50/50. 

7.​ Equalization: Respondent shall pay Petitioner $75,000 within 60 days to balance 
the division, via wire transfer or certified check. 

8.​ Tax consequences: Each party responsible for taxes on awarded assets; no 
liquidation ordered unless agreed, to minimize costs. 

9.​ Enforcement: Failure to transfer property within 30 days may result in contempt 
or forced sale. 

This order is final as to distribution but modifiable for fraud or mistake. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

Date: November 23, 2025 

Judge Treasonous Despot 

 



MOCK DIVORCE DECREE 

MUNICIPAL DISTRICT COURT OF CARTEL COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA 

In re the Marriage of: 
JANE SMITH, Petitioner, 
and 
JOHN SMITH, Respondent. 
Case No.: FD-2025-12345 

FINAL DIVORCE DECREE AND JUDGMENT 

This matter came before the Court on November 22, 2025, for entry of final judgment 
following resolution of all issues. The parties filed for divorce on grounds of 
irreconcilable differences under Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes Title 23, Section 
3301(d), with no contest. The Court has reviewed the settlement agreement, prior 
orders, and confirms all disclosures are complete, jurisdiction proper, and 90-day 
waiting period satisfied since filing on August 1, 2025. The minor children, Jessica and 
Jordan Smith, are subject to incorporated custody and support orders. 

The Court finds the marriage irretrievably broken, with no reasonable prospect of 
reconciliation. The settlement is fair and equitable, addressing property, support, and 
parenting. 

Accordingly, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that: 

1.​ The bonds of matrimony between Jane Smith and John Smith are dissolved, and 
both are restored to the status of single persons. 

2.​ The Marital Settlement Agreement dated November 10, 2025, is approved and 
incorporated herein by reference, binding as if fully set forth. 

3.​ Prior orders for custody (dated October 1, 2025), child support (dated November 
1, 2025), and property distribution (dated November 15, 2025) are incorporated 
and remain in effect. 

4.​ Name change: Petitioner is restored to her maiden name, Jane Doe, effective 
immediately. 

5.​ Each party shall execute necessary documents for property transfers within 30 
days. 

6.​ The Court retains jurisdiction for enforcement or modification as provided by law. 
7.​ No further alimony or spousal support is awarded beyond the agreement. 

 



This decree is final and appealable. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

Date: November 23, 2025 

Judge Treasonous Despot 

 



MOCK SPOUSAL SUPPORT ORDER 

MUNICIPAL DISTRICT COURT OF CARTEL COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA 

In re the Marriage of: 
JANE SMITH, Petitioner, 
and 
JOHN SMITH, Respondent. 
Case No.: FD-2025-12345 

ORDER FOR SPOUSAL SUPPORT 

This matter came before the Court on November 12, 2025, for determination of spousal 
support following separation. The Court reviewed financial affidavits, income evidence, 
and testimony on the 12-year marriage, Petitioner's role as homemaker, and 
Respondent's career advancement. Pursuant to Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes 
Title 23, Section 3701, the Court considers factors including earnings ($36,000 for 
Petitioner, $72,000 for Respondent), needs, standard of living, and duration, finding 
support necessary for Petitioner's transition to self-sufficiency. 

The Court finds no fault barring award, and rehabilitative support appropriate for 3 years 
to allow job training. 

Accordingly, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that: 

1.​ Respondent shall pay Petitioner $700 per month in spousal support, 
commencing December 1, 2025, for 36 months. 

2.​ Payments shall be made directly or via wage attachment on the 1st of each 
month. 

3.​ Support terminates upon Petitioner's remarriage, cohabitation, or death of either 
party, or upon court order. 

4.​ This award is modifiable upon substantial change in circumstances, such as 
increased income or health issues. 

5.​ Arrears accrue interest at 6% per annum if unpaid. 
6.​ Tax implications: Support is non-taxable to Petitioner and non-deductible to 

Respondent per federal law. 

 



Violation may lead to contempt or enforcement actions. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

Date: November 23, 2025 

Judge Treasonous Despot 

 



MOCK ORDER FOR ALIMONY 

MUNICIPAL DISTRICT COURT OF CARTEL COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA 

In re the Marriage of: 
JANE SMITH, Petitioner, 
and 
JOHN SMITH, Respondent. 
Case No.: FD-2025-12345 

ORDER FOR ALIMONY 

This matter came before the Court on November 18, 2025, for alimony determination 
post-divorce. The Court reviewed the marriage history (12 years), Petitioner's limited 
earning capacity due to child-rearing, Respondent's stable income, and factors under 
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes Title 23, Section 3701, including age (both 40s), 
health, property awarded, and future needs. The Court finds permanent alimony 
warranted to maintain marital standard, as Petitioner cannot fully self-support without 
hardship. 

The Court balances this with Respondent's obligations, limiting duration to Petitioner's 
retirement age. 

Accordingly, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that: 

1.​ Respondent shall pay Petitioner $1,200 per month in alimony, commencing 
January 1, 2026, until Petitioner reaches age 65 or further order. 

2.​ Payments shall be secured by life insurance on Respondent in the amount of 
$100,000, naming Petitioner as beneficiary. 

3.​ Alimony terminates upon death of either party, Petitioner's remarriage, or 
cohabitation equivalent to marriage. 

4.​ Annual cost-of-living adjustments based on CPI, with exchange of tax returns by 
April 15. 

5.​ This award is modifiable for changed circumstances, such as disability or 
substantial income increase. 

6.​ Non-compliance may result in contempt, liens, or garnishment. 

 



IT IS SO ORDERED. 

Date: November 23, 2025 

Judge Treasonous Despot 

 



MOCK ORDER FOR ATTORNEYS FEES 

MUNICIPAL DISTRICT COURT OF CARTEL COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA 

In re the Marriage of: 
JANE SMITH, Petitioner, 
and 
JOHN SMITH, Respondent. 
Case No.: FD-2025-12345 

ORDER FOR ATTORNEY FEES AND COSTS 

This matter came before the Court on November 19, 2025, upon Petitioner's motion for 
attorney fees. The Court reviewed itemized bills, affidavits of counsel, and financial 
declarations showing Petitioner's limited resources ($3,000/month income) versus 
Respondent's ($6,000/month), as well as the case's complexity involving custody 
evaluations and property appraisals. Pursuant to Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes 
Title 23, Section 3702, the Court considers need, ability to pay, and reasonableness of 
fees ($15,000 incurred by Petitioner, at $300/hour for 50 hours). 

The Court finds disparity justifies award to ensure fair litigation, with fees reasonable 
and necessary; no bad faith by either party. 

Accordingly, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that: 

1.​ Respondent shall pay $10,000 toward Petitioner's attorney fees and costs within 
60 days, via check to Petitioner's counsel. 

2.​ Payment includes $8,000 for fees and $2,000 for expert and court costs. 
3.​ This award is non-taxable and not considered income for support calculations. 
4.​ Future fees may be requested upon showing of continued disparity. 
5.​ Non-payment may result in contempt, interest at 6%, or judgment execution. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

Date: November 23, 2025 

Judge Treasonous Despot 

 



MOCK CIVIL CONTEMPT ORDER 

MUNICIPAL DISTRICT COURT OF CARTEL COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA 

In re the Marriage of: 
JANE SMITH, Petitioner, 
and 
JOHN SMITH, Respondent. 
Case No.: FD-2025-12345 

ORDER FINDING CIVIL CONTEMPT AND IMPOSING SANCTIONS 

This matter came before the Court on November 21, 2025, upon Petitioner's motion for 
civil contempt. Respondent was served and appeared. The Court reviewed evidence of 
Respondent's failure to pay $3,000 in child support arrears as ordered on November 1, 
2025, despite ability (verified pay stubs). Pursuant to Pennsylvania Rule of Civil 
Procedure 1915.12, the Court finds a valid order existed, Respondent had notice, and 
violation was willful without justification (no financial hardship shown). 

The purpose is remedial: to coerce compliance for the children's benefit. 

Accordingly, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that: 

1.​ Respondent is found in civil contempt of the support order. 
2.​ To purge contempt, Respondent shall pay $3,000 arrears within 10 days to the 

Pennsylvania Bureau of Child Support Enforcement. 
3.​ If not purged, Respondent shall pay a $50 daily fine until compliance, not to 

exceed $5,000. 
4.​ Respondent shall attend financial counseling and report back within 30 days. 
5.​ Petitioner awarded $500 in attorney fees for this motion. 
6.​ Further non-compliance may lead to incarceration or license suspension. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

Date: November 23, 2025 

Judge Treasonous Despot 

 



MOCK CRIMINAL CONTEMPT ORDER 

MUNICIPAL DISTRICT COURT OF CARTEL COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA 

In re the Marriage of: 
JANE SMITH, Petitioner, 
and 
JOHN SMITH, Respondent. 
Case No.: FD-2025-12345 

ORDER FINDING CRIMINAL CONTEMPT AND SENTENCE 

This matter came before the Court on November 22, 2025, for criminal contempt trial. 
Respondent was advised of rights, including counsel (waived), and evidence presented 
beyond reasonable doubt. The Court finds Respondent willfully violated the restraining 
order of October 15, 2025, by contacting Petitioner via text on November 5, 2025, 
despite knowledge and service. Pursuant to Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes Title 
23, Section 6114, this constitutes criminal contempt, a misdemeanor, as the act 
undermined court authority. 

The purpose is punitive, considering Respondent's prior warnings. 

Accordingly, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that: 

1.​ Respondent is found guilty of criminal contempt. 
2.​ Sentence: 60 days in Cartel County Jail, suspended; 1 year probation with 

no-contact conditions. 
3.​ Fine of $1,000, payable within 30 days. 
4.​ Respondent shall complete anger management program within 6 months. 
5.​ Violation of probation revokes suspension, imposing full sentence. 
6.​ This creates a criminal record; appeal rights explained. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

Date: November 23, 2025 

Judge Treasonous Despot 

 



MOCK SENTENCING ORDER (Criminal) 

MUNICIPAL DISTRICT COURT OF CARTEL COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA 

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
v. 
JOHN SMITH, Defendant. 
Case No.: CR-2025-67890 

CRIMINAL SENTENCING ORDER AND JUDGMENT 

This matter came before the Court on November 23, 2025, for sentencing after 
Defendant's guilty plea to misdemeanor domestic assault on Petitioner Jane Smith, 
stemming from an incident on October 20, 2025. The Court reviewed the presentence 
investigation report, victim impact statement, Defendant's criminal history (none), and 
mitigation (remorse, employment). Pursuant to Pennsylvania Crimes Code Title 18, 
Section 2701, and sentencing guidelines, the Court considers gravity score, prior record 
score (0), and aggravating/mitigating factors, including family context and children's 
welfare. 

The sentence balances rehabilitation, deterrence, and protection. 

Accordingly, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that: 

1.​ Defendant is sentenced to 12 months probation, supervised by Cartel County 
Probation Department. 

2.​ Fine of $2,500, payable in installments over 6 months. 
3.​ Defendant shall complete a 26-week batterers' intervention program and provide 

proof. 
4.​ No-contact with Jane Smith or children Jessica and Jordan Smith, except 

court-approved. 
5.​ Restitution of $1,000 for Petitioner's medical costs, due within 90 days. 
6.​ Community service: 100 hours at a domestic violence shelter. 
7.​ Violation of terms may result in revocation and up to 2 years incarceration. 
8.​ Defendant surrenders firearms; prohibited from possession per law. 

Appeal rights provided; sentence effective immediately. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 
Date: November 23, 2025 
Judge Treasonous Despot  



Crafting Your Legal Orders: Reflection and Strategy in Family Law 

Throughout this book, we've dissected the anatomy of various court orders in family 
law—from restraining orders that impose immediate boundaries to custody plans that 
map out parenting futures, support decrees that dictate financial flows, and distribution 
orders that carve up marital assets. At their core, these orders are not mere paperwork; 
they are binding blueprints for post-conflict life, crafted by judges (or ideally, by the 
parties themselves) to resolve disputes while ostensibly serving justice, equity, or the 
best interests of children. But before diving into the fray of litigation, it's crucial for 
litigants—you, the reader navigating these turbulent waters—to pause and reflect: What 
kind of order do you truly want to build? Can you articulate its key components to your 
attorney, mediator, or even your ex-partner? And most importantly, is collaboration 
possible, or must every clause be forged in the fires of adversarial battle? 

Summarizing the Core Elements of Family Law Orders 

While each order type serves a specific purpose, they share common structural 
elements that make them enforceable, transparent, and (theoretically) fair. Drawing from 
the mock examples in previous sections, here's a high-level summary of what these 
documents typically contain, highlighting their consistent formatting and content to help 
you envision—and advocate for—your ideal outcome: 

●​ Court Caption and Identification: Every order starts with a header identifying 
the court (e.g., "Municipal District Court of Cartel County, Pennsylvania"), the 
case number, parties involved (e.g., Jane Smith as Petitioner, John Smith as 
Respondent), and any relevant children (e.g., Jessica and Jordan Smith). This 
sets the jurisdictional stage and ensures the document is traceable. 

●​ Title and Purpose: A clear title (e.g., "Temporary Restraining Order" or "Custody 
Order") followed by a recital of how the matter reached the court—such as a 
motion, hearing date, evidence reviewed (affidavits, testimonies, reports), and 
statutory basis (e.g., references to Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes Title 23 
for custody factors). This provides context and legal grounding. 

●​ Findings of Fact and Analysis: Judges outline key facts and reasoning, 
especially in contested matters. For instance, custody orders detail the "best 
interests" factors under 23 Pa.C.S. § 5328, weighing elements like parental 
duties, child stability, and safety. Support orders reference income calculations 
and guidelines; distribution orders list asset values, dates, and equitable factors. 
This section justifies the decision, offering transparency but also appeal grounds 
if flawed. 



●​ Decretal Language (The Mandates): The heart of the order—the "IT IS 
HEREBY ORDERED" sections—lists specific, enforceable provisions. Examples 
include: 

○​ Restraining Orders: No-contact rules, stay-away distances, firearm 
surrender, and expiration/hearing dates. 

○​ Custody Orders: Legal/physical custody types, parenting schedules 
(weekends, holidays, vacations), decision-making authority, 
communication protocols, relocation restrictions, and enforcement 
warnings. 

○​ Support Orders: Monthly amounts, payment methods (e.g., wage 
garnishment), add-ons (health insurance, extras), modification conditions, 
and penalties for arrears. 

○​ Alimony Pendente Lite or Spousal Support/Alimony: Payment 
amounts, durations, termination events (remarriage, death), and tax notes. 

○​ Bifurcation Orders: Dissolution of marriage with retained jurisdiction over 
unresolved issues. 

○​ Distribution Orders: Asset/debt assignments, valuations (with 
dates/methods), equalization payments, tax/liquidation considerations. 

○​ Divorce Decree: Formal dissolution, incorporation of prior orders, and 
name changes. 

○​ Attorney Fee Orders: Amounts, payment timelines, and bases (e.g., 
disparity). 

○​ Contempt and Sentencing Orders: Findings of violation, sanctions 
(fines, jail, probation), purge conditions, and collateral consequences. 

●​ Enforcement and Modification Clauses: Most include warnings about 
contempt, appeals, or modifications for changed circumstances, plus retention of 
jurisdiction. 

●​ Signature Block: Date, judge's signature, and service instructions, making it 
official. 

These elements ensure orders are practical tools for real-life implementation, but they 
also reveal the state's heavy hand—micromanaging details like call times or app usage. 

Reflection for Litigants: Building the Order You Want 

Now, how should litigants approach this? Before filing or responding, take a deliberate 
moment to reflect on the order you envision. Ask yourself: What core outcomes do I 
desire—shared custody for strong parental bonds, primary to ensure stability, 
non-custodial to travel the world? Equitable asset splits that honor contributions or equal 
orders to speed trial? Minimal support to foster independence or higher support to 



reduce conflict? Be specific: Sketch a "dream order" outlining desired provisions, 
grounded in your values and evidence (e.g., logs of parenting involvement). 

Next, can you communicate this vision? Articulate it clearly to your attorney—use bullet 
points mirroring order structures: "I want joint legal custody with tie-breakers on health; 
weekends for visitation; $X in support based on guidelines." This empowers 
negotiations.  Don’t just say “I want to pay less.”  Figure out an exact blueprint of what 
you’re attempting to obtain and use that as a way to move forward with legal precision. 

Is collaboration feasible? Many orders can be built cooperatively via mediation or 
settlement agreements, avoiding litigation's cost and acrimony. If your ex-partner shares 
goals (e.g., child-focused stability), propose joint drafting—perhaps through a neutral 
mediator—to create a customized order the court can approve. Tools like co-parenting 
apps or financial planners aid this. But if trust is shattered (e.g., abuse allegations or 
she’s a spite filled psychomonster), litigation may be inevitable for every piece, relying 
on evidence to shape the judge's decree.  You’re still fighting for the blueprint you 
design, which leads to better outcomes than flailing because you’re unclear. 

Architect of your Future Life 

When a litigant steps into the complex arena of family law with a clear, well-defined 
vision for the order they seek—whether it's a balanced custody arrangement that 
prioritizes co-parenting harmony, a fair support decree that fosters self-sufficiency, or a 
property distribution that honors individual contributions—the path forward transforms 
from chaotic to strategic. This vision acts as a North Star, guiding every micro-decision 
along the way: from gathering precise evidence like parenting logs or financial records 
to choosing collaborative mediation over combative hearings, and even selecting an 
attorney to coach you for tricky parts. Suddenly, the myriad choices—such as what to 
concede in temporary orders or how to frame arguments in motions—coalesce into a 
cohesive strategy, minimizing wasted effort and emotional drain while maximizing the 
likelihood of an outcome that reflects personal values and autonomy. 

In essence, this intentional mindset shifts the litigant from reactive victim to proactive 
architect, where small, aligned decisions compound to build momentum toward the 
desired end. By envisioning the final order not as a distant hope but as a blueprint to 
construct collaboratively (where possible) or litigate purposefully, you reclaim power 
from the system, ensuring that the resulting decree supports healing and independence 
rather than perpetuating conflict or dependency. Remember, the state may impose its 
framework, but your vision shapes how it's filled—turning potential overreach into a 
tailored resolution. 



OFFENSE AND 
DEFENSE 

Ok, that was dense and you may need to review 
it a few times, but now that you have some idea 
of what you’re trying to achieve you should be 
able to make better decisions about navigating 

towards your desired outcome. 
Take a second and write the orders that you’re trying to achieve.  Now think about 

what’s in the way of getting there.  Try to come up with a plan that will help you 
get from your current circumstances to your desired circumstances.  We’re 

shifting from tactical outcomes you’re trying to achieve to strategic decisions on 
getting there. 

Offense and Defense: An Idealized Path in Family Law 

In this section on "Offense and Defense," we shift focus to proactive strategies in family 
law battles, but first, it's essential to establish a baseline of what justice should look like.  

A reasonable spouse—guided by principles of mutual respect, personal responsibility, 
and minimal harm—should approach the court process not as a weapon for vengeance 
but as a last resort for equitable resolution. Ideally your spouse prioritizes private 
agreements over litigation, collaborating on custody to foster shared parenting that 
keeps both parents actively involved in the children's lives, unless genuine safety 
concerns exist. For support and distribution, they would aim for arrangements that 
encourage self-sufficiency, dividing assets based on contributions and needs without 
punishing success or entrenching dependency.  

Constitutionally, this means upholding due process, property rights, and parental 
liberties under the 14th Amendment, avoiding exaggerated claims or strategic delays 
that inflate costs and trauma. By communicating openly, perhaps through mediation, a 
reasonable spouse builds orders that promote healing and autonomy, modeling integrity 
for any children involved, and reducing the state's intrusive role. 



Similarly, an honorable and constitutional judge should view their bench not as a throne 
for social engineering but as a guardian of liberty, applying the law with restraint to 
minimize government overreach in private affairs. Grounded in the U.S. Constitution 
and state statutes, they would strive for outcomes that protect vulnerable parties 
(especially children) while respecting fundamental rights, such as the presumption of 
parental fitness from Troxel v. Granville and equitable treatment without bias.  

In custody, this means favoring joint arrangements absent clear evidence of unfitness, 
weighing custody factors like those in 23 Pa.C.S. § 5328 transparently to ensure 
stability without favoritism. For support and alimony, awards should be temporary and 
need-based, avoiding lifelong burdens that violate property rights or incentivize 
idleness.  

Judges should encourage settlements, scrutinize exaggerated allegations to prevent 
rubber-stamping, and issue narrow orders that resolve disputes without perpetual 
oversight. Ultimately, the goal is justice that restores independence, not a system that 
perpetuates conflict—honoring the libertarian ideal of limited intervention while enforcing 
accountability where harm occurs. 

Offense and Defense: The Harsh Reality in Conflicted and High-Conflict 
Divorces 

While the idealized vision of family law paints a picture of reasonable spouses 
collaborating under the watchful eye of honorable judges to achieve equitable 
resolutions, the stark reality in conflicted and high-conflict divorces often reveals a far 
more insidious system—one that operates like a black-collar cartel, wielding asymmetric 
orders to launder interstate federal funds through intentional deprivations of 
constitutional rights. In this rigged arena, courtroom fairness and justice are routinely 
sacrificed, with fathers disproportionately stripped of their fundamental liberties: the right 
to acquire, possess, and protect property, and the parental rights to care, custody, and 
control their children as affirmed in Troxel v. Granville.  

This isn't mere inefficiency; it's a structural bias fueled by Title IV-D incentives, where 
states receive federal matching funds for child support collections, encouraging judges 
to issue lopsided orders that maximize enforcement revenue while minimizing scrutiny 
of claims. The result? A process that turns the state into a profiteer, using family 
breakdowns to launder resources as they move from one parent (often the father) to the 
other, all under the veneer of "best interests" or "protection," perpetuating a cycle of 
alienation and financial ruin that mocks true justice. 

 



THREE NASTY OFFENSIVE PLAYBOOKS: The Wife, The 
Witch, and The Warlocks 

What you need to understand is the playbooks you’re going to encounter and how to 
start thinking through it.  Your wife (The Wife) and her attorney (the Witch) have the 
easiest playbooks to understand.  The Judge (The Warlock) has a more complex 
playbook.  You will have to have the most sophisticated playbook because you need to 
stop bad things from happening, make sure good things happen, and navigate to your 
desired outcome. 

The Wife - The Crazy Bitch Playbook - The art of demanding MOAR! 

In these battles, wives and their attorneys—savvy to the cartel's rigged 
mechanics—exploit the system's asymmetries with unreasonable demands designed to 
dismantle and burden the husband's position from the outset.  

Unjustified restraining orders are weaponized as a first strike, granting immediate 
eviction from the home, loss of firearms, and restricted child access based on unverified 
allegations, delivering a metaphorical kick to the teeth that prejudices subsequent 
proceedings and sets a tone of presumed guilt.  

Then these predators and Cartel Conspirators push for three unreasonable outcomes.  
This isn’t rocket science.  They just want MOAR! - 

●​ 100% legal and physical custody, leveraging gender stereotypes and low 
evidentiary thresholds to sideline fathers as mere visitors, despite evidence of 
shared parenting benefits.  

●​ Excessive support orders follow, often oppressive and non-modifiable, 
calculated to exceed guidelines by inflating "needs" like luxury expenses, leaving 
fathers destitute and unable to rebuild, in violation of non-confiscatory principles.  

●​ Asymmetric Distribution orders compound the damage, awarding 
disproportionate shares of marital assets to the wife—homes, retirements, and 
savings—while saddling the husband with debts, permanently crippling his 
financial future and ability to provide.  

This playbook thrives because the cartel courts benefit from it financially.  They 
rubber-stamp it knowing you don’t know what’s happening, you can’t defend your rights, 
and you are powerless to stop them. That’s what we’re working to change. 

 



The Witch- Family Law Attorneys as Black Collar Cartel Conspirators 
 

In my career I estimate I’ve spent several million dollars on legal fees, worked with 
approximately 60 attorneys, and have put in more than 10,000 hours towards the study 
of law myself.  I have drafted thousands of pages of documents and been involved in 
~20 Magisterial District Court matters, 6 Family Law Matters in District Court (2 
contempt proceedings), and 4 Federal Lawsuits.  I have fairly extensive legal 
experience for someone who isn’t an attorney and I have noted on multiple occasions 
that my wife’s attorney is by nearly all measures a “bad attorney” with only one primary 
tool in her attorney toolbox- sheer aggression.   
 
I elaborate that sheer aggression makes for bad attorneys who are unable to navigate 
complex legal, emotional, and factual elements to a reasonable conclusion.  However; 
I’ve recently walked back this argument that she’s a “bad attorney” and instead I’ve 
been self-forced to commend her on remarkable unscrupulous adaptation to working 
within the faux cartel court.  My wife’s attorney is not attempting to achieve reasonable 
conclusions in a lawful court of law.  She understands she’s operating her firm in a 
corrupt Family Law environment where the goal is pillaging the primary income-earner / 
property-owner, who is generally the father, via conspiracy with the treasonous cartel. 
 
So, I allege that she and other Family Law Attorneys have figured out either through 
experience, indirect communication, or direct communication that the Municipal Court is 
a Black Collar Cartel and her method of practicing law is a wise adaptation of that 
environment which essentially amounts to conspiracy with a Black Collar Cartel.   
 
On her own website she brags about her Aggressive Advocacy- 
 

“Aggressive advocacy — My firm will assert your legal rights aggressively and 
honestly. When your family’s well-being is at stake, you want a fearless attorney 
who will not be intimidated by complex issues or tough tactics.” 

 

Aggressive advocacy is Orwellian marketing-speak for knowingly requesting 
constitutionally unlawful and heavily biased outcomes like full custody, high support 
orders, and egregious distributions in family law matters from the Black Collar Cartel 
unlawfully operating courts in a simulation of law while knowing that the cartel is 
contractually and operationally aligned with asymmetric bias favoring mothers as part of 
the cartel’s interstate Title IV-D money laundering endeavors by way of treason.   
 
But these attorneys know they don’t need to operate like sophisticated counsel in a 
lawful court of law.  They just need to aggressively press issues in front of the cartel 
court so the compromised judges have something in front of them to initiate their 
unlawful orders. The result is that Family Law attorneys don’t practice Family Law as 



much as they use superficial aspects of family law to cover their deliberate covert 
conspiracy with the cartel to effectuate crimes.   
 
Essentially, every action by wives and their counsel from the start of legal matters has 
been an act of conspiracy with a criminal cartel in a faux court operating under the guise 
of lawful motions within the Court of Common Pleas.  They’re just lobbing 
unsophisticated family-law-lite concerns up to the judge in hopes that the judge will do 
the heavy lifting of building an order out of a little jargon that results in slicing fathers up 
into financial pieces to exploit. 

Warlock - Trick 1-  Black Collar Judges and intentional deprivation of rights 

Here’s a section of law that I wrote and submitted as part of my Equitable Distribution 
matter in my own divorce.  I’m accusing these treasonous bastards of being treasonous 
bastards and don’t contain that just to criminal complaints but add it to my briefs as well.  
The following document is colored by my equitable distribution matter, but you should 
get the idea enough of how this thing is broken down so that you can apply the same 
logic and reasoning to practically any family law matter before the cartel courts. 
 

The following is a little hilarious and intense if you understand the setup.  Let me explain 
the punchline.  The following piece is from a legal brief, after my final hearing before a 
Divorce Master, and is meant to explain my position on how the Equitable Distribution 
matter should proceed.  The Divorce Master, who isn’t even a judge, is about to get 
whalloped while I’m describing my Constitutional Rights, discussing how he’s personally 
depriving me of them along with other Black Collar Cartel members, and the followup to 
this is criminal complaints that accuse him of conspiracy and treason as well as a 
lawsuit that names him in his personal capacity.  Get it?   
 

He’s expecting me to say “I should get the office sofa” or “I should get my businesses” 
or maybe I’ll get a sophisticated and say “according to Diamond V Diamond businesses 
that appreciate in value from the date of separation to the date of distribution have a 
legal fiction separate asset called asset appreciation that is a post-separation, separate, 
non-marial asset that belongs exclusively to me because of the contributions to the 
marital estate that I made without matching contributions by her.”   
 

Instead, I’m starting with a metaphorical double shotgun blast of “You’re conspiring with 
other judicial officials to intentionally deprive me of my constitutional rights to further a 
human trafficking and racketeering enterprise effectuated by judges committing daily 
acts of treason via intentionally depriving litigants of their constitutional rights.”  They 
know me by now and should probably have this outcome on their radar, but honestly I 
don’t think any of them thought some pleb pro se litigant would be able to figure out how 
their diabolic scheme operates and didn’t see this coming.  Let me cook… 



I.​ CONSTITUTIONAL DEFICIENCIES AND HIGH CRIMES BY THE COURT 
 

INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF DEFICIENCIES AND IRREGULARITIES OF 
THE INSTANT EQUITABLE DISTRIBUTION MATTER BY THE COURT 

 

This section is a direct assault on the legitimacy of the COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
LANCASTER COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA generally and of the August 7, 2025 equitable 
distribution hearing before the Hearing Officer specifically.  This said hearing was not a 
lawful proceeding but one more action in an ongoing crime spree by a “Black Collar 
Cartel” to operate a simulation of law denoted as the “MOTHER WORSHIPPING CULT 
OF COMMON THIEVES” as if it were the lawful operation of the COURT OF COMMON 
PLEAS LANCASTER COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA.   
 

The cartel embeds itself inside the COURT OF COMMON PLEAS like a costume or 
guise, which then provides a veneer of a lawful court of law.  However; the Black Collar 
Cartel, which is composed of elected/appointed officials and judges, intentionally 
adjudicates matters in violation of Federal Supremacy, the Fourteenth Amendment to 
the United States Constitution, Article I, Section 9 of the Pennsylvania Constitution, and 
decades of binding precedent on due process, equitable distribution, as well as pro se 
litigant protections. These are not errors of law, but covert omissions of constitutional 
protections, and are thus intentional acts of war on the US and Pennsylvania 
Constitutions.  The cartel’s deliberate approach of interfering with litigants’ 
Constitutional rights denotes Cartel engagement in daily acts of treason and sedition. 
 

Defendant notes the above as context for Reich v Reich matters.  More specifically, 
Defendant has accused the Lancaster Judiciary, associated DRS, and Lancaster 
County officials as well as the DA and AG and various 3rd party attorneys working with 
said cartel as operating a Human Trafficking and Racketeering operation masquerading 
as a Lawful Court of Common Pleas.  Defendant attaches a self-authored book entitled 
“Black Collar Crime Spree” as an exhibit, inclusive of an Affidavit of Probable Cause 
that has been delivered to numerous state and federal agencies as well as elected and 
appointed officials, describing the operation of the cartel.  Defendant has been in 
Lancaster Family Law since October of 2020 and has not seen a single lawful order in 
five years.  It’s an illegal racket masquerading as a lawful court. 
 

The operations of the cartel are acts of treason as the cartel effectuates its unlawful 
enterprise first by depriving litigants of their 14th amendment rights to Fundamental 
Fairness, Justice, and Due Process of Law and then subsequently violates the 
fundamental liberty interests of litigants as parents and property owners.  The primary 
objective of the cartel is to launder interstate federal funding from Title IV-D of the Social 
Security Act by way of placing oppressive orders on primary breadwinners trapped in 
family law, of which the vast majority are fathers.  This intentional deprivation of 
Fourteenth Amendment rights, especially equal protection — achieved by issuing 



deliberately burdensome, unconstitutional divorce, custody, and support orders that 
target fathers for wealth extraction and child trafficking under the guise of Title IV-D 
incentives — constitutes an open war against the United States Constitution itself and 
justifies declaring the existence and continued operation of the Black Collar Cartel as 
levying war against the Constitution, i.e., treason. 
 

These conditions are not an error of law, but acts of commission hidden under covert 
omission.  The COOPERATION AGREEMENT, which outlines part of the diabolically 
and elaborately nested scheme living inside federal and state law, federal regulations, a 
variety of secretive interstate and intergovernmental contracts, third party agent/agency 
contracts, and employment agreements, is signed by multiple Lancaster parties and the 
contract expressly states “AFFIRMATION OF FEDERAL SUPREMACY.” Yet in Reich v 
Reich matters they have deliberately ignored that signed affirmation on every single 
docket entry for five years. That is not negligence; that is intentional breach of a written 
contract with the United States, sedition against the Constitution they swore to uphold, 
and prima facie evidence of the racketeering enterprise operating behind the veneer.  
 

Despite the Constitutionally required Federal Supremacy as well as contractually 
affirmed Federal Supremacy the agreement incentivizes, inter alia, issuance of support 
orders and capturing arrears and there are no incentives for lawfully adjudicating 
matters by way of Federal Supremacy.  The Agreement says one thing, but rewards 
something different.  The cartel is constitutionally and contractually required to Affirm 
Federal Supremacy, but they choose not to affirm it, and further the diabolically 
engineered system financially incentivizes participants to ignore Federal Supremacy. 
 

Thus, the cartel interacts with all three matters of family law to effectuate the scheme.  
Divorce matters keep the target captive in the simulation of law.  Custody matters 
provide the cartel an opportunity to issue asymmetric custody orders, which under 
statutory guidelines allow for larger support orders.  Support matters are oppressive and 
intentionally designed to siphon money from fathers and then launder interstate Title 
IV-D funding.  So, the combination of the three matters is to keep fathers inside the 
illegal operation as long as possible, to take their property, income, and savings with 
asymmetric custody orders intensifying the theft, and then laundering interstate capture 
of Title IV-D Funds.  The result is predictable irreparable harm to fathers and families 
and an extensive crime spree against fathers trapped in the simulation of law. 
 

So, within that larger context of a criminal cartel depriving him of his fundamental 
liberties first and parental, property, speech, and religious rights second; Defendant 
notes several key omissions, deficiencies, and irregularities by this alleged court while 
unlawfully administering this equitable distribution and related divorce matters-  



A.​ DELIBERATE FAILURE OF FEDERAL SUPREMACY  
 

This Court intentionally and deliberately violated Constitutional requirements under 
Federal Supremacy.  The Court routinely deprives Defendant, and similarly situated 
litigants, of his 14th Amendment protections to Fundamental Fairness expressed as: 
 

●​ Neutral Arbitration 
●​ Statutory Compliance 
●​ Due Notice 
●​ Substantive and Procedural Due Process of Law 
●​ Equal Protection 

 

It does so while notified of the omitted conditions and the court is deliberately indifferent 
to those conditions and these concerns expressed by Defendant. 
 
[see that… I notified them of all the wrong shit they were doing and this is where I get to 
shove that notice back in their faces]  
 

B.​ UNDER FEDERAL SUPREMACY DEFENDANT IS DUE 
 

This court, when operating lawfully, is under Federal Supremacy and thus Defendant is 
due the following constitutional considerations- 
 

●​ Fundamental Fairness and Justice under the 14th amendment in combination 
with other amendments as well as case law defining fundamental liberties such 
as incorporation doctrine cases 

○​ Neutral Arbitration 
○​ Statutory Compliance 
○​ Due Notice 

■​ Meaningful Hearing at a Meaningful Time 
■​ Pre-Deprivation hearings 

○​ Due Process of Law 
■​ Substantive Rights 

●​ A spectrum of fundamental rights that require special 
consideration and protection when being abridged by the 
state under Parens Patriae or Police Powers. 

○​ Fundamental right to Justice 
○​ Care, Custody, and Control of Children 
○​ Acquire, Possess, and Protect Property 

●​ When Substantive Rights are involved procedural 
safeguards are required.  Ie it’s legal to abridge your rights, 
but only in consideration of constitutional safeguards in the 
form of procedural steps 



■​ Procedural Safeguards 
●​ Presumptions 

○​ Parental Fitness and special weight 
●​ State Interest 

○​ Di minimus when Fit Parents involved 
●​ Burden of Proof 
●​ Standard of Proof 
●​ Evidence Standards 
●​ Strict Scrutiny 

○​ Narrowly tailored 
○​ Compelling state interest 
○​ Least restrictive means 

○​ Equal Protection under the Law 
■​ Prohibition of Invidious Discrimination 

●​ As Applied 
●​ Facial 

 
To be clear, The COURT OF COMMON PLEAS LANCASTER COUNTY, 
PENNSYLVANIA generally, and these legal matters specifically are intentionally devoid 
of the above Constitutional Considerations.  US and State Constitutions inhibit cartel 
operations; thus they’re unlawfully circumvented.  That’s treason and sedition. 
 

C.​ UNDER THE 14TH AMENDMENT THE COURT IS BARRED FROM 
UNCONSITUTIONAL CONDITIONS, OVERREACH, & OMMISSIONS 

 
In the above Part B of Section I Defendant describes what is due to him by this court 
system under Federal Supremacy.  Similarly, the 14th Amendment also bars this court 
from certain actions under various aspects of the Incorporation Doctrine such as: 
 

●​ Overbroad Actions 
●​ Unconstitutional Conditions 
●​ Takings Clause Violations 
●​ Excessive Fines or Forfeitures 
●​ Failure to Protect 
●​ Retaliation for Exercising Constitutional Rights 
●​ Vague language in rules, laws, statutes, and regulations (Void for Vagueness) 
●​ Deliberate Indifference 
●​ Municipal Failure 
●​ State Created Dangers 
●​ Commerce Clause violations 



●​ Denying access to courts 
●​ Failure to disclose commercial presumptions 
●​ Committing Crimes [Obstruction, Evidence Tampering, intentional clerical errors] 

 
This Cartel Court routinely employs the various restrictions provided above.  The Court 
is depriving Defendant, and those similarly situated, of the Constitutional Safeguards 
due to him described in Part B and simultaneously deliberately acting in excess of their 
constitutional authority imposed by constitutional restrictions described in Part C.  Parts 
B & C are like the “DOs and DONTs” of Federal Supremacy, and this cartel court 
routinely DON’Ts the DOs and DOs the DON’Ts.  Again, these are not errors of law.  
The officials are judges and understand these concepts and the court has been notified 
of their failures and transgressions while it continues to operate in the same manner. 
 

D.​ ON THE FACIALLY UNCONSTITUTIONAL PENNSYLVANIA EQUITABLE 
DISTRIBUTION LAWS 

 

Equitable Distribution is a legal fiction process whereby Titled Property is thrown into a 
legal fiction trust-like entity called the “Marital Estate” and then distributed from the 
Marital Estate based on rules constructed by the Pennsylvania Legislature focused on 
maritalness and contribution.  Judges readily admit it is a “creature of [legal] fiction.” 
However; these laws are facially incongruent with the US Constitution and the general 
methodology applied while following this process tramples constitutional rights.  Without 
those rights in place the methodology fails to uphold Federal Supremacy and Equitable 
Distribution under 23 PaCSA Chapter 33 is facially blatantly unconstitutional. 
 
Specifically, Defendant has the fundamental right to acquire, possess, and protect 
property.  Abridging that right as a father not only interferes with Defendant's property 
rights but his parental rights, religious freedoms, and his freedom of speech.  These 
rights are substantive rights under the umbrella of the 14th amendment and are under 
Federal Supremacy.  Pennsylvania broadly and this municipal Court specifically fall 
under Federal Supremacy and both are unable to wistfully ignore constitutional 
considerations.  Defendant is due the safeguards described in part B and the Court is 
barred from overreach described in part C. 
 
If the Municipal Court seeks to abridge Defendant's fundamental liberties to property, 
custody, speech, and religion it must follow the tenets of Federal Supremacy, including 
but not limited to Fundamental Fairness, which is at a minimum is composed of neutral 
arbitration, due notice, substantive and procedural due process of law, and equal 
protection under the law.  More specifically under procedural due process there’s 
burden of proof, standard of proof, evidence standard, presumptions, compelling 
interest, and scrutiny standard.  Before any titled property can be taken and distributed 



to any other being or entity the court has to conduct a Mathews Balancing test and find 
a compelling state interest while under Strict Scrutiny in order to justify the simultaneous 
abridgement of Defendant's parental, property, religious, and speech rights. 
 
If this court aims to abridge several fundamental rights and liberties simultaneously in 
the instant matter it needs a compelling state interest.  Given that I’m a fit parent and 
the US Supreme Court sets the state interest as Di Minimus (Quillion quoting Sandusky) 
it seems there is an insurmountable issue preventing the court from abridging my rights 
and liberties.  By statute the State may have some ability to enact an Equitable 
Distribution in rare circumstances, but statute is subservient to the US Constitution and 
before the statutory rules can be implemented this court has to meet Federal 
Requirements of Fairness and Justice (part B) while not overstepping Federal 
Prohibitions (Part C).  The facial laws direct the court to violate rights and are invalid. 
 
Further, the Pennsylvania Divorce Code's equitable distribution scheme (23 Pa.C.S. § 
3502(a)) facially violates the non-delegation doctrine under Pa. Const. Art. II, § 1 and 
U.S. Const. Art. I, § 1 by delegating pure legislative power to family court judges without 
any intelligible principle, formula, or binding standard. The General Assembly abdicated 
its exclusive duty to define marital property rights by handing judges an open-ended list 
of discretionary factors that are explicitly non-exclusive and non-mandatory, allowing 
raw personal bias, gender bias, and judicial financial incentives (Title IV-D laundering) to 
determine outcomes. This is precisely the type of standardless delegation prohibited by 
Protz v. Workers' Comp. Appeal Bd., 161 A.3d 827 (Pa. 2017) and Schechter Poultry. 
All orders issued under this unconstitutional scheme are void ab initio. 
 
As this court has stopped acting as a lawful authority and instead acts as a human 
trafficking and racketeering cartel operated by treasonous judges and elected/appointed 
officials they act as though they are undaunted by concerns like the US Constitution, 
Pennsylvania Constitution, and Federal Supremacy. Lawful adjudication by a 
treasonous cartel in a simulation of law seems unlikely.  Defendant nevertheless has 
just laid out the Federal requirements to lawfully abridge his rights/liberties and those 
lawful prerequisites are not met in this matter, by this “court,” or by the facial 
Pennsylvania Divorce and Equitable Distribution laws. 
 
So, that’s a taste of unconstitutional things they tend to do 
 
They first deprive you of fairness and justice, and then they subsequently deprive you of 
other fundamental liberties and rights.  Figuring out that they’re not doing things they’re 
supposed to do and doing things that they aren’t supposed to do was hard.  Now that I 
have a list of DOs and DON’Ts it’s much easier to spot going forward.  You can literally 



act like a fourth grader and go down the word list from the DOs section and see how 
many of those words you can find in your family law orders.  My guess is that it’s exactly 
zero matching words from the list.  That’s your evidence that they are acting 
unconstitutionally.  They are constitutionally supposed to provide those things in the 
court of law and they are intentionally and deceptively omitting them.  When you didn’t 
know what they were failing to do it was hard to explain.  If you dive more deeply into 
each aspect presented above it should start to click. 
 
Warlock [Judicial] Trick 2- Technical Words and Phrases - Algebra-like 
substitution for words 
 
One of the things I want to warn you about in law is that the meaning of words in law 
and the meaning of words in English are often two entirely different things.  When you 
read law you’re supposed to treat the words as if they have standard and current 
dictionary definitions.  However; the legislature construes words to specific meanings. 
Unethical courts and counties don’t always let you know that certain things may not 
apply to you.  You have to figure that out itself.  So, before thinking you have any idea 
what a law is describing you have to start with legal definitions. 
 
When you see “Technical Words and Phrases” which are words or phrases that have 
specific meanings in law then you have to do something when you encounter those 
words/phrases while reading laws.  You have to perform word-substitution.  
Word-substitution is just like you may have done in algebra.  You know, If X + 5 =12 and 
2Y + X = 15 you’re supposed to figure out what X is in the first equation and then 
substitute that value in for the second equation. 
 
You do the same thing with law.  If they say “for the purpose of this chapter Dog is 
construed to mean horse” then when you read “All dogs are supposed to be on a leash” 
they’re actually telling you that all horses are supposed to be on a leash even though it 
reads like it was supposed to be dogs.  See, sneaky bastards are hiding things in the 
definitions.  Mostly what they’re hiding is a trick regarding who these laws are supposed 
to apply to and when these laws apply. 
 
The full scope of their shenanigans is outside the scope of this book, but needless to 
say when it’s time to start reading law the most appropriate place to start is wherever 
they’re hiding technical words and phrases and when you encounter them you need to 
sub in the legal meaning.  
 
Getting Started - So, let’s say you’re in a family law matter and you call me up.  The first 
thing I may tell you to do is to “Read the Domestic Relations Sections” chapter of your 



state law.  The state code compiles all the law into one place so you don’t have to go 
looking in the congressional record of 1984 to find your current divorce laws.  You got 
the code.  So, you google “State of XXXXX Domestic Relations Section Law” and you 
get a PDF that’s 200-400 pages long, broken into different chapters regarding marriage, 
adoption, divorce, support etc,  and you read it. 
Where you might feel compelled to start is something like the divorce, custody, or 
support laws in the code depending on which matter is pending soonest.  Where I’m 
telling you to start is at the various definitions sections.  Every state code is different so 
you’re going to have to track down where your specific state buries its “Technical Words 
and Phrases.” They can bury them in multiple sections and guess what, the same word 
might have different legal meanings in different parts of the law. 
 
Without going into the dark deep end let’s talk about how this might apply.   
 
EXAMPLE: Let’s say you’re renting a one-bedroom apartment to someone.  Some 
building inspector comes along and says hey I noticed that the fire extinguishers aren’t 
spaced appropriately for your apartment based on 32 State.code 5132(a)(6).  He hands 
you a $300 ticket that you have to pay in two weeks 
 
So, you’re all hot and bothered and you go and read that section of law and sure 
enough it says that “apartments need to have fire extinguishers spaced every 10 feet” to 
be compliant.  What you didn’t do first is look in the code for the definition of “apartment” 
because it might only apply to 2 bedroom apartments, second floor apartments, brick 
apartments, or some other smaller definition than what you thought it meant based on 
an English interpretation when you should have read it with a Legal interpretation in 
mind.  So, in this case you start prepping for this stupid fight because you’re looking 
forward to the practice you get fighting the building inspector over this $300 ticket before 
you have to fight in court over your $400,000 house and $25,000 of crypto you own. 
 
One final note on Trick 2 is that you might find a technical word has a long definition, 
and in that long definition are other technical words.  So, to really understand what’s 
happening in a law you have to sub in the words of a definition, and then sub in more 
words.  What you think is just a tiny phrase in the law turns into paragraphs of high 
specific technical jargon that you would have otherwise overlooked because you think 
you know what the word means because you speak English, but you don’t know what 
the word means in this context because you haven’t learned all the multi-tiered 
Legalese they deceptively insert into routine English words to sneak things past you. 
 
 
 



Here’s some sneaky examples of what I’m talking about-  
 
United States- 4 separate definitions: a sovereign whole, a national government, the 
50 states, a corporation 
Person - Natural Person and Juristic Persons, but never “people” you’ll notice person 
often has a legal definition like an ouroboros (snake that eats it’s tail) and keeps having 
layers of definitions 
State - Depends on context, could mean one of the several States, a foreign 
government, or a territory like Guam or Puerto Rico 
Nation - a group of people with a common interest, doesn’t require land, and originally 
defined in The Law of Nations  
Vehicle - Commercial Automobile for goods or passengers for hire 
Driver - Commercial Chauffeur for hire 
Form - Typically tied to insurance contracts, which are handled under maritime law 
Document - any written, printed, or electronic record that contains information capable 
of being used as evidence or to formalize agreements, obligations, or rights. 
Firearm - Very specific statutory version of a gun and not applicable to everyone.  Not 
just a gun. 
 
Crack open some of those dictionaries and take a gander at the words above, realize 
that they have technical words and phrases buried inside of them, and start trying to 
figure out full English definitions of the words above.  You can ask AI and search 
engines if there is case law that helps clarify the meanings of these words or how they 
are construed to certain legal meanings. 
 
If you want to get started more locally look up your county ordinances/by-laws and start 
looking through the definition sectionS.  You’ll see things about parking in town, building 
codes, and health inspection and you’ll notice there’s all kinds of technical (magical) 
words that read very differently in English than from Legalese. 

Warlock - Trick 3-  Black Collar Judges and intentional clerical errors 

The final main trick that the Black Collar Judges are likely to attempt are intentional 
clerical errors.  The hearing you want isn’t scheduled or is moved.  The document 
you’re filing with the clerk isn’t accepted.  They switch rooms at the last minute.  The 
matter is recorded with intentional spelling mistakes.  Once you know that these are 
less likely as errors and more likely as obstruction and evidence tampering you can be 
more comfortable being firm with judges and clerks regarding your rights and the 
various restrictions on them. 

 



DEFENSE 
Ok, so we just went over the main playbook of your wife, her attorney and the Court.  
Your wife is going to make unreasonable demands, and her attorney is going to send up 
legal-ish requests to a judge.  The judge is going to deprive you of rights while they 
treasonously effectuate human trafficking and racketeering to launder interstate Federal 
Funding from Title IV-D in family matters. I’m noticing similar patterns in criminal 
matters, especially DUI, where there appear to be perverse incentives for the court that 
aren’t aligned with your rights, but I’ve never personally been through that and can’t 
attest the same way. Someone else that’s stuck in DUI hell is going to have to figure out 
the perverse incentives that lead to the judges getting paid for overburdensome 
consequences for victimless DUIs.  
 
So, the question is, what do you do about all of this?  And the answer is we go back to 
the Let Go process, but now you hopefully have a deeper understanding of the steps 
we’re taking and why we take them.  We’re going to serve notice, air out professional 
grievances with the work they’ve done, draft criminal complaints for the state, and then 
we’re going to sue everyone into Federal Oblivion.  If they fuck up while under this 
pressure we’re going to start the process from the beginning and give them notice, air 
professional grievances, draft criminal complaints, and sue them again or add more 
claims to the same lawsuit. 
 
If you’re able to develop a talent for this, which can be inclusive of getting AI tools to 
draft handy documents for you using solid prompts, then there is one absurdly powerful 
component in your favor: costs.  You can donate your time to yourself. They have to hire 
attorneys.  This means that you’re saving $300/hour compared to them and this can be 
over tens of thousands of hours of work.  There is a vast asymmetric inherent risk to 
fucking with you.  Also, you’re not risking your primary line of work.  The attorney and 
Judge have their careers at stake.  You’re not building a law firm.  You don’t have to 
work with these people again.  You’re free to be ruthless.  If they’re going to drag you 
through this process and not conduct themselves legally and lawfully then it’s the least 
you can do to ensure it’s a living hell for them from day 1. 
 
While I say this is offense it isn’t quite true.  This book is more like Defense.  You can 
get to them stop hurting you with most of what’s in this book, and maybe navigate to a 
fair conclusion after reporting enough violations and criminal activity, but the real 
offensive step where you can reclaim damages by suing people will only be introduced 
here.  Offensive lawsuits are a whole other beast that requires a lot more knowledge, 
experience, and expertise than defense.  So, we’ll touch on offense a bit, but most of 
the rest of the book is working through LET GO which are defensive maneuvers.



DR. REICH’S / AGGROED’S “LET GO” PROCESS 
LEGAL ELECTROSHOCK TREATMENT GRADUATED 

OVERLOAD 
 

●​ Opening Letter/Email - Low key, general, non-specific, and friendly-tone notice  
●​ (Optional Affidavit of Status) 
●​ (Optional Commercial Terms) 
●​ Cease and Desist (Don’t do X) // Notice and Demand (Start doing Y) Formal 

Letter.  These often have elevated threats and warnings about what they’re going 
to experience if they don’t do as they’re told.  They may contain the first time I 
deeply explain my rights and how they violate them. 

●​ Records Requests and FOIA Requests 
○​ State and Federal Agencies are targeted.  I’m particularly requesting 

documents I know they don’t have but are supposed to have as well as 
docs they don’t want to give me which embarrass them 

●​ Counterclaims against opposing litigants if a matter is already started (I’m not 
locked in here with you… you’re locked in here with me) 

●​ Extensive Discovery Requests- someone is going to pay an attorney an 
astounding amount of money to satisfy my curiosity 

●​ Extensively researched Motions, extensive presumptions lobbed at my counter 
litigant(s), I did a lot research, I can write complex legal questions, someone is 
going to have to spend an astounding amount of money to satisfy requirements 
enacted by my legal curiosity, and if my presented written concerns are skipped 
then it’s a due process violation and I’ll raise a separate kind of hell. 

●​ Professional Complaints  
○​ Formal Employment Complaints - If people don’t do what I tell them to do 

when it’s their job to do the thing I’m asking 
○​ Police Reports - for documenting criminal behavior of everybody else 
○​ Bar Grievances - against attorneys for violating professional standards 
○​ Judicial Review - against judges for bad rulings 

●​ Federal and State Criminal Complaints (State and Fed Title 18 is your friend) 
●​ FEDERAL COMPLAINTS (lawsuits, just introduced, not covered in depth) 

○​ Complaint in Habeas Corpus - for imminent court intervention to stop 
violating my rights 

○​ 42 USC 1983 Complaint for civil rights violations and damages 
○​ RICO Complaint - They’re racketeering, which has a private civil action 

available and I’m going to take it because they’re a Black Collar Cartel 
○​ 50 USC 842 Anti-Communist Suit, pinko commie pigs don’t have rights or 

legal protections 
●​ Appeals - Fight it a second, third, and/or fourth time! 



LET GO 
 
Here’s another Beastly chapter to go through, but we’re going to describe, discuss, and 
give examples of each of those types of actions that you can do while your matter is 
ongoing.  Remember, you’re not taking these steps randomly.  You’re targeting an order. 
 
Opening Letter/Email  
 
Let’s start back at the beginning of my divorce.  It’s something that we talked about 
more than once as we neared our 20th anniversary and everything felt particularly 
awful.  Now, if you’re caught cheating in bed with someone 20 years younger you may 
not get an opportunity to discuss things amicably and you may have to skip a couple of 
steps, but before your nasty high conflict divorce gets started or goes too far it might be 
worth it to start with a letter.  The same concept can work with a business partner to 
avoid a commercial conflict turning into a legal battle. 
 
Here’s an example of what a letter might look like.  Keep in mind every minute you’re in 
family law cartel court that things are heavily weighted against you.  The bias is less 
extreme in commercial courts, but I wouldn’t trust them to fairly decide matters.  Stupid 
things like “did opposing counsel provide more campaign funding to this judge than your 
or your counsel did?” can have a real impact on the outcomes when courts aren’t quite 
lawful.  So, when you consider the tone that you put into the letter that you write you 
want to keep in mind that this first letter is less about scaring her and more about trying 
to find some peace through mutual consent if the divorce is really unavoidable.  
Assuming you still have some love or kinship left with your wife it’s usually better in the 
long run if you can repair things and stick to one spouse.   
 
I don’t know what the right tone is for your marriage or business partnership, but here’s 
a letter that’s not overly legal that you might be able to use to try to stave some legal 
shit off and maybe save the relationship.  Consider hand writing it and make it less 
formal than what I’m showing.  I’m making it an extra bit formal to show the parties and 
not necessarily because that’s the best way to start a letter to avoid a protected court 
litigated divorce. 
 

 



Opening Letter/Email  
Mr. Mosly Good 
227 3rd Ave 
Inspiration, Cartel County 
 

November 24, 2025 
 

Mrs. Deserve Moore 
123 Main Street 
Greed Town, Cartel County 
 

Dear Deserve, 
 

We’ve been through a lot and I can appreciate that we’re both experiencing a lot of 
stress right now as we navigate our lives with our small kids while finances feel so tight.  
Thanks for coming this far with me on this journey, I know things are hard and hope to 
find a path forward that doesn’t rip our family open.  At the very least I hope that we can 
manage to keep a lasting friendship even in these hard times.  Our kids deserve it. 
 

That said, it has become clear to me that you intend to initiate a divorce and I suspect 
this will involve extensive litigation, dragging us into prolonged court battles that will only 
escalate costs, stress, and resentment for both of us and our family. I want you to know 
I am fully aware of my constitutional and legal rights in this matter, including my parental 
rights to care for our children and my property rights to a fair division, and I will defend 
them vigorously if forced into that arena.  I’m more used to protecting you, but in this 
regard I won’t hesitate to defend my rights, my property, custody of our kids, my income, 
and my time from you.  I’m not going to roll over, and if you drag us into court I’m going 
to defend myself every step of the way.  I would prefer an alternative though. 
 

I far prefer we resolve this amicably, privately, and in good faith cooperation between us, 
without the needless intervention of courts or attorneys profiting from our conflict. We’ve 
been through a lot together and if you want this divorce so be it, but let's choose a path 
of mutual respect and reason to end this chapter with dignity intact for everyone 
involved. I’m open to counseling if you’re willing to work with me on fixing the marriage.  
I’m open to mediation after we figure out what parts of the divorce we don’t agree on. 
 
Come over Thursday night, I’ll have dinner ready, and let’s try to figure out a better path 
directly between us that doesn’t lead to a public court battle we can’t afford right now. 
 
Sincerely,  Your loving Husband, 

Mr. Mosly Good  



AFFIDAVIT OF STATUS 
 

I’m a little sheepish here.  I very much think it’s important to have an Affidavit of Status.  
In fact I think it’s so important that when I’m in a court battle where I’m the clear 
defendant or where we’re both impacted, like custody battles, then I actually include a 
section that’s essentially an Affidavit of Status in every document I submit to the court. 
 
The reason I’m sheepish is because I strongly believe something that people I respect 
consider Patriot Mythology.  I believe there is a difference between the ALL CAPS 
FIRST MIDDLE LAST entity and me as a First Middle Last man/woman.  To shorten the 
difference as tightly as possible: I’m a man and I am the beneficial owner of a legal 
entity that the state created.  As a man I’m agent for the legal entity, but I’m not a legal 
entity even though it bears my exact same name spelt in ALL CAPS.   
 
I’m deeply certain this is a correct interpretation, but I’m also certain that it’s not terribly 
helpful in family law and it’s more likely to get you in some kind of trouble defending shit 
you may not fully understand.  So, for now, I’m not going to include all the things I 
include and write and instead I’ll give something a little more gentle. 
 
For now I’m going to give you a more gentle Affidavit of Status.  This isn’t one that I 
would write into every court document.  In a later book I’m going to show the one I 
personally use all the time and talk through how I created it and why I like it, but it’s a 
little too far off topic for this current introductory practical guide.  



IN THE MUNICIPAL DISTRICT COURT OF CARTEL COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA 

In re the Marriage of: 
DESERVE MOORE, Petitioner, 
and 
MOSLY GOOD, Respondent. 
Case No.: FD-2025-12345 

AFFIDAVIT OF STATUS OF MOSLY GOOD 

I, Mosly Good, being of sound mind and over the age of 18, do hereby declare under 
penalty of perjury that the following statements are true and correct to the best of my 
knowledge: 

1.​ I am the Respondent in the above-captioned matter. I live at 227 3rd Avenue, 
Inspiration, Cartel County, Pennsylvania. I am a Pennsylvanian. 

2.​ I am employed as a software engineer with an annual income of approximately 
$80,000. 

3.​ I was married to the Petitioner, Deserve Moore, on June 15, 2004, in Cartel 
County, Pennsylvania. Our marriage certificate was issued by the Cartel County 
Clerk's Office. 

4.​ The Petitioner and I separated on or about June 1, 2025, and have lived 
physically apart since that date. The Petitioner currently resides at 123 Main 
Street, Greed Town, Cartel County, Pennsylvania. 

5.​ There are two minor children born of the marriage: J. Good, born January 15, 
2015 (age 10), and J. Good, born March 20, 2017 (age 8). Both children are in 
good health and currently enrolled at Cartel Elementary School in Cartel County, 
Pennsylvania. 

6.​ Prior to separation, I was actively involved in the children's daily lives, including 
attending school events, providing transportation, and participating in 
extracurricular activities such as soccer games and music lessons.  I continue 
doing these same things even as we share custody. 

7.​ The Petitioner and I own joint marital property, including our family residence at 
123 Main Street (valued at approximately $300,000 with a remaining mortgage of 
$200,000), two vehicles (a 2022 Honda Accord and a 2020 Ford Truck), and 
retirement accounts totaling approximately $200,000. 

8.​ There are no prior court orders or agreements between the parties regarding 
custody, support, or property division at this time. 

 



I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Executed on this 24th day of November, 2025, at Inspiration, Cartel County, 
Pennsylvania. 

 

Mosly Good 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this 24th day of November, 2025. 

 

Notary Public 

My Commission Expires: ______________ 

 



COMMERCIAL TERMS 
 
I have mixed feelings about this one too. I’m attempting to use this, but I’m not sure yet 
if it will have any impact.  So, for this one I’m going to position this into a commercial 
relationship where it may be more relevant.   
 
Imagine you have a debt collector calling you for a debt that you don’t think you’re 
legally obligated to pay.  You don’t know how to get them to stop calling you, so one 
thing you try to do is send them commercial terms showing that every time they bother 
you they’re agreeing ahead of time to paying your commercial terms. 
 
The basis of this letter is more or the less the same basis as when you drive a car into a 
public parking garage.  You don’t sign a specific contract with the garage, but the 
garage has a big sign that you can read before you swipe your card that showcases 
commercial terms.  This forms a “unilateral contract” that is also called an 
“implied-in-fact” contract. We’re going to do the same thing to a debt collector. 
 
Hey look, if you want to waste my time on these phone calls, emails, and harassing my 
mom at her last known address I’m going to permit you to do that, but here are the 
commercial rates for our time… 
 
Here’s the setup for the mock Commercial Terms letter 

Johnathan Evergreen, a 42-year-old freelance graphic designer living in the quiet 
suburb of Willowbrook Heights, had been receiving relentless calls from Apex Recovery 
Solutions, an aggressive debt collection firm based in downtown Metropolis City. The 
calls stemmed from a disputed $2,500 medical bill from a 2022 emergency room visit, 
which Johnathan believed was invalid due to improper billing practices by the hospital 
and lack of any signed agreement acknowledging the debt. Despite his repeated 
disputes and requests for validation under the Fair Debt Collection Practices Act, Apex 
continued hounding him with daily automated calls, voicemails, and letters, ignoring his 
cease-and-desist notices and escalating his frustration into a determination to turn the 
tables through clever contractual maneuvering. 

Below is a sample commercial letter drafted by Johnathan to Apex Recovery Solutions, 
designed to establish an implied-in-fact contract. By outlining fees for continued contact 
and stating that any further engagement constitutes acceptance through conduct (e.g., 
making another call), the letter aims to bind the collector to these terms, potentially 
allowing Johnathan to counter-sue for breach if they persist without payment.  



Johnathan Evergreen 
456 Oak Lane 
Willowbrook Heights, Stateville 12345 
Phone: (555) 123-4567 
Email: j.evergreen@designflow..com 
 
November 24, 2025 
 
Apex Recovery Solutions 
789 Corporate Blvd, Suite 400 
Metropolis City, Stateville 67890 
Attn: Collections Department 

Re: Alleged Account #ARS-987654; Notice of Commercial Terms for Unauthorized 
Contact 

To Whom It May Concern: 

This letter serves as formal notice regarding your repeated attempts to contact me 
concerning an alleged debt under Account #ARS-987654, which I dispute in full as 
unlawful, non-binding, and unfair due to lack of validation, improper origination, and 
potential violations of the Fair Debt Collection Practices Act (15 U.S.C. § 1692 et seq.). 
Despite my prior demands for cessation and proof of debt, your agency has persisted 
with harassing communications, including but not limited to phone calls, voicemails, 
emails, and mailed notices. 

To deter further unauthorized engagement and to establish clear commercial 
boundaries, I hereby offer the following terms for any continued interaction initiated by 
Apex Recovery Solutions or its agents. Your initiation of any contact after receipt of this 
notice shall constitute your unconditional acceptance of these terms through conduct, 
forming an implied-in-fact contract enforceable under common law principles (as 
recognized in cases like Restatement (Second) of Contracts § 19). Acceptance occurs 
upon the first instance of contact post-receipt, and each subsequent engagement shall 
incur separate fees as outlined below: 

1.​ Telephone Calls or Voicemails: Each inbound call or voicemail left, regardless 
of duration or whether answered, shall incur a fee of $500.00, payable within 7 
days of the contact. 

2.​ Emails or Text Messages: Each electronic message sent shall incur a fee of 
$250.00, payable within 7 days. 



3.​ Mailed Correspondence: Each letter or notice sent via mail or delivery service 
shall incur a fee of $300.00, including postage reimbursement, payable within 7 
days. 

4.​ In-Person or Third-Party Contacts: Any attempt at direct in-person contact or 
involvement of third parties (e.g., credit reporting without validation) shall incur a 
fee of $1,000.00 per instance, payable within 7 days. 

These fees represent reasonable compensation for my time, emotional distress, and 
administrative efforts in responding to unsolicited communications. Invoices will be 
issued promptly after each contact, with payment due via certified check to the address 
above. Non-payment shall constitute breach of contract, subject to accrual of 1.5% 
monthly interest and potential legal action for collection, including attorney fees. 

I strongly urge you to cease all contact immediately and provide full debt validation as 
required by law. If you choose to proceed, you do so at your own financial risk under the 
terms herein. This notice is sent via certified mail with return receipt requested for proof 
of delivery. 

Sincerely, 

Johnathan Evergreen 

 

This letter is a fictitious example and not legal advice; in reality, such strategies carry 
risks, as courts may view them as unenforceable or harassing, and debt collectors could 
counter with claims under anti-SLAPP laws or report to credit bureaus. So, it’s not 
without risks.  The most likely outcome is that you letter is ignored initially and at best 
may become relevant in a lawsuit after you prove commercial default by them.  Don’t 
expect too much from letters like this, but you may be able to use something like this to 
pressure them later if you keep track of their costs and update them on the balance. 

 



Cease and Desist / Notice and Demand  
 

Well, now it’s time for an example of the “melt you dick off” Cease and Desist letter.  
This is a slightly redacted letter I actually sent that led to me being removed from a 
Federal Case.  The rest of my Cease and Desist letters are usually some variant of this.  
It’s a fun read.  The marriage problems and associated sexual problems experienced by 
recipients of the letter and associated process is what ended up getting labeled as the 
“Melt you Dick Off” letter.  My friends share my sophomoric humor.  Anyway, I find this 
letter can get you out of problems before they even start, and if I’m still in the legal 
matter it takes pressure off of me as a Libertarian enacting things I know are painful 
because I noticed them regarding said pain and they kept on comin’. 
 

“Melt your Dick Off” - Cease and Desist Letter 
 
Blair Jesse Ellyn Reich  
Founder  
Former CEO  
Walnut Street  
Columbia, Lancaster County, Pennsylvania  
979-555-5555 
 
Gents,  
 
I was served a federal complaint today naming me in my individual capacity as a 
defendant. I would imagine that for most legal-laymen receiving a federal lawsuit is a 
scary and daunting life event. As it turns out though; ever since my divorce and forming 
this company I’ve been involved in numerous lawsuits and have become somewhat of a 
litigious person myself. Since you decided to sue me in my personal capacity rather 
than in an official capacity I get to run my Let Go pro se playbook, and I'm not bound by 
some corporate attorney engagement. Frankly speaking I think you made a major 
mistake and you have no idea what you've just gotten yourself into. Let me elaborate.  
 
To date I’ve won two of two separate federal lawsuits. In the first case they became so 
physically and mentally exhausted that they withdrew due to a psychosomatic medical 
emergency and abandoned the case. In the saga of an angry gamer that sued us for 
fraud he experienced such profound stress from the lawsuit that it led to the dissolution 
of his marriage, resurgence of alcoholism and associated bipolar disorder, his attorney 
filed and was granted a withdrawal from the case he himself filed, and the gamer lost in 
a humiliating defeat.  
 



In my divorce I have gone through quite a bit of hell as the family law system is a 
cesspool of misandry, gynocentrism, and unconstitutional (equal protection clause of the 
14th) orders. Factually, it’s a criminal human trafficking and racketeering cartel and I’ve 
been dissecting it and submitting criminal complaints to proper authorities for five years.  
Despite the cartel I often have 50:50 custody of my children, a divorce that’s on track to 
grant my wife nothing though it does seem to be taking an awfully long time, and I have 
a support order that’s manageable.  
 
In doing all of this I operate within a system that I believe is highly effective, limits my 
downside risk, and is exhausting to go through for all involved. That said, I have the 
equivalent of legal endurance training from running this playbook for years. Do you? I 
think I have this process down to a perfected science, like you might expect from the 
experimental PhD chemist I am.  

Notice  
 

In the spirit of providing notice at the earliest possible moment of what's to come and 
what you're involving yourself in here I would like to give you an upfront glance at the 
things I’m going to be doing in Phase I and you should emotionally, physically, and 
financially prepare for all of them and for this to go on for years at an intense, 
uncomfortable, and endlessly escalating pace. For a touch of perspective it may be 
worth keeping in mind as you read all of this that the personal exposure I have in this 
particular case is miniscule. I was tangentially involved in the lion's share of your 
complaint vis-a-vis after-the-fact approvals. You get all of the following headaches, and 
it’s coming from a rounding error in your complaint- 
 
1. Notice of intent- I've informed [counter litigants] of some of these thoughts verbally 
before, but you should consider yourself and your firms informed by writing as of today. 
Herein is my approach and what I'm going to drag you, your firms, your attorneys, your 
attorneys' partners and supervisors, and your attorneys' firm(s) assigned to this case 
through for years  
 
2. No Trespassing- First, you are attempting to cause me and my nuclear family harm. 
You are expressly warned to not contact me directly or indirectly for any reason except 
that which is explicitly necessary to navigate this lawsuit. I don't want your thoughts or 
opinions on any of this. I don't need your legal threats. I've read this complaint and think 
it's unimaginably weak, and don't need to hear you justify your thoughts on this case. 
Any non-relevant communication will be deemed harassment and any deviation will be 
prosecuted as criminal harassment via private criminal complaints. (Litigants and 
attorneys are hereby notified of my No Trespass statement.)  
 



3. Bar grievances- your attorneys have filed this against me personally whereas the 
things you’re describing are far more pertinent to my role as CEO, which is a position I 
no longer serve.  
 
I find your legal complaint and associated behavior to be unethical and not meeting 
standard legal practice contained in the Rules of Professional Conduct for 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania Attorneys. As a consequence of your failure to disclose 
this relevant information in the lawsuit you presented I have filed the attached BAR 
Grievance related to section 8.4 Misconduct (b)(c). Please read the Bar Grievance I’ve 
filed with the Disciplinary Board of the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania. You'll note 
above and beyond the lowly attorneys you’ve hired that I've also included the Chairman 
and CEO as well as General Counsel for the whole law firm.  I’m grieving them Under 
Pennsylvania Rules of Professional Conduct 5.1(a)(b)(c) as supervising 
partners/attorneys.  
 
If you continue in unethical practices or even small deviations in standard ethical 
practice you will find additional bar grievances waiting for you, potentially all 100 of your 
associates, partners and shareholders, your supervisors, and others you involve. 
Insurance firms tend to look down upon law firms with high numbers of bar grievances, 
and you may find after some period of my involvement in this case that you and your 
firm have an inability to practice law due to an inability to find an insurance carrier willing 
to cover your firm. This is a risk you bear via continuing to litigate your bad faith, bad 
behavior, dud of a case against me in my personal capacity. (Attorneys consider 
yourself notified of the numerous bar grievances you’re going to receive and potential 
inability to continue operating your firm).  
 
5. State Criminal Complaints- I warned you that the actions you took that led to us 
getting to this point were unlawful. It’s taken me a bit to finish this, but I have expedited 
its completion due to this lawsuit. Please find attached private criminal complaints filed 
against you with the District Attorney in Cartel County, Pennsylvania. These aren’t just 
pecuniary. They carry prison sentences if found guilty. My experience makes me think it 
usually takes a couple attempts to push this stuff into motion, but I've been able to get 
State Detectives inspecting court officials. I don’t expect any problems getting the same 
State Detectives to investigate private businessmen and attorneys. I have confidence 
that with enough time and cajoling they'll eventually do their jobs. (Consider this notice 
that I will be pursuing you criminally in addition to civil complaints and you may face 
prison sentences for the crimes listed within the private criminal complaint wherein you 
intentionally and willfully attempted to defraud Splinterlands investors despite multiple 
warnings to stop).  
 



6. Counterclaims and additional state torts- Please be informed that within the filing 
deadlines I’ll be counterclaiming the attached criminal complaints and related business 
matters as civil counts in this federal action. I may find more counterclaims as I go as I 
scrutinize business law and case law specific to corporate and securities fraud. To be 
clear, these counterclaims are going to be the reason you can’t simply stand up and 
leave this case. You, your firms, your attorneys, their supervisors, their firms are all 
going to be bound to this case while I unapologetically and gleefully wage guerilla 
lawfare almost as if I took your actions personally.  
 
7. Ongoing issues arising from litigation- In my experience it's difficult for attorneys and 
judges to follow the black letter law and instead everyone gets lazy and fails to follow 
the law in small and large ways. I want to assure you that I'll read every law, learn every 
piece that's relevant, and find mistakes in your approach that break the law. Every 
single time this happens expect another round of criminal complaints, civil torts, bar 
grievances, counterclaims, and judicial reviews which add mounting pressure, costs, 
and resistance to the attorneys and the firm representing you. It also ties you tighter to 
this case and makes it harder or impossible to walk away when you’ve had enough of it. 
I expect it will feel a bit like a hydra in that every time something happens a new head 
and new round of compounding issues is added to the mix. This is a major reason why 
it feels so overwhelming to be legally entangled with me.  
 

General Circumstances  
Overall, I generally find litigants in your position are happy and proud after they file a 
lawsuit such as this and think something akin to “gotcha bitch!” What I would like you to 
realize rather quickly is that I’m not trapped here with you. You’re trapped here with me.  
 
The firms you represent are giant targets for financial pain with the millions of dollars 
under management and the multitude of businesses represented. The law firm that 
represents you, the status these attorneys have achieved, the degrees they have, their 
bar cards, their insurance that allows them to operate, and the lifestyle they enjoy are 
also giant targets. I'm just a man of humble means with a little non-trading, closely held, 
private shares.  My exposure to this case is a rounding error. My stake is minimal.  
 
You on the other hand... You guys collectively appear to have hundreds of millions of 
dollars that are potentially exposed. You are attempting to use state violence to take 
possessions I've spent years honestly and ethically building up. You are going to find 
that my assets are difficult, expensive, and various forms of unpleasant to divest from 
me while experiencing mounting uncertainty of the fate of your much larger, and much 
more liquid assets while watching costs and consequences spiral out of control. I do this 



work for free and on my own. I believe you have asymmetric costs associated with this 
litigation.  
 
For the attorneys involved I want you to know that I have no professional courtesy. 
Oftentimes in cases like this the two sides are both represented by law firms and both 
sides have some professional boundaries they won't cross. The firms put in a good faith 
show of conflict; however, these firms have to see each other again in some other court 
appearance and in the next case may even find themselves on the same side or 
representing one another. You're going to have brunch with each other, and maybe 
meet some of the judges at a Christmas party somewhere. You have to maintain 
professional courtesy to operate a service company for the long haul.  
 
I'm not burdened by any of that. I don't have a law firm. I don't have a law career. I don't 
have a bar card to protect. I'm not trying to make a name for myself or keep myself in 
the long term good graces of some random Federal Judge. I'm going to go for the 
metaphorical jugular and have zero sympathy for the consequences of your choices 
leading to the end of your ability to work in the legal profession personally or the loss of 
your firm's ability to operate given new insurance challenges. Expect turbulence and 
social pressure. For starters you can ask the CEO and General Counsel how they feel 
getting bar grieved for your petty, unethical complaint.  Maybe next time you’ll pay more 
attention to your free wheeling attorneys before grievances have to go out.  
 
Anyway, at a high level it's going to be agonizing, time consuming, stressful, expensive 
and if experience is any guide will likely lead to your divorce, physical or mental 
breakdown, relapse in addiction, loss of employment, loss of assets, loss of insurance, 
and an exceptionally large legal bill for which there is no pay off and years of your life 
wasted. That sounds like a boon for the law firm, but I've seen your predecessors who 
have tried something similar with stronger cases. Their end result was literally the 
attorney begging the judge to be let off the case. I believe they would say something like 
"the juice ain't worth the squeeze." 
 
You want my assets? Molon Labe. If by some unholy act of god you're granted some 
prayer for relief I wish you good luck untangling them from my current, active, 5-year 
long, high conflict, miserable-for-all divorce.  
 

Call to Action  
I’ll be responding with a motion to dismiss and later on counter claims. The latter is 
when you’re trapped in this lawsuit by me for years with escalating costs and liabilities. 
If you’d like to avoid that you have 14 days to remove my name from this lawsuit before 



this thing irreversibly and catastrophically escalates. After that you’ll have a first row 
seat as to what it means when I get aggroed.  
 
This is typically the part of these initial letters where I try to dissuade my counterparty 
from continuing. In this case that isn’t happening. I welcome this. I’m still a little sore 
from losing my CEO position and I think being involved in the weakest case against me 
yet leading to what I expect will be an expensive comedy of errors while having 
negligible skin in the game feels like a great way to thank you for that experience.  
 
With that I'd like to welcome you, your firms, your attorneys, their supervising attorneys, 
their firm, the PA disciplinary board, and the District Attorney of Cartel County 
Pennsylvania to day 1 of your multi-year, personal, legal quagmire. No response is 
requested, required, or desired and instead any response not filed into a court docket 
will be treated as unwanted, unwelcome, criminal harassment.  
 

The undefeated, undisputed, Pennsylvania heavyweight champion of pro se litigation 
and Guerilla Lawfare,  

Your new, rent-free brain-tenet and primary occupant of your mental health and 
mental-shelf-space for years to come,  

A small rounding error in your bad faith claim,  
Gleefully yours,  

 
Dr. Blair Jesse Ellyn Reich  

aka aggroed 
 
I still chuckle reading this baby.  When I sent this I also sent in Bar Grievances and 
Criminal Complaints along with it.  I gave them two weeks to get me off the case.  They 
answered in four days doing what I wanted.  Most letters won’t get you too far, but like I 
said there are times where the letter alone is enough to block bad things before they get 
started.  Ahhhh, good times!  



NOTICE AND DEMAND 
 

Now we’re sending a letter in the opposite direction.  The last letter was geared towards 
getting someone to stop doing something.  They were targeting me in a Federal lawsuit 
and I wanted them to stop. So I wrote a cease and desist letter to tell them to fuck off.  
Now what we’re going to do is write an all too real letter that’s meant to be hypothetical 
regarding my rights and telling the courts they have to honor them.  This is a notice 
because I’m clarifying to them what they’re doing wrong, and a demand because I'm 
telling them how to cure the “mistakes” they are making. 

 
Notice and Demand Letter to Court 

Mosly Good 
227 3rd Ave 
Inspiration, Cartel County, Pennsylvania [ZIP Code] 

November 24, 2025 

Municipal District Court of Cartel County, Pennsylvania 
500 Pain Street, 
Cartel County, Pennsylvania [ZIP Code] 

Attn: Clerk of Court / Judge Treasonous Despot 
Re: Case No. FD-2025-12345; In re the Marriage of Deserve Moore, Petitioner, and 
Mosly Good, Respondent 

NOTICE AND DEMAND FOR CONSTITUTIONAL PROTECTIONS UNDER THE 14TH 
AMENDMENT AND CESSATION OF VIOLATIONS 

To the Honorable Court: 

This Notice and Demand is submitted by Mosly Good, Respondent in the 
above-referenced matter, to formally notify the Court of its ongoing deprivations of my 
constitutional rights under the 14th Amendment to the United States Constitution, as 
incorporated against the states. Despite my prior notifications highlighting these 
omissions and transgressions, the Court has demonstrated deliberate indifference, 
continuing to operate in a manner that undermines fundamental fairness and justice in 
courtroom proceedings. This pattern not only violates my rights to neutral arbitration, 
statutory compliance, due notice, substantive and procedural due process, and equal 
protection but also appears designed to facilitate asymmetric outcomes that favor 
revenue generation by the county and judiciary over constitutional mandates. Such 
actions, especially when repeated and despite vigorous notice, descend into treasonous 



and seditious conduct by circumventing federal supremacy in favor of cartel-like 
operations. I demand immediate cessation of these violations, full compliance with 
constitutional safeguards for me and restrictions on the court, and remedial actions to 
restore fairness in this case. 

1. UNDER FEDERAL SUPREMACY, RESPONDENT IS DUE 
CONSTITUTIONAL CONSIDERATIONS 

As a state court bound by federal supremacy under the Supremacy Clause (U.S. Const. 
art. VI, cl. 2), this Court must afford me, and all similarly situated litigants, the 
protections of fundamental fairness and justice enshrined in the 14th Amendment, in 
combination with other amendments and incorporation doctrine case law (e.g., Gitlow v. 
New York, 268 U.S. 652 (1925); Troxel v. Granville, 530 U.S. 57 (2000)). Specifically, I 
am entitled to: 

●​ Neutral Arbitration: Impartial adjudication free from bias or conflicts of interest. 
●​ Statutory Compliance: Strict adherence to all applicable laws and rules without 

selective enforcement. 
●​ Due Notice: Timely and adequate notification of proceedings, including: 

○​ Meaningful hearings at a meaningful time. 
○​ Pre-deprivation hearings before any rights are abridged. 

●​ Due Process of Law: Both substantive and procedural protections, including: 
○​ Substantive Rights: Heightened scrutiny for fundamental liberties, such 

as: 
■​ The right to justice. 
■​ Care, custody, and control of children. 
■​ Acquire, possess, and protect property.  
■​ When these rights are involved, procedural safeguards are 

mandatory; abridgment under parens patriae or police powers must 
be justified and limited. 

○​ Procedural Safeguards: Including: 
■​ Presumptions (e.g., parental fitness with special weight). 
■​ Minimal state interest when fit parents are involved. 
■​ Appropriate burden and standard of proof. 
■​ Admissible evidence standards. 
■​ Strict scrutiny review: Narrowly tailored means, compelling state 

interest, and least restrictive alternatives. 
●​ Equal Protection Under the Law: Prohibition against invidious discrimination, 

whether as applied or on its face. 



This Court routinely deprives me and others of these safeguards, operating without 
regard for constitutional imperatives that inhibit unchecked authority. 

2. UNDER THE 14TH AMENDMENT, THE COURT IS BARRED FROM 
UNCONSTITUTIONAL CONDITIONS, OVERREACH, AND OMISSIONS 

The 14th Amendment not only mandates affirmative protections but also prohibits the 
Court from certain actions under the incorporation doctrine, including: 

●​ Overbroad actions that sweep beyond necessary scope. 
●​ Unconstitutional conditions attaching strings to rights. 
●​ Takings Clause violations (uncompensated deprivations of property). 
●​ Excessive fines or forfeitures. 
●​ Failure to protect against known risks. 
●​ Retaliation for exercising constitutional rights. 
●​ Vague language in rules, laws, statutes, or regulations (void for vagueness). 
●​ Deliberate indifference to rights violations. 
●​ Municipal failures in policy or custom. 
●​ State-created dangers. 
●​ Commerce Clause violations in interstate matters. 
●​ Denying access to courts. 
●​ Failure to disclose commercial presumptions. 
●​ Committing crimes such as obstruction, evidence tampering, or intentional 

clerical errors. 

This Court habitually engages in these prohibited practices, depriving litigants of due 
safeguards while exceeding its authority—actions that are not mere errors but 
deliberate, as the Court has been notified of these issues and persists indifferently. 

DEMANDS 

I demand: 

1.​ Immediate cessation of all unconstitutional practices in this case. 
2.​ A full, on-the-record hearing to address these violations, with pre-deprivation 

protections. 
3.​ Application of all enumerated constitutional safeguards moving forward. 
4.​ Dismissal or vacatur of any asymmetric orders issued without due process. 
5.​ Referral for investigation into potential treason, sedition, or civil rights violations 

under 18 U.S.C. § 242 or 42 U.S.C. § 1983. 



Failure to comply will prompt further action, including appeals, criminal complaints, 
and/or civil suits. This notice is served via certified mail. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Mosly Good 
Respondent, Pro Se 
227 3rd Ave 
Inspiration, Cartel County, Pennsylvania [ZIP Code omitted] 
Phone: [Phone Number] 

Email: [Email Address] 

CC: [Any relevant parties, e.g., opposing counsel] 

 
 



Records Requests and FOIA Requests 
 

Everything that happens before, during, and after your case is part of your case.  Every 
denial letter you receive, every illegal action taken by someone, every deprivation of 
rights is part of your current case, and if you’re aggressive enough they will be part of 
your future federal case against them.  Records requests can happen before, during, or 
after your case. And they’re a useful part of building evidence in your case. 

Record Requests: Preparing Your Arsenal Before the Battle Begins 

As you sense the storm clouds of family law conflict gathering—perhaps amid 
escalating arguments, separation talks, or early legal consultations—record requests 
emerge as a proactive tool to fortify your position before any formal case erupts. 
Defined as formal or informal demands for documents, data, or evidence from potential 
adversaries, third parties, or public sources, these requests allow you to amass critical 
information early, shaping your strategy without the constraints of active litigation. Under 
laws like the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) for public records or state discovery 
statutes (e.g., Pennsylvania's Right-to-Know Law), you can seek bank statements, 
emails, medical histories, or school reports preemptively, often via simple letters or 
online portals, to build a factual foundation. 

In most pre-litigation scenarios, record requests are used strategically to assess 
strengths and weaknesses quietly—request your spouse's tax returns via a cordial letter 
citing mutual transparency, or subpoena public records like property deeds to uncover 
hidden assets. Start informally to avoid escalation: A polite email or certified mail 
demand can yield voluntary compliance, preserving amicability. If resisted, escalate to 
formal subpoenas and production of document discovery request once a case files, but 
prepping now means you're armed for mediation or negotiation.  

These requests can support your imminent case and even have real impact: They might 
reveal discrepancies (e.g., exaggerated income claims) that deter filing altogether or 
force a fair settlement; conversely, sloppy requests (too vague or aggressive) could 
alienate your ex, prompting retaliation or privacy claims. Take the time to write 
something good and useful: Be precise, respectful, and documented, turning potential 
discovery into your offense for truth and self-reliance before the court ever intervenes. 

 
 

 



Mock Records Request 
Mr. Mosly Good 
227 3rd Ave 
Inspiration, Cartel County, Pennsylvania [ZIP Code] 

November 24, 2025 

[Medical Facility Name, e.g., Cartel County General Hospital] 
[Facility Address, e.g., 789 Health Way] 
Cartel County, Pennsylvania [ZIP Code] 

Attn: Medical Records Department / Administration 

Re: Unauthorized Medical Treatment for Minor Children Jessica Good and Jordan Good 

To Whom It May Concern: 

I am writing to formally object to and demand details regarding any medical treatments 
or procedures administered to my minor children, J. Good (DOB: January 15, 2015) and 
J. Good (DOB: March 20, 2017), that were approved solely by their mother, Deserve 
Moore, without my express consent as their father and joint legal custodian. 

As the children's father, I share joint legal custody under Pennsylvania law, which 
requires both parents' involvement in major medical decisions. It has come to my 
attention that Ms. Moore may have authorized treatments or consultations (e.g., [specify 
if known, e.g., routine vaccinations or psychological evaluations]) at your facility without 
notifying me or obtaining my agreement, in violation of my parental rights and potentially 
your institution's policies on consent for minors. This lack of dual parental consent 
raises serious concerns about the validity of any such procedures and exposes your 
facility to liability for proceeding without proper authorization. 

I demand the following within 10 business days: 

1.​ A complete copy of all medical records, notes, consent forms, and billing 
statements related to J. and J. Good from January 1, 2023, to the present. 

2.​ Confirmation of any treatments approved solely by Ms. Moore, including dates, 
providers involved, and the basis for proceeding without my consent. 

3.​ Immediate cessation of any ongoing or scheduled treatments until joint parental 
consent is verified. 



Failure to comply may necessitate legal action, including but not limited to complaints to 
the Pennsylvania Department of Health, HIPAA violations reports, or civil suits for 
unauthorized medical intervention. Please direct all responses and records to the 
address above. 

Sincerely, 

Mosly Good 
Father and Joint Legal Custodian 
Phone: [Your Phone Number] 

Email: [Your Email Address] 

CC: Deserve Moore, 123 Main Street, Greed Town, Cartel County, Pennsylvania [ZIP 
Code] [Wife’s Absurdly Aggressive Attorney, if applicable] 

Record Requests: Preparing Your Arsenal Before the Battle Begins 

As you sense the storm clouds of a dispute gathering—perhaps amid breached 
contracts, unpaid invoices, or partnership breakdowns—record requests emerge as a 
proactive tool to fortify your position before any formal case erupts. Defined as formal or 
informal demands for documents, data, or evidence from potential adversaries, third 
parties, or public sources, these requests allow you to amass critical information early, 
shaping your strategy without the constraints of active litigation. Under laws like the 
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) for public records or state business disclosure 
statutes, you can seek financial ledgers, emails, transaction histories, or corporate 
filings preemptively, often via simple letters or online portals, to build a factual 
foundation.  

In most pre-litigation scenarios, record requests are used strategically to assess 
strengths and weaknesses quietly—request a vendor's billing records via a cordial letter 
citing transparency obligations, or subpoena public records like UCC filings to uncover 
liens or hidden dealings. Start informally to avoid escalation: A polite email or certified 
mail demand can yield voluntary compliance, preserving business relationships. If 
resisted, escalate to formal subpoenas once a case files, but prepping now means 
you're armed for negotiation or arbitration.  

 



FOIA REQUEST 

Here’s a letter I wrote to Federal HHS and DHS asking to investigate the treasonous cartel they 
were funding with inter and intrastate money sourced from Title IV-D of the Social Security Act. 
 
Reich: Blair-Jesse-Ellyn 
Two Hundred and Twenty Seven Cherry Street 
Columbia, Lancaster County, Pennsylvania 
me@gmail.com 
Free White Man, Pennsylvanian, agent, sui juris 

OBO BLAIR JESSE ELLYN REICH 
227 CHERRY STREET 
COLUMBIA, PA 17512 
ENS LEGIS, US CITIZEN, PERSON, PRO SE 

October twenty eighth, Anno Domini two thousand and twenty-five, and of the 
Independence of the united States of America two hundred and forty-nine. 

OFFICE OF PENNSYLVANIA DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN SERVICES 
VAL ARKOOSH 
625 FORSTER ST,  
HARRISBURG, PA 17120-0701 

OFFICE OF FEDERAL SECRETARY OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES 
ROBERT KENNEDY 
HHS HEADQUARTERS 
200 INDEPENDENCE AVENUE, S.W. 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20201 
 

SUBJECT: AFFIDAVIT OF PROBABLE CAUSE RE TREASON, SEDITION, 18 USC 
242, 18 USC 1961-1968 AND ADDITIONAL FELONIES && 5 USC 552 FOIA 
REQUEST FOR ACCESS AND COPIES OF RECORDS. 

Dear Secretary Val Arkoosh and Secretary Robert Kennedy, 

This letter serves two purposes.  I’m extending notice regarding a sophisticated 
racketeering operation in Lancaster County, Pennsylvania.  I’m requesting documents 
from your organizations to shed some light on the operation in hopes of quashing it. 

 



NOTICE 

Herein I provide formal notification of credible and well-documented evidence indicating 
the potential existence of a racketeering enterprise within Lancaster County, 
Pennsylvania, involving the Lancaster County Court of Common Pleas, Domestic 
Relations Section, and Lancaster County through the misuse of Title IV-D funding. 

Enclosed is a detailed Affidavit of Probable Cause outlining the alleged scheme, which 
involves: 

●​ Systematic Deprivation of Rights: A pattern of denying litigants their 
fundamental constitutional rights to due process, equal protection, and 
fundamental fairness in custody and support matters. 

●​ Financial Motive: A strong incentive to maximize Title IV-D reimbursement funds 
by creating asymmetric results between parents, potentially through the 
manipulation of legal proceedings and outcomes. 

●​ Interstate Activity: The alleged racketeering activity is facilitated through the 
flow of federal funds across state lines, potentially violating a large number of 
federal statutes especially from Title 18. 

●​ **Treason and Seditious behavior:**The judiciary has intentionally, deliberately, 
and covertly failed to honor the most basic elements related to the supremacy 
clause in the US Constitution, 14th Amendment, and Due Process of Law while 
abridging fundamental liberties leading to predictable, repeated, irreparable harm 
to me and litigants who are similarly situated.  Purposefully depriving 
constitutional rights of litigants by elected officials to effectuate crimes leads to 
grave consequences and anyone associated with this enterprise either by directly 
participating in it or continuing to fund it must do so as a far more severe 
calculated risk from here forward. 

The facts presented in the enclosed Affidavit raise serious concerns about the legality 
and constitutionality of the use of Title IV-D funds in Lancaster County. Specifically, the 
alleged scheme may violate: 

●​ 18 U.S.C. §§ 1961-1968 (RICO): The Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt 
Organizations Act. 

●​ 18 U.S.C. § 242: Deprivation of Rights Under Color of Law. 

●​ 18 US Code § 2381 (Treason) Committing treason and being directly 
accountable to it 



These are incredibly significant claims.  It’s only part of the claims of the Affidavit of 
Probable Cause.  I hope you take the time to read this, make sure you understand the 
nature of the sophisticated racket at play, and how your organization serves an 
important role in an unjust interstate racketeering operation that relies on Treason to 
effectuate unlawful ends.  It appears the racket I’m already targeting in a Habeas 
Corpus suit is relying on otherwise lawful official and judicial immunity for good faith acts 
misapplied to their bad faith cartel crimes.  This won’t end well for them as the US 
Constitution, which they swore to protect and uphold, isn’t going to shield them while 
they bend and break laws committing high crimes of omission and commission. 

At first pass I am starting with the position that PA DHS and the Federal HHS are 
committed to ensuring the integrity and proper use of Title IV-D funds. I haven’t notified 
you earlier of this conspiracy and racket.  It’s entirely possible you didn’t know that your 
organization was being abused in a sophisticated racketeering operation reliant on 
official and judicial treason to effectuate unlawful ends. 

I urge you to immediately initiate a thorough investigation into these allegations and to 
take all necessary steps to ensure that federal funds are not being used to support 
unconstitutional or illegal activities in Lancaster County, Pennsylvania especially a 
treasonous interstate racketeering operation. You probably don’t want to be tied to that.   

Pending a complete and impartial investigation, PA DHS and Federal HHS are asked to 
consider the immediate suspension of funding for Lancaster county as it may be utilized 
in these crimes.  This investigation should include efforts towards ensuring that county 
and judicial members are following, “Federal requirements under the Supremacy 
Clause and 14th Amendment, which bind the municipal judiciary with various 
restrictions called “Fundamental Fairness” and “Due Process of Law” especially 
when fundamental liberties of litigants are involved.” 

Here’s hoping you’re not directly participating in this treasonous interstate racket and 
instead help investigate this matter before sending more funding into a cartel. 

FOIA REQUEST 

In a related endeavor I’m requesting that the Pennsylvania DHS and Federal HHS 
facilitate a private investigation into the alleged treasonous interstate racketeering 
enterprise utilizing the funds the Pennsylvania DHS provides to them via the Federal 
HHS.  Please enact a good faith effort to end the abuse as opposed to a bad faith effort 
to obstruct the process of unraveling a treasonous interstate racket that relies on money 
your organizations provide to them, which they use to effectuate a host of high crimes 
and illegal activities.  Please provide the following documents of the following 
name/category or the best fit documents that you have at your disposal post haste- 



1)​ The Federal-State Title IV-D Cooperative Agreement between the U.S. 
Department of Health and Human Services (HHS) and the Pennsylvania 
Department of Human Services (PA DHS) relating to the administration and 
operation of the Title IV-D Child Support program in Pennsylvania.  

a)​ This request includes  
i)​ all versions of the Cooperative Agreement currently in effect, as 

well as all prior versions from any contract inclusive of October 
30th, 2020 to the present 

ii)​ All Amendments, renewals, and appendices currently in force, 
iii)​ Any approval letters, certifications, or correspondence confirming 

federal acceptance or funding authorization 
iv)​ All funding-condition and incentive-payment schedules issued 

pursuant to 42 USC 655 and 658a.​
 

2)​ All Intergovernmental Agreements (IGAs) entered into between the 
Pennsylvania Department of Human Services (PA HHS) and each of the 
sixty-seven (67) counties within the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania pertaining to 
the administration and operation of the Title IV-D Child Support program. This 
request includes all versions of the IGAs currently in effect, as well as all prior 
versions inclusive of October 30th, 2020 to the present. If it is not possible to 
provide all 67 due to the scope of the request, I am especially keen to see the 
agreement that deals with Lancaster County, Pennsylvania as that relates to my 
specific case and the allegations of a treasonous interstate racketeering 
enterprise. 

Legal Basis for Request 

This request is made in accordance with the following legal authorities: 

●​ U.S. Const. Art. VI (Supremacy Clause); Amend. I (right to petition and receive 
information from government); Amend. XIV (Due Process and Equal Protection). 

●​ 5 U.S.C. § 552 and 45 C.F.R. § 5.1 et seq. (federal FOIA). 
●​ 42 U.S.C. § 654(3); 45 C.F.R. § 301.13(a); § 302.10(a) – mandating a written, publicly 

available cooperative agreement between HHS and each State IV-D agency as a 
condition of federal participation. 

●​ Department of Justice v. Tax Analysts, 492 U.S. 136 (1989); NLRB v. Robbins Tire & 
Rubber Co., 437 U.S. 214 (1978); EPA v. Mink, 410 U.S. 73 (1973); U.S. Dep’t of State 
v. Ray, 502 U.S. 164 (1991). 

●​ Pennsylvania Constitution, Article I, § 11 (redress of grievances; access to courts). 
●​ 65 P.S. § 67.101 et seq. (Pennsylvania Right-to-Know Law). 



I request that these records include all attachments, exhibits, appendices, amendments, and 
any other documents incorporated by reference. I request that this include agreements and 
documentation from all sources. 

No fee may be imposed for inspection of a publicly funded intergovernmental agreement. 

The right of access is absolute under 5 USC 552(a)(3) and as reaffirmed in Tax 
Analysts, 492 US at 142-145. 

Any obstruction, delay, or redaction inconsistent with law will be construed as willful 
interference with the administration of justice. If any of the requested records are 
withheld, please provide a detailed explanation of the specific FOIA exemptions that you 
are claiming, and please segregate and release all reasonably segregable non-exempt 
portions of the records. 

I request that you provide the records in electronic format, if available.  Email to me is 
sufficient for a smaller file set (under 50MB) and a thumb-drive with the above files 
mailed to my dwelling is warmly acceptable as well if we’re looking at a much larger file 
size. 

Please acknowledge receipt of this request and advise me of the estimated date on 
which I can expect to receive the requested records. 

 

THANK YOU FOR YOUR ATTENTION TO THIS MATTER!  



Counterclaims 
When I launch counterclaims I’m usually doing it so that I can dictate when my 
counterlitigant can leave.  If there are no counterclaims he can leave whenever he’s 
done playing Let Go with me.  If there are counter claims he can’t just leave when he’s 
had enough.  He has to work with me to leave.  I may require something like a written 
release from claims that he has previously stated before I let him go.  If the case took a 
while I might demand financial compensation for the waste of time he put me through 
while I dragged him through the Let Go game.   
 
This should go without saying, but don’t just make up counterclaims.  It won’t be 
effective to just make up random crap and throw it at the lawsuit as they’ll just get 
dismissed without much effort.  That said, if there’s anything that seems like it might 
stick and actually follow the law then you have some good counterclaims to lob at your 
opponent like a legal-grenade. 
 
It’s not as directly necessary in family law as it might be in other areas of law as it’s 
already fairly understood that you’re contesting the same assets, same income, and 
same kids in family law.  Counter claims make more sense in business environments 
where they allege you did X and you come back and say “nuh uh, you did Y!” 

Counterclaims operate on two tracks: compulsory and permissive. Compulsory 
counterclaims must be filed in the current suit if they stem from the same facts as the 
plaintiff's claim (e.g., in a support dispute, countering with overpayment reimbursement); 
failing to raise them waives the right to sue separately later, promoting efficiency and 
preventing piecemeal litigation. Permissive ones, unrelated to the original claim (e.g., 
countering a custody suit with a separate debt dispute), are optional and can be brought 
here or in a new case. They work by integrating into the litigation flow: Once filed, the 
plaintiff must respond (answer or motion to dismiss), and the court treats it as a parallel 
claim, potentially consolidating trials to resolve everything at once.  

The path to introducing a counterclaim is straightforward but time-sensitive: It's typically 
filed with your answer to the complaint, within 20-30 days of service (varying by 
jurisdiction). Draft it as a separate section in your response, labeling it "Counterclaim," 
stating facts, legal basis, and relief sought (e.g., "Respondent counterclaims for 
equitable distribution adjustment due to Petitioner's dissipation of marital assets"). If 
missed initially, amend with court leave (showing good cause, like new evidence), but 
early filing is key to avoid waiver. 

Filing a counterclaim carries significant consequences: It escalates the case, potentially 
increasing costs and duration as both sides discovery ramps up, but it also levels the 



field, offsetting liabilities (e.g., your counterclaim damages reducing their award) and 
deterring frivolous suits by raising stakes. Courts may award fees if baseless, so ground 
yours in evidence to avoid backlash. When both parties have claims—creating a web of 
cross-allegations—the dispute is handled through consolidation: The judge hears all in 
one proceeding, applying the same rules of evidence and burdens (preponderance in 
civil/family matters). Outcomes net out: If you win $10,000 on your counterclaim and 
they win $15,000 on theirs, you owe $5,000. This efficiency prevents duplicate trials but 
demands strong preparation, as intertwined facts can sway the entire judgment. In your 
libertarian fight, wield counterclaims judiciously to reclaim narrative control, but always 
with facts—lest they boomerang in this cartel-like system. 

Let’s go through a Mock scenario of how counterclaims might play out. 

 



Mock Scenario Description 

In this hypothetical commercial dispute, Plaintiff Apex Electronics Corp., a manufacturer 
of consumer gadgets based in California, filed a complaint against Defendant Summit 
Supply Chain LLC, a wholesale distributor in Texas, alleging breach of contract for 
delivering defective circuit boards under a $500,000 supply agreement dated January 
15, 2025. Apex claims the boards caused production delays and seeks damages for lost 
profits. Summit denies the allegations, asserting that the boards met specifications and 
that Apex's delays stem from their own mismanagement. Summit now seeks to file 
counterclaims for unpaid invoices, tortious interference with Summit's other business 
relationships caused by Apex's public accusations, and breach of the implied covenant 
of good faith and fair dealing. 

Mock Motion for Leave to File Counterclaims 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

APEX ELECTRONICS CORP., 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

SUMMIT SUPPLY CHAIN LLC, 

Defendant. 

Case No. 25-CV-01234-ABC 

DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE COUNTERCLAIMS 

Defendant Summit Supply Chain LLC ("Summit"), by and through its undersigned 
counsel, respectfully moves this Court pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 13 
and 15 for leave to file the attached Counterclaims against Plaintiff Apex Electronics 
Corp. ("Apex"). In support thereof, Summit states as follows: 

1.​ Background: On March 10, 2025, Apex filed its Complaint alleging breach of a 
supply agreement for circuit boards. Summit filed its Answer on April 15, 2025, 
denying liability. Subsequent discovery has revealed additional facts supporting 
Summit's counterclaims, including Apex's failure to pay outstanding invoices and 



its dissemination of false statements to Summit's clients, which were not fully 
apparent at the time of the initial Answer. 

2.​ Legal Basis: Under Fed. R. Civ. P. 13(a), compulsory counterclaims must arise 
out of the same transaction or occurrence as the original claim, which applies 
here to the breach of contract counterclaim. Permissive counterclaims under 
Rule 13(b) allow for related claims, such as tortious interference. Rule 15(a)(2) 
permits amendments with the Court's leave, which should be freely given when 
justice so requires, absent undue delay, bad faith, or prejudice. There is no such 
prejudice here, as discovery is ongoing and trial is not set until 2026. 

3.​ Good Cause: Leave should be granted because the counterclaims promote 
judicial efficiency by resolving all related disputes in one action. Denying leave 
would force Summit to file a separate lawsuit, wasting resources. 

4.​ No Prejudice: Apex will not be prejudiced, as it can respond in the ordinary 
course, and the counterclaims stem directly from the facts alleged in its 
Complaint. 

WHEREFORE, Summit respectfully requests that this Court grant leave to file the 
attached Counterclaims, and for such other relief as the Court deems just and proper. 

Dated: November 24, 2025 

Respectfully submitted, 

/s/ Jane Doe 
Jane Doe, Esq. 
Bar No. 123456 
Doe & Associates LLP 
123 Legal Lane 
San Francisco, CA 94105 
(415) 555-1234 
jdoe@doelaw.com 

Attorney for Defendant Summit Supply Chain LLC 

Attached Counterclaims 

 



COUNTERCLAIMS 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

1.​ This Court has subject matter jurisdiction over these counterclaims pursuant to 
28 U.S.C. § 1332, as the parties are diverse (Apex is a California corporation; 
Summit is a Texas LLC) and the amount in controversy exceeds $75,000. Venue 
is proper under 28 U.S.C. § 1391 as a substantial part of the events occurred in 
this district. 

PARTIES 
2. Counterclaim-Plaintiff Summit Supply Chain LLC is a Texas limited liability company 
with its principal place of business in Dallas, Texas. 

3. Counterclaim-Defendant Apex Electronics Corp. is a California corporation with its 
principal place of business in San Jose, California. 

FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS 
4. On January 15, 2025, the parties entered into a Supply Agreement wherein Summit 
agreed to provide circuit boards to Apex for $500,000, payable in installments. 
5. Summit delivered conforming goods on schedule, but Apex withheld $150,000 in 
payments, claiming defects without basis. 
6. Apex publicly accused Summit of fraud in communications to shared industry 
partners, damaging Summit's reputation and causing lost contracts worth $200,000. 

7. Apex's actions breached the implied covenant of good faith by unreasonably rejecting 
goods and interfering with Summit's business. 

FIRST COUNTERCLAIM: BREACH OF CONTRACT 
8. Summit incorporates paragraphs 1-7. 
9. Apex breached the Supply Agreement by failing to pay $150,000 owed. 

10. As a result, Summit suffered damages of at least $150,000, plus interest. 

SECOND COUNTERCLAIM: TORTIOUS INTERFERENCE WITH BUSINESS 
RELATIONS 
11. Summit incorporates paragraphs 1-7. 
12. Apex intentionally and improperly interfered with Summit's prospective economic 
advantages by spreading false statements to third parties. 

13. This caused Summit to lose business opportunities valued at $200,000. 



THIRD COUNTERCLAIM: BREACH OF IMPLIED COVENANT OF GOOD FAITH AND 
FAIR DEALING 
14. Summit incorporates paragraphs 1-7. 

15. Apex frustrated the Agreement's purpose through bad-faith conduct, causing 
Summit damages of $100,000 in mitigation costs. 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 
WHEREFORE, Summit prays for judgment against Apex as follows: 
a. Damages in an amount to be proven at trial, but not less than $450,000; 
b. Pre- and post-judgment interest; 
c. Attorneys' fees and costs; 

d. Such other relief as the Court deems just. 

DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 

Summit demands a trial by jury on all triable issues. 

Dated: November 24, 2025 

/s/ Jane Doe 
Jane Doe, Esq. 

Attorney for Counterclaim-Plaintiff Summit Supply Chain LLC 

 
 

 



EXTENSIVE DISCOVERY REQUESTS 

You have an opportunity with discovery to win your case on the facts and merits, but 
also to require the other litigant to put in extensive time and financial resources into 
meeting discovery demands.  Legal matters are a war of attrition.  You can be 
consumed and you can consume your opponent. 

What Is Discovery? 

Discovery is a critical pre-trial phase in civil litigation where parties involved in a lawsuit 
exchange information, documents, and evidence relevant to the case. It allows each 
side to gather facts about the other's claims, defenses, and supporting materials, 
promoting transparency and helping to build a stronger case or identify weaknesses in 
the opponent's position. The primary goal of discovery is to prevent "trial by ambush," 
ensuring that no party is surprised by evidence at trial, which fosters fair proceedings, 
meets the requirements of Due Notice, and encourages settlements by revealing the 
strengths and vulnerabilities of each side's arguments. Governed by rules such as the 
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure (FRCP) in federal courts or equivalent state rules, 
discovery typically occurs after the initial pleadings but before trial, and it can involve 
court oversight if disputes arise. While essential for justice, discovery can be 
time-consuming and costly, often representing a significant portion of litigation 
expenses. 

Broad Types of Discovery 

In broad terms, discovery in civil litigation falls into several key categories, each 
designed to elicit different forms of information. These include interrogatories (written 
questions), requests for production of documents and things, depositions (oral 
testimony under oath), requests for admissions (statements to confirm or deny facts), 
and subpoenas (orders to third parties). Additional tools like physical or mental 
examinations and requests for inspection may apply in specific contexts. These 
methods can be formal or informal, but formal discovery is enforceable by court order, 
with sanctions for non-compliance. 

Detailed Examination of Each Type of Discovery 

Below, we delve into each major type of discovery, exploring their purposes, 
procedures, limitations, and practical applications in civil cases. 

 



Requests for Admissions 

These are statements served on a party asking them to admit or deny specific facts, the 
genuineness of documents, or application of law to fact (FRCP Rule 36). Responses 
are due in 30 days; failure to respond deems the matter admitted. They streamline trials 
by narrowing undisputed issues, reducing the need for proof on admitted facts. For 
example, in a breach of contract case, a request might ask the defendant to admit 
signing the agreement. Denials must be specific, and unreasonable denials can lead to 
cost-shifting sanctions post-trial. 

Interrogatories 

Interrogatories are written questions posed by one party to another, requiring sworn 
written responses within a specified timeframe (typically 30 days under FRCP Rule 33). 
They are limited in number—often capped at 25 per party in federal courts, though 
courts may allow more upon request—and must be relevant to the case, not unduly 
burdensome. Responses must be complete and truthful, often verified under oath, and 
can include objections based on privilege (e.g., attorney-client) or irrelevance. 
Interrogatories are useful for obtaining basic facts, identifying witnesses, or clarifying 
positions on key issues, such as in a contract dispute where one party might ask about 
the other's interpretation of ambiguous terms. They are cost-effective compared to 
depositions but limited to parties involved in the suit, not third parties. 

Requests for Production of Documents and Things 

Under FRCP Rule 34, requests for production compel a party to produce documents, 
electronically stored information (ESI), tangible items, or access to property for 
inspection. This can include emails, contracts, medical records, or physical evidence 
like defective products in a tort case. Responses are due within 30 days, and parties 
must organize and label materials or produce them as kept in the ordinary course of 
business. ESI has become increasingly prominent, with rules requiring parties to 
discuss preservation and formats early (e.g., via a discovery conference under FRCP 
Rule 26(f)). Objections can be raised for overbreadth or undue burden, and protective 
orders may limit scope if trade secrets are involved. This tool is vital for uncovering 
documentary evidence that supports or refutes claims, such as financial records in a 
fraud lawsuit. 

Depositions 

Depositions involve oral questioning of witnesses or parties under oath, typically 
recorded by a court reporter and sometimes videotaped (FRCP Rule 30). They can be 



taken from parties or non-parties (via subpoena), lasting up to seven hours per 
deponent in federal cases unless extended. Attorneys ask questions to elicit testimony, 
assess credibility, and lock in statements for use at trial (e.g., for impeachment if trial 
testimony differs). Objections are noted but usually don't halt questioning unless 
privilege applies. Depositions are powerful for exploring nuances not captured in writing, 
such as in personal injury cases where a witness describes an accident scene, but they 
are expensive due to attorney time and transcription costs. 

Subpoenas 

Subpoenas (FRCP Rule 45) are court orders compelling non-parties to produce 
documents, testify at depositions, or appear at trial. They extend discovery beyond the 
parties, such as subpoenaing bank records from a third-party financial institution in a 
divorce asset dispute. Recipients can object or move to quash if unduly burdensome or 
seeking privileged information. Subpoenas duces tecum specifically request documents 
or things. 

Other Specialized Discovery Tools 

Less common but important are requests for physical or mental examinations (FRCP 
Rule 35), used in cases involving health claims (e.g., personal injury), requiring a 
showing of good cause. Inspections of land or property allow entry for testing or 
surveying, relevant in real estate disputes. 

How Discovery Requests Are Supposed to Be Used in a Lawsuit 

Discovery requests should be employed strategically to gather relevant, non-privileged 
information that advances the case while complying with proportionality rules (FRCP 
Rule 26(b)), which limit scope to matters proportional to the needs of the case, 
considering importance, amount in controversy, and burden. Parties initiate discovery 
after a Rule 26(f) conference to plan scope and timelines, often starting with 
interrogatories and document requests to identify key facts, followed by depositions for 
deeper probing. Responses must be timely and complete; disputes are resolved via 
motions to compel or for protective orders. Ethically, attorneys use discovery to prepare 
for settlement negotiations or trial, evaluating evidence to advise clients on risks. In 
practice, it facilitates informed decision-making, such as filing summary judgment 
motions if discovery reveals no genuine issues of fact. 

 

 



How Discovery Can Be Used as a Weapon in a Lawsuit 

While designed for fairness, discovery can be weaponized through abusive tactics that 
inflate costs, delay proceedings, or harass opponents, often to coerce settlements in 
meritless cases. Common abuses include propounding overly broad or irrelevant 
requests (e.g., "all documents ever created" to bury the other side in review), 
bombarding with excessive interrogatories or depositions to drive up expenses, or using 
subpoenas to intimidate third parties. Predatory discovery exploits asymmetries, such 
as when a well-funded party targets a resource-poor opponent, forcing capitulation to 
avoid bankruptcy from legal fees. Other tactics involve stonewalling responses to create 
delays or seeking sensitive information (e.g., trade secrets) without justification, leading 
to motions and further costs. Courts combat this via sanctions, cost-shifting, or Rule 26 
amendments emphasizing proportionality, but abuse remains a persistent issue, 
prompting calls for reform to curb "extortionate" litigation. 

MOCK DISCOVERY REQUESTS 
 
Here you’ll find some not too extensive Discovery Request documents.  You can go to 
your local law library, ask the librarian to help you find these kinds of discovery 
questions specific to your legal matters.  There’s practical guides to many types of 
disputes and standard lists of questions to ask. 

Mock Discovery Requests: Admissions, Interrogatories, Production of 
Documents 

Below are mock examples of discovery requests based on standard legal formats. 
These are illustrative and not intended as cut and paste into your cases. I've used 
fictitious parties and details for each scenario, structured with typical court captions for 
clarity. 

Request for Admissions in a Bike Theft Case 

This is a sample Request for Admissions in a civil suit for conversion or theft of personal 
property (a bicycle). The plaintiff (bike owner) serves it on the defendant (alleged thief) 
to establish key facts. 

 



MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT COURT MDC 02-01-04, GREED CITY, CARTEL COUNTY, 
PENNSYLVANIA 

JOHN DOE, Plaintiff, 

v. 

JANE ROE, Defendant. 

Case No.: CV-2025-67890 

PLAINTIFF'S FIRST REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS 

Pursuant to Pennsylvania Rule of Civil Procedure 4014, Plaintiff John Doe hereby 
requests that Defendant Jane Roe admit or deny the truth of the following statements 
within 30 days of service. Each request must be admitted, denied, or objected to 
specifically, with reasons for any objection or denial. If denied, provide a detailed 
explanation. 

1.​ Admit that on or about June 15, 2025, you were present at the bicycle rack 
located at 456 Park Avenue, Cartel County, Pennsylvania. 

2.​ Admit that the bicycle described as a red Trek FX 3 model, serial number 
ABC123456, valued at approximately $800, was locked at the aforementioned 
bicycle rack on June 15, 2025. 

3.​ Admit that you did not have permission from Plaintiff to remove or use the bicycle 
on June 15, 2025. 

4.​ Admit that you removed the lock from the bicycle using bolt cutters or a similar 
tool on June 15, 2025. 

5.​ Admit that you took possession of the bicycle without Plaintiff's consent and rode 
it away from the location. 

6.​ Admit that the bicycle has not been returned to Plaintiff since June 15, 2025. 
7.​ Admit that you sold or attempted to sell the bicycle on an online marketplace 

shortly after June 15, 2025. 
8.​ Admit that your actions caused Plaintiff to suffer financial loss equal to the value 

of the bicycle plus related expenses. 

These requests relate to the incident underlying this action and are intended to narrow 
issues for trial. Failure to respond may result in the matters being deemed admitted. 

Dated: November 24, 2025 



Respectfully submitted, 

[Attorney Name or Pro Se] 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

[Address, Phone, Email] 

 



Common Interrogatories in a Divorce Case 

This is a sample set of interrogatories in a divorce proceeding, served by the petitioner 
on the respondent to gather information about finances, assets, and marital history.  
You’re typically limited to 30 questions, but those questions can have lettered parts (ie 
question 15(F)) 

MUNICIPAL DISTRICT COURT OF CARTEL COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA 

In re the Marriage of: 

DESERVE MOORE, Petitioner, 
and 
MOSLY GOOD, Respondent. 
Case No.: FD-2025-12345 

PETITIONER'S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO RESPONDENT 

Pursuant to Pennsylvania Rule of Civil Procedure 4005, Petitioner Deserve Moore 
propounds the following interrogatories to Respondent Mosly Good, to be answered 
fully in writing under oath within 30 days of service. 

1.​ State your full name, date of birth, Social Security number, current address, and 
all addresses where you have resided in the past five years. 

2.​ Provide your current employment details, including employer name, address, 
position, start date, salary, bonuses, and any other compensation received in the 
past three years. 

3.​ List all sources of income for the past three years, including wages, investments, 
rentals, or gifts, with amounts and supporting documents. 

4.​ Detail all assets you own or have an interest in, including real estate, vehicles, 
bank accounts, retirement plans, stocks, and personal property valued over 
$500, with current values and acquisition dates. 

5.​ List all debts and liabilities, including mortgages, loans, credit cards, and 
obligations, with creditors, balances, and monthly payments. 

6.​ Describe any marital property you believe should be divided unequally and 
explain why. 

7.​ State the date and circumstances of any separations during the marriage. 
8.​ Provide details of any extramarital relationships or affairs during the marriage, 

including names and dates. 
9.​ List all expenses for the children (Jessica Good and Jordan Good) in the past 

year, including education, medical, and extracurricular costs. 



10.​Describe your proposed parenting plan, including desired custody arrangement 
and reasons. 

Answers must be verified under oath. Provide copies of supporting documents where 
requested. 

Dated: November 24, 2025 

Respectfully submitted, 

[Attorney Name or Pro Se] 
Attorney for Petitioner 

[Address, Phone, Email] 

 

Like I said above, this is more of a simple version of what they look like rather than the most 
extensive list you can create.  You’ll want ot visit the law library, ask the library about 
interrogatories commonly used for XXX matter and then read the practical guides and borrow 
their questions.  Sometimes you can just shoot the same set of questions the opposing litigant 
shoots at you back at them.  It’s a couple hours for you, but it’s $1000+ for them.  



Common Records Request for a Custody Case 

This is a sample Request for Production of Documents in a custody dispute, served by 
the respondent on the petitioner to obtain records relevant to parenting fitness and child 
welfare. 

MUNICIPAL DISTRICT COURT OF CARTEL COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA 

In re the Marriage of: 
DESERVE MOORE, Petitioner, 
and 
MOSLY GOOD, Respondent. 
Case No.: FD-2025-12345 

RESPONDENT'S FIRST REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS 

Pursuant to Pennsylvania Rule of Civil Procedure 4009, Respondent Mosly Good 
requests that Petitioner Deserve Moore produce the following documents for inspection 
and copying within 30 days of service, at [location] or via electronic means. 

1.​ All medical records, reports, or notes for the minor children J. Good and J. Good 
from the past five years, including doctor visits, prescriptions, and mental health 
evaluations. 

2.​ School records for the children, including report cards, attendance logs, 
disciplinary reports, and teacher communications from the past three years. 

3.​ Financial statements, including bank accounts, credit card bills, and tax returns 
for the past three years, to assess support capabilities. 

4.​ Any diaries, journals, emails, texts, or social media posts from the past two years 
referencing the children, parenting, or the marriage. 

5.​ Records of any counseling, therapy, or substance abuse treatment for yourself or 
household members in the past five years. 

6.​ Photographs or videos showing interactions with the children in the past year. 
7.​ Employment records, including pay stubs, W-2s, and performance reviews for the 

past three years. 
8.​ Any police reports, protective orders, or legal documents involving domestic 

issues in the past ten years. 

Produce originals or certified copies; objections must be stated specifically. 

Dated: November 24, 2025 



Respectfully submitted, 

[Attorney Name or Pro Se] 
Attorney for Respondent 

[Address, Phone, Email] 

 



MOTION TO COMPEL DISCOVERY 

When a party fails to respond adequately, objects improperly, or provides evasive or 
incomplete answers, the requesting party may file a motion to compel under FRCP 
37(a) (or the state equivalent, e.g., Cal. Code Civ. Proc. § 2030.300 for interrogatories). 
This is one of the most frequently filed motions in modern litigation. 

Key Elements and Procedure 

1.​ Prerequisite “Meet and Confer”: Before filing in Federal Court, the moving 
party must make a good-faith attempt to resolve the dispute without court 
intervention (FRCP 37(a)(1); local rules often require a detailed joint letter or 
conference). Many judges will summarily deny a motion to compel that lacks a 
proper certification of meet-and-confer efforts. 

2.​ Contents of the Motion: 
○​ Identify each deficient request verbatim. 
○​ Quote the response or objection. 
○​ Explain why the response is inadequate or the objection is unfounded. 
○​ Cite controlling authority (proportionality under Rule 26(b)(1), waiver of 

boilerplate objections, etc.). 
3.​ Relief Available: 

○​ Order compelling complete responses or production (with or without a 
short deadline, e.g., 7–14 days). 

○​ Monetary sanctions against the non-compliant party and/or its attorney 
(FRCP 37(a)(5)). 

○​ In extreme or repeated cases: evidentiary sanctions, striking pleadings, or 
contempt. 

4.​ Cost-Shifting and “Substantially Justified” Exception: If the motion is 
granted, the court must normally award reasonable expenses unless the 
opposing party’s position was “substantially justified” or other circumstances 
make an award unjust. Conversely, if the motion is denied, the moving party may 
have to pay the opponent’s expenses. 

Strategic Notes for Pro Se Litigants 

Courts hold pro se parties to the same procedural rules, but many judges show leniency 
on formatting if the substance is clear. Always attach the original requests, responses, 
and proof of meet-and-confer attempts as exhibits. 

 



Discovery Courts and Dedicated Discovery Masters (Specialized Tracks in 
Some Jurisdictions) 

While the vast majority of U.S. state and federal courts handle discovery disputes within 
the assigned trial judge’s docket, a growing number of busy jurisdictions have created 
specialized systems to manage the crushing volume of discovery motions more 
efficiently. 

In Pennsylvania, there is no single statewide "separate discovery motions court" 
mandated uniformly across all jurisdictions. Instead, the handling of discovery 
motions—such as motions to compel, for protective orders, or to quash subpoenas—is 
managed at the county or judicial district level through dedicated sessions, programs, or 
assigned judges aimed at efficiently resolving pre-trial discovery disputes. These 
systems are designed to reduce case delays, promote compliance with discovery rules 
(e.g., under Pennsylvania Rules of Civil Procedure 4001–4025), and separate discovery 
matters from general motions or trial proceedings for streamlined adjudication. This 
approach varies by county, reflecting local administrative needs in busy urban courts 
versus smaller rural ones. Below, I describe key examples from prominent counties, 
based on their local rules and practices as of 2025. 

Philadelphia County (First Judicial District) 

Philadelphia operates a comprehensive Discovery Court Program as part of its Civil 
Case Delay Reduction Strategy, established under Philadelphia Civil Rule *208.3. The 
program's purpose is to provide early intervention in civil cases by centralizing the 
resolution of discovery disputes, excluding mass tort cases, pre-complaint discovery, or 
matters already assigned to an individual judge. It is managed by a dedicated team led 
by a Discovery Court Manager (Peter J. Divon) and supported by legal clerks, operating 
from Room 691 in City Hall with hours from 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. 

●​ How It Works: Discovery petitions and motions are screened for compliance with 
case management orders. Hearings are held before a Judicial Team Leader, 
Coordinating Judge, or Commerce Judge, depending on the civil program (e.g., 
Day Forward Major Jury, Commerce, Non-Jury, Arbitration). The program 
accepts various motion types, including those to compel production, admissions, 
depositions, inspections, or sanctions, but excludes certain categories like 
post-judgment discovery or trial subpoenas (which go to the general Civil Motions 
Program in Room 296 City Hall). 

●​ Scheduling and Procedures: Parties file motions electronically via the Civil 
Electronic Filing System (EFS) with a $57.68 fee per request, describing the 



motion type and any emergency status. Hearings are scheduled no earlier than 
10 days after filing, with a weekly calendar (e.g., Mondays for Commerce cases 
at 9:30 a.m. in Courtroom 650 City Hall, or Tuesdays for Day Forward 2014 
cases at 2:00 p.m. in Courtroom 246 City Hall). Emergency motions must be filed 
by noon the day before and served by 2:00 p.m. Uncontested motions can be 
resolved without appearance via a certification letter submitted the day prior. At 
hearings, parties must bring a complete motion package (proposed order, 
exhibits, proof of service, etc.). If a party fails to appear, the motion may be 
deemed moot, uncontested, or dismissed with sanctions. Reconsideration 
petitions are filed separately through the Civil Motions Program with a $52.68 fee 
and assigned to the original judge. 

This system emphasizes efficiency, with strict rules against late filings after discovery 
deadlines and requirements for arbitration-bound cases to seek approval if within 45 
days of hearing. 

Lancaster County 

Lancaster County has a Discovery Motions Court under Local Rule 208.3(c), intended 
to expedite discovery motion practice and keep filings concise to avoid overburdening 
the court. 

●​ How It Works: All discovery motions are presented directly to a designated 
Discovery Motions Judge, who handles disputes arising from interrogatories, 
document production, depositions, and related issues. The process promotes 
quick oral arguments over lengthy briefs, focusing on unresolved disputes after 
good-faith attempts to resolve them informally. 

●​ Scheduling and Procedures: Sessions are held at 1:30 p.m. on Friday 
afternoons, with dates, times, and case lists published by the District Court 
Administrator in the Court Case Schedule. Parties must contact the judge's 
chambers by noon on the preceding Tuesday (via phone or email to 
dmc@lancastercountypa.gov) for assignment, with arguments slotted in 
10-minute intervals. Motions must be served on all parties by 5:00 p.m. that 
Tuesday (via mail postmarked earlier if needed, hand delivery, or confirmed 
email). Responses are limited to five pages, submitted on the court date without 
affidavits or attachments (though referenced in argument). Orders signed in court 
are filed by counsel with the Prothonotary and become effective upon docketing; 
matters taken under advisement are handled by chambers. Improper service 
may lead to dismissal, and briefs are only allowed if court-directed. 



Filing requirements include a concise case summary, discovery status, copies of 
disputed requests/responses, legal citations for relief, party contacts, and a proposed 
order, with an original and one copy presented to the judge (not filed elsewhere). 

Allegheny County (Fifth Judicial District) 

In Allegheny County (including Pittsburgh), discovery motions are addressed in a 
dedicated weekly session to manage contested disputes efficiently. 

●​ How It Works: The system focuses on in-person resolution of contested motions 
to compel or other discovery issues, separate from general civil motions, aligning 
with Pennsylvania's emphasis on proportionality and good-faith meet-and-confer 
efforts before filing. 

●​ Scheduling and Procedures: Hearings occur every Wednesday in Courtroom 
819 of the City-County Building (414 Grant Street, Pittsburgh). Parties must 
comply with local rules requiring pre-motion conferences to resolve disputes 
informally, and motions are typically filed and argued in this specialized setting to 
avoid delaying the main case docket. 

Other Counties and General Notes 

Similar systems exist in counties like Dauphin (where motions are assigned via the 
Court Administrator) and others, often under local rules adapting Pa.R.C.P. 208.3. In 
federal courts within Pennsylvania (e.g., Western District), discovery motions may be 
referred to magistrate judges, but state courts handle most civil matters. Pro se litigants 
should check local court websites or rules for specifics, as non-compliance (e.g., 
missing meet-and-confer certifications) can lead to denials or sanctions. These separate 
processes help reduce backlog but require timely filing and preparation. 

Like I was saying before.  It’s hard to write a book that generalizes the nature of the 
court system because it can be different in different parts of a state, different matters 
with the same county court, and different across states of the country. 
 
Discovery Referees / Special Masters (Privately Paid Judges) 

In California (Code Civ. Proc. § 638–639), New York, Delaware, and several other 
states, the court may appoint (or the parties may agree to) a private referee—usually a 
retired judge or senior litigator—who functions as a mini-court for discovery only. The 
referee holds hearings, issues written orders, and can award sanctions. The parties split 
the referee’s hourly fee (often $500–$900/hr), which incentivizes quick resolution but 
adds cost. 



Practical Impact 

In jurisdictions with these systems, discovery disputes are resolved weeks or months 
faster than in traditional courts, and the assigned discovery judge/referee quickly 
develops deep familiarity with the case’s documents and players—making it harder to 
get away with gamesmanship. 

For pro se litigants, these specialized tracks can be a double-edged sword: rulings 
come faster and are more predictable, but the pace is accelerated and the 
decision-maker is often a highly experienced former litigator who has little patience for 
boilerplate objections or delay tactics. 

Understanding whether your courthouse uses a dedicated discovery calendar, 
magistrate, or referee system is essential for timing motions and budgeting both time 
and (in referee cases) money. 

MOCK MOTION TO COMPEL DISCOVERY 
 

We’re going back to the Moore/Good family to figure out what happens when one party 
declines to provide discovery. 
 
MUNICIPAL DISTRICT COURT OF CARTEL COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA 
In re the Marriage of: 
DESERVE MOORE, Petitioner, 
and 
MOSLY GOOD, Respondent. 
Case No.: FD-2025-12345 
 

RESPONDENT'S MOTION TO COMPEL DISCOVERY 
 
COMES NOW Respondent Mosly Good, by and through his undersigned counsel (or 
pro se), and moves this Honorable Court pursuant to Pennsylvania Rule of Civil 
Procedure 4019 to compel Petitioner Deserve Moore to respond fully to Respondent's 
First Request for Production of Documents, served on October 1, 2025. In support 
thereof, Respondent states as follows: 

 



INTRODUCTION 
 
This is a divorce action involving equitable distribution of marital property, child custody, 
and support. Full and timely discovery is essential to prepare for trial and ensure a fair 
resolution. 
On October 1, 2025, Respondent served Petitioner with Respondent's First Request for 
Production of Documents, seeking information critical to valuing marital assets, 
including valuation dates, methods, and appraised values for real estate, retirement 
accounts, vehicles, and other property acquired during the marriage. 
Petitioner's responses were due within 30 days, by November 1, 2025. To date, 
Petitioner has failed to produce any responsive documents or provide any explanation 
for the delay, despite Respondent's good-faith follow-up via email on November 5, 2025, 
and certified letter on November 10, 2025. 
 

FACTS 
 
The requested documents are directly relevant to equitable distribution under 23 
Pa.C.S. § 3502, as they pertain to the identification, classification, and valuation of 
marital property. Specifically, Requests Nos. 1-5 sought: 
 

●​ All appraisals, valuation reports, or expert opinions regarding marital real estate 
(e.g., the residence at 123 Main Street), including dates and methods used. 

●​ Financial statements and tax returns reflecting asset values. 
●​ Records of any property transfers or encumbrances during separation. 
●​ Details on retirement and investment accounts, with valuation dates and 

methodologies. 
●​ Any other documents supporting Petitioner's claimed values for marital property. 

 
Petitioner's refusal hinders Respondent's ability to prepare defenses, retain experts, or 
negotiate settlement, causing undue prejudice and delay. 
 
LEGAL ARGUMENT 
 
Under Pa.R.C.P. 4009, parties must produce requested documents within their 
possession, custody, or control that are relevant and not privileged. The requests here 
are narrowly tailored, relevant to the claims, and proportional to the case's needs. 
Pa.R.C.P. 4019 authorizes the Court to compel discovery and impose sanctions for 
non-compliance, including payment of expenses and attorney fees. Petitioner's failure 
constitutes grounds for such relief. 
 



Continued refusal violates the principles of full disclosure in family law matters, as 
emphasized in Pennsylvania case law (e.g., Litmans v. Litmans, 449 Pa. Super. 209 
(1996)), which mandates transparency to achieve equitable outcomes. 
 
 

RELIEF SOUGHT 
 
WHEREFORE, Respondent respectfully requests that this Court: 

a. Enter an order compelling Petitioner to produce all requested documents 
within 10 days. 
b. Award Respondent reasonable attorney fees and costs incurred in bringing 
this motion. 
c. Impose any other sanctions deemed appropriate if non-compliance persists. 
d. Grant such other relief as the Court deems just and proper. 

 
Respectfully submitted, 
Mosly Good 
Respondent, Pro Se 
227 3rd Ave 
Inspiration, Cartel County, Pennsylvania [ZIP Code] 
Phone: [Phone Number] 
Email: [Email Address] 
Dated: November 24, 2025 
 
 
 
One of the things to notice by this point is that while there’s a lot of common factors to 
motions there isn’t one precise way you have to write them.  The Clerk/Prothonotary 
might give you some flack if you’re not writing the caption of the case correctly, but 
underneath the caption you have a ton of discretion.  So, ask AI, use templates, search 
for cases like yours and see what documents you can download, borrow some 
templates from an attorney friend… whatever.  The point is that what you have to write 
is what works.  Sometimes you need to cite all the laws and all the case law.  
Sometimes you just have to note a procedural deadline they missed.  Nothing in law is 
one-size-fits-all and there really aren’t perfect documents.  You have a point to make 
and you need to bring the constitution, laws, regs, case law, facts, circumstances, and 
procedure to bear to win.  Sometimes there are literal forms at the courthouse you’re 
supposed to fill out.  Sometimes it’s whatever you think is best.  Again, this is what 
makes it hard to write from a national standpoint because you’ll have different facts and 
circumstances.  



EXTENSIVELY RESEARCHED MOTIONS AND BRIEFS 
 

Writing fantastic motions is really at the heart of Law.  You want the court to do 
something and motions supported by legal briefs is generally the way to make that 
happen.  You’re likely dealing with cartel judges in cartel courts, which makes real 
justice elusive.  That said, every matter is a compilation of facts and circumstances and 
your judge is a regular human while also most likely a treasonous despot. 
 
Your best chance for getting your way in court is to write fantastic motions.  You’re going 
to use a combination of constitutional protections, constitutional restrictions, black letter 
federal law, black letter state law, legal definitions, case law, and the facts and 
circumstances of your matter to create a wooden stake (motion) and (metaphorically) 
drive it deep into the heart of your judge to force him to do your bidding instead of what 
your opposing litigants are demanding. 

What Are Court Motions and Briefs? 

In civil litigation, a motion is a formal written or oral request made by a party to the 
court asking for a specific ruling, order, or decision on a particular issue in the case. 
Motions can be filed at various stages—pre-trial, during trial, or post-trial—and address 
procedural matters (e.g., extending deadlines), evidentiary issues (e.g., admitting or 
excluding evidence), or substantive claims (e.g., dismissing the case). Common 
examples include motions to dismiss (arguing the complaint fails to state a claim), 
motions for summary judgment (seeking judgment without trial if no genuine factual 
disputes exist), motions to compel discovery (forcing compliance with information 
requests), and motions for protective orders (limiting burdensome discovery). 

A brief, on the other hand, is a written legal document that supports a motion, 
response, or appeal by presenting arguments, facts, and legal authorities to persuade 
the judge. Briefs are often attached to or filed with motions (e.g., a "memorandum of law 
in support of motion") and can be trial briefs (outlining issues for trial), appellate briefs 
(arguing errors on appeal), or reply briefs (responding to the opponent's arguments). 
While motions request action, briefs provide the reasoning and evidence to justify that 
request. In essence, motions drive the case forward by seeking judicial intervention, 
while briefs serve as the persuasive backbone.  Generally your motion is a 
straightforward request that a judge do something in the court matter and the brief is a 
more lengthy document providing the legal basis for the requested motion. 

 



Components of Motions and Briefs 

Court motions and briefs must adhere to specific formats under rules like the Federal 
Rules of Civil Procedure (FRCP) or state equivalents, often including local court rules 
for filing, service, and page limits. Failure to include required components can lead to 
denial. 

Components of a Motion 

A typical motion package includes: 

●​ Caption and Title: Identifies the court, parties, case number, and motion type 
(e.g., "Defendant's Motion for Summary Judgment"). 

●​ Notice of Motion: Informs the opposing party of the hearing date, time, and what 
is being requested (required in many jurisdictions for due process). 

●​ Memorandum or Brief in Support: The core argumentative section, detailing 
facts, legal standards, and why the court should grant the relief (often 10–25 
pages, with citations to statutes, cases, and evidence). 

●​ Affidavits or Declarations: Sworn statements from witnesses or parties 
providing factual support, attached as exhibits (e.g., under FRCP 56 for summary 
judgment). 

●​ Proposed Order: A draft order for the judge to sign, outlining the requested relief 
in precise language. 

●​ Proof of Service: Certification that the motion was served on all parties. 
●​ Exhibits: Supporting documents, like contracts or emails, referenced in the brief. 

Components of a Brief 

Briefs vary by type but generally contain: 

●​ Table of Contents and Authorities: Lists sections, cited cases, statutes, and 
page numbers for easy navigation (mandatory for longer briefs). 

●​ Statement of Facts: A neutral, chronological summary of relevant events, 
supported by record citations (avoid argument here). 

●​ Statement of Issues or Questions Presented: Frames the legal questions for 
the court (e.g., "Whether the plaintiff stated a viable claim under contract law?"). 

●​ Argument Section: The heart of the brief, divided into headings/subheadings, 
applying law to facts with persuasive analysis, citations, and counterarguments. 

●​ Conclusion: Summarizes the requested relief (e.g., "The motion should be 
granted"). 

●​ Appendix (if needed): Key excerpts from the record or statutes. 



What Are Motions and Briefs Supposed to Do? 

Motions and briefs serve to resolve disputes efficiently without always needing a full 
trial, enforce procedural fairness, and advance the case toward resolution. Motions 
request specific court actions, such as dismissing meritless claims early (saving time 
and costs), compelling evidence production, or entering judgment based on undisputed 
facts. They help narrow issues, protect rights (e.g., motions to suppress evidence), and 
manage case flow (e.g., motions for continuance). Briefs, in turn, educate the judge on 
the law and facts, persuade through logical arguments, and provide a written record for 
appeals. Together, they promote judicial economy, encourage settlements by exposing 
weaknesses, and ensure decisions are based on complete information. In pro se 
contexts, they empower self-represented litigants to assert claims or defenses 
proactively. 

What Makes for Good Motions and Briefs? 

Effective motions and briefs are clear, concise, and compelling, increasing the chances 
of success. Key traits include: 

●​ Clarity and Organization: Use simple language, logical structure (e.g., IRAC: 
Issue, Rule, Analysis, Conclusion), and headings to guide the reader. Good 
briefs avoid jargon and define terms. 

●​ Strong Legal and Factual Support: Cite authoritative sources (e.g., statutes, 
binding precedents) with pinpoint citations, and tie facts directly to law. Include 
affidavits for credibility. 

●​ Conciseness: Respect page limits (e.g., 25 pages in many federal courts); focus 
on key points without fluff. Judges appreciate brevity in busy dockets. 

●​ Persuasiveness: Anticipate counterarguments, use analogies from similar 
cases, and emphasize policy reasons or equities favoring your side. 

●​ Professionalism: Error-free (proofread for grammar/spelling), timely filed, and 
respectful in tone. For example, a good summary judgment brief methodically 
shows no material fact disputes with evidence citations. 

What Makes for Bad Motions and Briefs? 

Poorly crafted motions and briefs can harm your case, leading to denials, sanctions, or 
weakened credibility. Common pitfalls include: 

●​ Vagueness or Overbreadth: Failing to specify relief or relying on general 
assertions without evidence (e.g., a motion to dismiss without citing specific legal 
deficiencies). 



●​ Excessive Length or Repetition: Rambling arguments bury key points; judges 
may skim or reject overly long filings. 

●​ Lack of Support: Unsupported claims (e.g., no case citations) or ignoring 
adverse authority (ethical violation under rules like FRCP 11). 

●​ Emotional or Ad Hominem Attacks: Focusing on personal attacks instead of 
facts/law erodes professionalism and persuades no one. 

●​ Procedural Errors: Missing deadlines, improper service, or non-compliance with 
local rules (e.g., no meet-and-confer certification for discovery motions). A bad 
example: A brief with a biased fact statement that misrepresents evidence, 
leading to credibility loss or sanctions. 

Getting a Hearing on a Motion Before a Judge 

Securing a hearing on a motion—where parties orally argue before a judge—is a key 
step in litigation, but procedures differ between federal and state courts due to varying 
rules and local practices. In both systems, not all motions require hearings; many are 
decided "on the papers" (based on written submissions alone) if the judge deems oral 
argument unnecessary. Always check specific court rules, as violations can lead to 
denials. 

Federal Courts 

In federal district courts, governed by the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure (FRCP), file 
your motion electronically via CM/ECF (Case Management/Electronic Case Files) with 
supporting briefs, evidence (e.g., affidavits), and a proposed order. To request a 
hearing, include a "Notice of Motion" or "Notice of Hearing" specifying the date, time, 
and location—contact the judge's chambers or court clerk to obtain an available date, as 
judges control their calendars. Local rules (varying by district, e.g., Northern District of 
California) may require a separate request for oral argument or mandate hearings for 
certain motions like summary judgment (FRCP 56). Serve the motion on opponents at 
least 21 days before the hearing (unless ex parte). If no hearing is set, the judge may 
rule without one, promoting efficiency in the three-tiered federal system (district, circuit, 
Supreme Court).  In Federal Court you also have “Meet and Confer” where the 
expectation is that before you file things you contact the opposing side and have one 
shot at resolving things privately before shipping into court. 

State Courts 

State court procedures vary widely by jurisdiction, often modeled on state-specific rules 
of civil procedure (e.g., California's Code of Civil Procedure). File the motion with the 



court clerk, including notice, supporting papers, and proof of service—typically 16–21 
court days before the proposed hearing date, depending on the state. To get a hearing, 
reserve a date through the court's calendar system (online or by phone) or request one 
in the motion filing; some states (e.g., California) require a "meet and confer" before 
filing discovery motions. Judges in state trial courts (often called superior or district 
courts) have discretion to grant or deny hearings, and local rules may assign motions to 
specialized calendars (e.g., motion days). Unlike federal uniformity, state systems reflect 
diverse structures, with judges often elected or appointed differently, impacting 
accessibility. For pro se litigants, self-help centers in many states provide forms and 
guidance. 

In summary, federal processes emphasize national consistency and electronic filing, 
while state ones adapt to local needs—always verify with the specific court's website or 
clerk for deadlines and requirements. 

 



LEGAL RESEARCH 

If you want a chance to actually win anything in court you have to master research.  The 
things you have to research are  

●​ State and Federal Constitutions 
●​ State and Federal Laws 
●​ State and Federal Regulations 
●​ State and Federal Court Rules 
●​ State and Federal Evidence Rules 
●​ Case Law 

When it comes to law, what you’re going to be doing is citing the law, copying part of it 
into your case, and stating how it’s relevant to your legal matters. 

Referencing Laws in Briefs and Motions: Applying Statutes to Real-Life 
Disputes 

When drafting briefs, motions, or other legal filings, referencing laws is not just a 
formality—it's the foundation of your argument, grounding abstract claims in concrete 
statutory authority to persuade the court. In theory you should just be able to state facts 
of the case and have the judge rule, but in reality the courts are so biased that you have 
to become a literal expert in divorce laws if you want to protect your property. 

In family law, this means citing specific sections of your state's divorce code (e.g., 
Pennsylvania's Title 23 of the Consolidated Statutes) to define key terms like "marital 
property" or "separate property," explaining how they apply to your facts. Avoid vague 
allusions; instead, quote or paraphrase the statute, then analyze its elements against 
evidence, showing why it mandates your desired outcome. This precision can prevent 
dismissal and can force opponents to respond directly. To illustrate, consider a common 
dispute over pre-marital gifts, as in the hypothetical exchange below between Deserve 
Moore and Mosly Good, where the focus is on applying Pennsylvania's divorce code to 
classify property. 

Deserve Moore: Mosly, that vacation home your mom gifted you before we got 
married? In the divorce, I think it's fair game for distribution. We've used it as a family for 
years, so it's basically marital property now. I deserve half—after all, I helped maintain it 
with cleaning and hosting parties there. 

Mosly Good: No, Deserve, that's not how it works under Pennsylvania law. The house 
was a gift from my mother to me alone in 2008, two years before our wedding, so it's my 



separate property. We've never titled it jointly or used marital funds to improve it in a 
way that changes its character. I'm not letting you claim something that's legally mine. 

Deserve Moore: But we've vacationed there together, and I put in effort too. Doesn't 
that make it ours? I know the [cartel] Court will see it my way and as part of our shared 
life. 

Mosly Good: Effort doesn't override the law. I'll reference the statute in my filings to 
show it's non-marital—gifts and pre-marital acquisitions stay separate unless 
commingled intentionally. 

To apply this in a filing, a litigant like Mosly might include a strongly worded paragraph 
asserting the statute's direct bearing.  You may have to put a paragraph like this in a 
motion or legal brief.  You can also put it in a personal letter and try to circumvent the 
need to argue this shit in court.  Not everything needs a judge’s signature.  Your wife 
and her attorney are testing you at all times.  So, a little legally knowledgeable 
pushback can save you from having to risk ½ your mom’s inheritance in a court battle if 
you can convince her the battle is frivolous in a private email before it gets litigated. 

 



Mock email to wife regarding inherited property from before the 
marriage with reference to state law 

Email RE: Mom’s House, a separate, non-marital property, ineligible for distribution 

Hey Deserve,  

I know you’re interested in getting some value from my mom’s house that she gifted me 
before our marriage, but that’s not an eligible property for equitable distribution. Under 
23 Pa.C.S. § 3501(a)(1) and (3), property acquired by gift and property acquired before 
marriage is explicitly defined as separate property, excluded from equitable distribution 
unless transmuted through joint titling or marital funds—none of which occurred here 
with the vacation home gifted to me in 2008 by my mother, which you’ll remember was 
prior to our 2010 marriage.  

23 Pa.C.S. § 3501. Definitions 

(a) General rule. — As used in this chapter, "marital property" means all property 
acquired by either party during the marriage … However, marital property does not 
include: 

(1) Property acquired prior to marriage or property acquired in exchange for property 
acquired prior to the marriage. 

(3) Property acquired by gift, except a gift between spouses, bequest, devise or descent 
or property acquired in exchange for such property. 

Consequently, you have absolutely no legal right to Mom’s house; any claim to it is 
baseless and ignores the clear statutory protections for non-marital property, which 
even severely biased cartel courts enforce. Pursuing this will only waste resources and 
highlight the frivolity of your position, as Pennsylvania law unequivocally shields such 
gifts from division, ensuring I retain full ownership without offset or compensation to you. 

There’s things worth fighting over.  This isn’t one of them. 

Mosly Good  



Incorporating case law into motions and legal briefs 

So, even in something as clear as the exchange above you still might want to not only 
reference the black letter law, but also reference case law.  The law is one thing, but 
how judges interpret the law is another.  So, even if the black letter law seems clear to 
you a judge may interpret it pretty differently.  If there’s established case law about 
certain circumstances that isn’t covered by the law then it’s usually decided by case law.   

So, just because you don’t see something in the law doesn’t mean rules don’t exist for 
it.  Just because you see something in the law doesn’t mean your interpretation is what 
actually happens in court cases. 

Again, if the courts were operating lawfully you shouldn’t really need to dive into case 
law.  It should be sufficient to have an honorable and knowledgeable judge hear your 
facts and circumstances and they should be able to make a fair ruling on the matter with 
just that information.  However; the courts are cartel courts and your only real chance 
right now of keeping them at bay is becoming so knowledgeable that you can show that 
a position contrary to your position would be so extremely obvious that they’re violating 
the law that the judge is forced to take your position. 

So, you generally need to cite the law, and then cite case law to back your interpretation 
even if it seem plainly obvious. 

How to search laws  

When you’re dealing with gigantic laws like the Social Security Act of 1935 I’m 
encouraging you to search for the earliest implementation of the law.  I’m convinced that 
there are very nasty elements to our judicial and legislative components of government 
such that they intentionally make things hard for plebs to read.  This has always sort of 
been the case because law has always been a dense subject, but particularly since the 
internet started getting traction and normal people could use standard search engines to 
find law and case law the legal-architects of the cartel have been working overtime to 
insert professional grade bullshit into the laws.   

As an example.  The first income tax in the country was put in place during the civil war 
by the Lincoln administration and the whole section was like 4-5 pages in the 
congressional record.  If you search the income tax now you’ll find one of the most 
convoluted documents in modern history contained in thousands of pages.  It’s 
practically illegible gibberish. That’s not an accident.  The powers that be don’t want you 
looking into things.   



So, if you want to understand complex law you’ll want to investigate the origins because 
it’s historically relevant, but you’ll also want to study the earliest version of the law 
because it’s the most human readable document you’ll find. 

Another example is the vehicle code in your state.  Early vehicle codes are from late 
1800s or early 1900s.  Those are human readable and relatively short.  The modern 
ones can be dozens of pages and filled with technical words and phrases that reference 
other technical words and phrases. 

So, for laws the first thing you’ll want to do is get your hands on the oldest version of the 
law you can get your hands on.  That said, the first version isn’t the active version, so 
you’ll have to cite for your case the modern version.  However; you’ll have a much 
better chance of understanding the professional grade gibberish in the modern law after 
you’ve read the far simpler older version. 

Sites like https://www.law.cornell.edu/ and https://www.justia.com/ are absolutely 
essential. 

How to search case law 

When you’re looking for case law I like to research the earliest version of the topic and I 
also like to search for the most recent case about the topic no matter what the outcome 
was.  The past case law gives you some information into how the court started thinking 
about the legal matters you’re involved in.  The most recent court cases follow a nice 
format that can help you get up to speed on the topic very rapidly. 

Reading Modern Case Law: Decoding the Blueprint of Justice 

As a pro se litigant navigating the labyrinth of family law or any dispute, mastering the 
art of reading case law is your secret weapon—empowering you to challenge biases, 
cite precedents, and craft arguments that force the court to confront the law on its 
terms. Modern case opinions, whether from state appellate courts (e.g., Pennsylvania 
Superior Court) or federal circuits (e.g., Third Circuit Court of Appeals), follow a 
predictable anatomy, designed for clarity and precedential value.  

This structure isn't accidental; it's a roadmap from facts to final ruling, incorporating 
constitutional principles like due process and equal protection. You may start thinking 
through your matters in reverse of how an appeals court might rule on your questions. 
In appealed cases, the opinion reviews lower court decisions for errors, often "de novo" 
(anew) on legal questions or with deference (e.g., "abuse of discretion") on factual ones.  

https://www.law.cornell.edu/
https://www.justia.com/


For you, the newbie self-advocate, focus on extracting actionable insights: Identify how 
facts in the appeal may mirror yours, adapt holdings of the court to your brief, and spot 
distinctions to counter opponents. Below, let’s break down the ideal format of an 
appealed opinion, highlighting state vs. federal nuances and pro se considerations. 

The Anatomy of an Appealed Case Opinion 

Appealed opinions in both state and federal courts share a core structure, though 
federal ones (under FRAP rules) tend to be more formal and cite broader precedents, 
while state opinions (e.g., under Pennsylvania Rules of Appellate Procedure) may 
emphasize local statutes. Key sections include: 

●​ Case Caption and Details: At the top, you'll find the parties (e.g., "Moore v. 
Good"), docket number, court name, judges, and decision date. This sets 
context—note if it's binding (same jurisdiction) or persuasive (out-of-state). Pro 
se tip: Check for "unpublished" status; these have less weight but can still guide. 

●​ Procedural History: A timeline of the case's journey—original filing, trial rulings, 
motions, and appeal grounds. In state appeals, this might detail family court 
specifics like custody hearings; federally, it could involve constitutional claims. 
Ideal for spotting errors you can mirror or avoid. 

●​ Statement of Facts: A neutral recap of undisputed events, often from the record 
below. State cases might focus on domestic details (e.g., parenting logs); federal 
on broader rights (e.g., due process violations). Pro se consideration: Compare 
to your facts—if similar, the ruling applies; if distinct, argue why. 

●​ Issues or Questions Presented: The core disputes framed as legal questions 
(e.g., "Did the trial court abuse discretion in classifying pre-marital gifts as marital 
property under 23 Pa.C.S. § 3501?"). Federal appeals often phrase 
constitutionally (e.g., "Does this violate 14th Amendment equal protection?"). 
This section sharpens your focus—use it to pinpoint precedents for your motion. 

●​ Legal Standard or Applicable Law: The court outlines governing rules, statutes 
(e.g., Pennsylvania Divorce Code), and precedents. Distinctions are key here: 
Judges explain why prior cases apply or differ (e.g., "Unlike Troxel v. Granville, 
here parental fitness is unchallenged"). For pro se, this is gold—quote statutes 
directly to show statutory compliance. 

●​ Analysis or Reasoning: The meat: Step-by-step application of law to facts, 
weighing arguments. State opinions might emphasize "best interests" in custody; 
federal, constitutional scrutiny (e.g., strict vs. rational basis). Look for "holdings" 
(binding rules) vs. "dicta" (non-binding asides)—cite the former. 



●​ Ruling or Holding: The decision—affirmed, reversed, remanded—with rationale. 
Concurrences (agreeing but differently) or dissents (disagreeing) offer alternative 
views; use dissents persuasively if aligned with your position. 

●​ Disposition and Costs: Final orders (e.g., "Remand for new hearing") and fee 
allocations. Pro se note: Appeals can shift costs—win one to recover yours. 

Meaningful Considerations for New Pro Se Litigants 

In state courts, appeals are often "error-correcting," deferring to trial facts unless clearly 
erroneous, so prep strong records early. Federal appeals, scarcer in family law 
(requiring constitutional hooks), are "precedent-setting," with broader impact—use them 
for rights violations like unequal treatment. As a newbie, start with free tools: Google 
Scholar for cases, PACER for federal dockets (fees apply), RECAP which has fewer 
federal materials available but all of them are free, or state portals like Pennsylvania's 
Unified Judicial System.  

Focus on recent "modern" cases (post-2000) for evolving standards, like digital 
evidence in custody. Beware abuse of discretion and abuse of differentiation: Courts 
might nitpick facts to avoid precedents favoring you—counter by emphasizing 
similarities. Ultimately, treat case law as empowerment: It levels the field against cartel 
biases, demanding judges apply common sense over caprice. Study, cite boldly, and 
build unassailable arguments. 

Understanding Appellate Opinions: Majority, Concurring, and Dissenting 
Views 

In the appellate process—where higher courts review trial decisions for errors—opinions 
aren't monolithic; they often comprise a main (majority) opinion alongside concurring or 
dissenting ones, each carrying different weight for future litigants. For pro se advocates 
in trial courts, grasping this differentiation is key: It reveals not just the law's current 
state but potential cracks for arguments, especially in family law where precedents on 
custody or property evolve.  

The main opinion, authored by the majority of judges (e.g., 2-1 in a three-judge panel or 
5-4 in the Supreme Court), delineates the court's official ruling and reasoning, 
establishing binding precedent (stare decisis) that lower courts must follow in similar 
cases. It outlines facts, legal standards, analysis, and holdings with authority, directly 
impacting your trial strategy—if it supports your position, cite it forcefully to compel the 
judge. 



Concurring opinions, written by judges agreeing with the majority's outcome but differing 
in rationale (or emphasizing points), hold persuasive value but aren't binding. They 
might signal alternative paths for future appeals or highlight nuances (e.g., a 
concurrence stressing parental rights in a custody reversal). For trial litigants, they're 
tools to bolster arguments when the main opinion is ambiguous, potentially swaying a 
judge open to broader interpretations without contradicting precedent. 

Dissenting opinions, from judges disagreeing with the majority's result or reasoning, 
carry no binding force but offer prophetic insights—often cited in later cases that 
overturn precedents (e.g., dissents in Plessy v. Ferguson foreshadowing Brown v. 
Board). In trial courts, use them persuasively to urge reconsideration of "bad law" or 
highlight splits, especially if your case aligns with the dissent's logic, planting seeds for 
appeal. Overall, these elements empower pro se litigants: The majority dictates today's 
rules, but concurrences and dissents reveal the law's fluidity, arming you to challenge 
biases and advocate for constitutional ideals in pursuit of justice. 

 



Mock email incorporating state and case law about Mosly’s mom’s house 

Email RE: Mom’s House, a separate, non-marital property, ineligible for distribution 

Hey Deserve,  

I know you’re interested in getting some value from my mom’s house that she gifted me 
before our marriage, but that’s not an eligible property for equitable distribution. Under 
23 Pa.C.S. § 3501(a)(1) and (3), property acquired by gift and property acquired before 
marriage is explicitly defined as separate property, excluded from equitable distribution 
unless transmuted through joint titling or marital funds—none of which occurred here 
with the vacation home gifted to me in 2008 by my mother, which you’ll remember was 
prior to our 2010 marriage.  

23 Pa.C.S. § 3501. Definitions 

(a) General rule. — As used in this chapter, "marital property" means all property 
acquired by either party during the marriage … However, marital property does not 
include: 

(1) Property acquired prior to marriage or property acquired in exchange for property 
acquired prior to the marriage. 

(3) Property acquired by gift, except a gift between spouses, bequest, devise or descent 
or property acquired in exchange for such property. 

Consequently, you have absolutely no legal right to Mom’s house; any claim to it is 
baseless and ignores the clear statutory protections for non-marital property, which 
even severely biased cartel courts enforce. Pursuing this will only waste resources and 
highlight the frivolity of your position, as Pennsylvania law unequivocally shields such 
gifts from division, ensuring I retain full ownership without offset or compensation to you.  

To bolster this argument, I went to Pennsylvania case law to affirm what I’m seeing in 
the state laws. In Goodwin v. Goodwin, 280 A.3d 937 (Pa. 2022), the Pennsylvania 
Supreme Court affirmed that "such proceeds constituted 'gifts' as the term was used in 
Section 3501(a)(3)," emphasizing that pre-marital gifts remain separate absent clear 
transmutation. You’re going to have a hard time proving that cleaning the house a few 
times is a clear transmutation of marital property. 

Several other Pennsylvania cases reinforce that pre-marital gifts and acquisitions are 
protected as non-marital property without evidence of commingling, as seen in 



Summers v. Summers, 35 A.3d 786 (Pa. Super. 2012); Fexa v. Fexa, 396 Pa. Super. 
481 (1990); and Lowry v. Lowry, 375 Pa. Super. 382 (1988).   

Feel free to take a look yourself.  This isn’t a winning argument and it doesn’t benefit 
either of us to spend the time fighting this in court.   

There’s things worth fighting over.  This isn’t one of them. 

Mosly Good 

 



CASE LAW RESEARCH 

I’m convinced that the two most useful tools for case law research are AI programs like 
Grok and courtlistener.com.  When I’m working with grok I’ll ask questions about the 
earliest and most recent cases about certain topics.  From there I’ll intentionally search 
them on courtlistenter.com.  This site has a button that lets you pull up the cases that 
this case cites and cases that later cite this case.   

When you look at the most modern case about a certain topic like custody or divorce or 
equitable distribution what you’re looking for is how does the modern appellate court 
review certain topics.  They’ll start with case facts, and then they’ll tell you the standards 
by which they evaluate their intervention.  Usually something like 5-8 paragraphs into a 
case the Appealed Opinion will give you some boilerplate (standard) language 
regarding how the modern court thinks through matters and will reference case law. 

Like I’ve said before.  Basically no one cares what you think.  But if you can show them 
that the appeals court thinks good thoughts and you think like them then you have a 
chance of pinning down a judge to ruling in your favor even in a cartel court. 

Once you find the most recent case and it points you to the most important cases you 
should read those.  Then when you’re done reading those you should look at the citing 
and cited by references.  Open up new tabs and you’ll quickly find you have 60 tabs 
open regarding case law on your specific topic and you already have a good summary 
about how they think about the case topic. 

I like to keep a spreadsheet.  I write down cases on the first page that I think are 
relevant and copy the formal citation method as best as I can and also the URL from 
courtlistener so I can get back to it.  Then on a second tab I’ll copy/paste text from the 
Opinions that I like so that I can copy and paste it later.  Each quote goes in its own cell. 
I’ll usually leave a few words as notes after each section I copy with keywords that I 
hope to recall later when I’m searching for these quotes in excel/sheets.  I’ll have a 
unique sheet for each matter I’m involved in (custody, divorce, equitable distribution, 
support).   

 

http://courtlistener.com
http://courtlistenter.com


PROFESSIONAL COMPLAINTS 

In the rigged arena of family law, where cartel-like systems often shield insiders from 
scrutiny, professional complaints become your offensive toolkit to enforce accountability 
and document misconduct. These mechanisms aren't for petty vendettas but for 
correcting systemic abuses that deprive you of rights, like biased rulings or ethical 
lapses. That said, it can feel pretty good to threaten their entire career when they break 
the law and try to violate your rights for unjust profits.  We’re going to use these 
complaints strategically: Gather evidence first (e.g., records, witnesses), file promptly 
within deadlines, and reference them in court via judicial notices to build a narrative of 
notice, criminal failures, and deliberate indifference. Below, we break down key types, 
focusing on their role in exposing failures without escalating unnecessarily. 

Formal Employment Complaints: Demanding Job Performance 

When public or private employees—clerks, caseworkers, or bureaucrats—fail to perform 
their duties, a formal employment complaint is your lever to compel action without 
immediate litigation. This is for scenarios where someone ignores your requests despite 
it being their job, like a court clerk refusing to file documents or a child services worker 
delaying reports. In Pennsylvania, file with the employer's HR or oversight body (e.g., 
via the state's Office of Administration for public workers), citing specific policies or laws 
violated (e.g., Right-to-Know Law for record denials). Detail facts chronologically, attach 
evidence, and demand remedies like expedited processing or retraining. The 
consequence? It creates a paper trail for escalation (e.g., mandamus suits or federal 
complaints) and can prompt compliance to avoid investigations. Pro se tip: Keep it 
factual and professional—emotional rants backfire—but use it to flip the script, making 
their inaction your evidence of bias. 

Police Reports: Documenting Criminal Behavior 

For outright crimes by opponents, attorneys, or officials—think forgery, perjury, or 
harassment—a police report is your first step to official documentation, shifting from civil 
to criminal scrutiny. This isn't for every slight; reserve it for clear violations, like an ex 
tampering with evidence or a lawyer suborning false testimony. In your local town or 
Cartel County police department, file at your local precinct with details: Who, what, 
when, where, why, and how, plus supporting proof (texts, videos, laws, previous orders).  

Once you file It generates an incident number for court reference, potentially though 
unlikely triggering investigations . We’re not doing this because we’re counting on good 
cops doing a thorough investigation.  These cops know it can be career ending to go 



after judges.  We’re building the record that we’re going to use when we sue them in 
Federal Court.  Ideal outcome: Deterrence or charges, but even if dismissed, it bolsters 
your case by showing good-faith reporting. Your claim that she’s a psycho that routinely 
bashes in your car lights is made easier to make if you can reference four separate 
police reports detailing the dates, times, and circumstances that led to smashing in your 
headlights with a baseball bat. 

Bar Grievances: Calling Out Attorney Misconduct 

Attorneys wield immense power in family law, but bar grievances—filed with state 
disciplinary boards (e.g., Pennsylvania's Office of Disciplinary Counsel)—are your check 
on ethical breaches like conflicts of interest, dishonesty, or incompetence. You can 
google “<state> attorney code of conduct” and you’ll find the rules they are supposed to 
abide by but frequently break.  Section 5-7 is usually the “misconduct” section and 
somewhere in there you may find a section detailing how partners are responsible for 
associate attorney work.  If it’s just a single family law attorney that doesn’t help much, 
but if you’re fighting a 100 person law firm and your opposing counsel works for the 
large firm you have a chance to bar grieve all the senior partners at the firm.  Hilarious. 

If opposing counsel lies in filings, delays unreasonably, or colludes, document it with 
specifics (e.g., "Violated Rule 3.3 by knowingly submitting false evidence on [date]"). 
Submit these grievances online or by mail with evidence; investigations can lead to 
warnings, suspensions, or disbarment.  

The most common answer you’ll get is “we’ve investigated this attorney, who is a great 
friend of the attorneys in the state, and we’ve concluded your complaints are meritless 
and baseless.”  This is the expected outcome so don’t freak when it comes back.  What 
actually matters is that they have a contractual obligation to contact their insurance 
company every time they get these grievances.  So, they’re buddies might forgive their 
transgressions but the Insurance company may stop providing them with legal coverage 
and it may change just how aggressive your wife’s attorney or prosecuting attorney like 
a corrupt DA decides to deal with you. 

Like the other things I’m doing in the LET GO process I like to not only draft and send 
these confidential grievances, but then I like to make a Motion for Judicial Notice and 
file them directly in my case and send them directly to opposing attorneys.  It just shows 
that I can make their life miserable too so think before you act next time. 

 



Judicial Review: Challenging Bad Rulings 

For judges who flout the law—issuing biased or unconstitutional orders—judicial review 
via appeals or complaints to oversight bodies (e.g., Pennsylvania's Judicial Conduct 
Board) is your first recourse. These aren’t Appeals (to Superior Court) which contest 
legal errors and require timely filing (30 days post-order) with briefs citing statutes like 
23 Pa.C.S. § 3501 for property misclassification. Instead, these Judicial Reviews are 
complaints submitted to the Supreme Court and allege judicial misconduct (e.g., ex 
parte communications, deprivation of rights). 

There are typically forms online that detail how to submit a judicial review against a 
certain action by a judge.  Google the form <state> judicial review or <state> judicial 
review board.   

Don’t just file these because you don’t like a result in an order.  You file these because 
the judge did something that they weren’t supposed to do.  Did he refuse your 
evidence?  Did he violate your right to Due Notice?  Did he allow your wife and her 
attorney to ambush you at 6am the morning before a hearing with 500 pages of new 
filings?  The judges do illegal and unlawful things frequently thinking that you’ll never do 
anything about it.  So, when you catch them doing something bad it’s a fine time to 
threaten their livelihood, career, reputation, and embarrass them in front of their 
superiors. 

Your filing sparks something like a lawsuit by the <state> supreme court against the 
judge in question.  So, write these things like you’re writing an affidavit of probable 
cause and prosecuting a crime.  Detail the facts and circumstances, describe their 
massive judicial oversteps and illegal actions, if you provided notice share what you told 
them in advance, if you told them to cease and desist share that too.   

You can google “<state> judicial cannons,” which is the code of conduct that the judges 
are supposed to abide by.  Just like in the bar grievance you should note the rules for 
judges, share what they did wrong, and then share how doing that thing wrong violated 
their code of conduct/cannon.  Even if you don’t immediately see a change in your legal 
matter the judge will treat you differently.  In some cases they may get more aggressive 
with you, but in my typical experience doing this with 10+ judges over five years I find 
that they are more likely to say things like “In an abundance of caution [for my career] 
we’re going to dismiss this parking ticket and trust this young man to stay out of trouble 
for the foreseeable future.”  Get bent prick.  Find a different monkey to harass. 

 



PROFESSIONAL COMPLAINTS: MOCK EXAMPLES 

To illustrate how professional complaints can be drafted in real-world scenarios, below 
are mock examples based on common family law frustrations. These are simplified for 
educational purposes and not specifically meant as legal templates—tailor them with 
facts, consult counsel, and file per jurisdiction rules (e.g., Pennsylvania's systems). Use 
them to document misconduct, creating leverage for your case while demanding and 
enforcing lawful constitutional standards even by these cartel bastards. 

FORMAL EMPLOYMENT COMPLAINT 

Sample Complaint Letter Against a Clerk Refusing to File Documents 
 
[Your Name] 
[Your Address] 
Inspiration, Cartel County, Pennsylvania [ZIP Code] 
[Your Phone] 
[Your Email] 

November 24, 2025 

Cartel County Court Administrator 
Municipal District Court of Cartel County 
666 Injustice Row, 
Cartel County, Pennsylvania [ZIP Code] 

Re: Formal Employment Complaint Against Clerk [Clerk's Name or "Jane Doe"] for 
Refusal to File Affidavit and Unprofessional Conduct 

Dear Court Administrator: 

I am writing to file a formal complaint against Clerk’s assistant [Clerk's Name or "Jane 
Doe"] in the Clerk's Office of the Municipal District Court of Cartel County, regarding an 
incident on November 20, 2025, during Case No. FD-2025-12345 (Moore v. Good). 

On that date, at approximately 2:00 PM, I attempted to file an Affidavit of Status as 
Respondent. The clerk was rude, raising her voice and stating, "This looks like 
nonsense; I'm not filing it," despite it being a standard document compliant with 
Pennsylvania Rules of Civil Procedure. She refused to process it without explanation, 
violating her duty under 42 Pa.C.S. § 2737 (clerk duties to receive and file papers) and 



causing delay in my case. This unprofessionalism and arbitrary refusal deprived me of 
my constitutional right to justice and court access. 

I request an investigation, disciplinary action if warranted, and confirmation that my 
affidavit will be filed retroactively. Enclosed are copies of the affidavit that I still need 
filed, and a more detailed transcript from memory of our abrupt and abrasive 
conversation. Please respond within 14 days or I’ll continue to escalate my concerns. 

Sincerely, 

Mosly Good 

CC: Pennsylvania Judicial Conduct Board 

 



SAMPLE POLICE REPORT 

For Interference with Custody, it’s best if you can get the officer on scene and to write the report 
from their real time experience, but it might happen so quickly that after the event you go to the 
police station and file your version of events and have them take it down.  Things like this can 
lead to actual charges being issued, but as a man complaining about a woman I would keep 
your expectations for justice low.  If it’s a woman complaining about a man plan to show up in a 
magisterial district court to fight harassment charges. 

Sample Police Report Narrative (This is a mock of what a report might look like 
after filing; use it as a guide for what to tell officers.) 

Cartel County Police Department Incident Report 

Report Number: CCPD-2025-1124 
Date/Time Reported: November 24, 2025, 6:30 PM 
Reporting Party: Mosly Good 
Address: 227 3rd Ave, Inspiration, Cartel County, Pennsylvania [ZIP Code] 
Phone: [Phone Number] 

Narrative: Reporting party (RP) Mosly Good states that on November 24, 2025, at 
approximately 5:00 PM, he attempted to pick up his children, J. Good (girl, age 10) and 
J. Good (boy, age 8), from his ex-mother-in-law's residence at [Address, e.g., 789 Elm 
Street, Slappytown], during his court-ordered custodial time per Custody Order dated 
October 1, 2023 (Case No. FD-2025-12345). The ex-mother-in-law, [Ex-Mother-in-Law's 
Name, e.g., Evelyn Moore], refused to release the children, blocking the door and 
stating "They're staying here; you don't deserve them, you fat piece of shit."  

RP presented a copy of the custody order, but she ignored it and threatened to call the 
police on him. This violates 18 Pa.C.S. § 2904 (interference with custody of children).  

No physical altercation occurred, but RP fears ongoing interference and parental 
alienation. Children remained inside; RP left to de-escalate and file this report. Officer 
[Name] advised pursuing contempt charges through family court; report forwarded to 
DA for review. RP provided copy of order, timestamped video of the incident, and 
witness statement from neighbor. No arrests made at scene. 

Reporting Officer: [Officer Name] 

Signature: ____________________ 



SAMPLE BAR GRIEVANCE AGAINST AN ATTORNEY 

Sample Bar Grievance Form Narrative (Adapted for Pennsylvania Office of Disciplinary 
Counsel submission.) 

Office of Disciplinary Counsel 
Pennsylvania Judicial Center 
601 Commonwealth Avenue, Suite 2700 
P.O. Box 62485 

Harrisburg, PA 17106-2485 

Re: Grievance Against Attorney [Attorney Name, e.g., Slimy Lawyer, Esq., Bar No. 
123456] for Ethical Violations in Custody Matter 

Complainant: Mosly Good 
Address: 227 3rd Ave, Inspiration, Cartel County, Pennsylvania [ZIP Code] 
Phone: [Phone Number] 
Email: [Email Address] 

Date: November 24, 2025 

I file this grievance against Attorney [Name], representing Petitioner Deserve Moore in 
Case No. FD-2025-12345. On November 15, 2025, during a custody hearing, the 
attorney falsely stated under oath that conditions at my home were "unsanitary and 
unsafe," claiming "mold and clutter" based on alleged descriptions by the marital 
children—none of which were produced or accurate, as my home inspection report 
(attached) shows otherwise.  

Her blatantly false statements during a hearing violates Pennsylvania Rules of 
Professional Conduct 3.3(a)(1) (candor toward tribunal—no false statements) and 8.4(c) 
(dishonesty, fraud, deceit). The lie prejudiced my custody claim, eroding my parental 
rights. Attached: Transcript excerpt, inspection report, and affidavits. I request 
investigation and discipline. 

Signature: ____________________ 

Mosly Good 

 



MOCK JUDICIAL REVIEW 

Judicial Review: Against a Judge for Due Process Violation 

Sample Complaint to Judicial Conduct Board 

Pennsylvania Judicial Conduct Board 
Pennsylvania Judicial Center 
601 Commonwealth Avenue, Suite 3500 
P.O. Box 62525 
Harrisburg, PA 17106 

Re: Complaint Against Judge Treasonous Despot for Violation of Due Process in Case 
No. FD-2025-12345 

Complainant: Mosly Good 
Address: 227 3rd Ave, Inspiration, Cartel County, Pennsylvania [ZIP Code] 
Phone: [Phone Number] 
Email: [Email Address] 

Date: November 24, 2025 

I’m writing to complain against Judge Treasonous Despot of the Municipal District Court 
of Cartel County for misconduct during a November 20, 2025, trial in my custody case 
(No. FD-2025-12345). Opposing counsel ambushed me with 500 pages of documents 
at 9:00 AM, the morning of trial, without prior disclosure. Despite my motion for 
continuance to review (essential for due notice under 14th Amendment and Pa.R.C.P. 
216), the judge denied it, stating "We're proceeding anyway," violating Canon 2.5 of the 
Code of Judicial Conduct (competence, diligence, promptness) and my right to a 
meaningful hearing (Matthews v. Eldridge, 424 U.S. 319 (1976)). This deprived me of 
fair preparation, biasing the outcome.  

I have previously warned him about my constitutional rights and his negligence 
regarding them.  I’m confident this is based on personal bias and deprivation of rights 
and not simply an error of law.  Please sanction him accordingly. 

Attached: Transcript, motion copy, and affidavit. I request investigation and sanctions. 

Signature: ____________________ 

Mosly Good 



PRIVATE CRIMINAL COMPLAINTS REGARDING STATE AND 
FEDERAL CRIMES 

 
Private Criminal Complaints 
Private criminal complaints are legal filings initiated by private citizens (rather than law 
enforcement) to accuse someone of committing a crime. They are not available in all 
U.S. jurisdictions but are permitted in certain states, such as Pennsylvania, New 
Hampshire, and parts of New York, often for misdemeanors, summary offenses, or 
specific violations like breaches of protection orders.  We’re going to use them to report 
felonies and high crimes. 
 
These complaints allow individuals to seek prosecution when police have not acted, but 
they are subject to review by a district attorney (DA) or magistrate to prevent frivolous 
claims. The process typically involves submitting a form to the local DA's office, where 
it's evaluated for probable cause—if approved, it may lead to an arrest warrant or 
summons, and the case proceeds like a standard criminal prosecution.  
 
However, officials like judges, prosecutors, and attorneys often have immunities or 
cartel protections that make such complaints challenging or unsuccessful if related to 
their official duties.  So, you should expect that these are ignored initially and don’t get 
too hung up that the cartel isn’t stopping operations just because you told the DA that 
contracts with the cartel that the cartel is doing bad things.  We’re building evidence not 
getting instant gratification. 

 



Degrees of Crimes 
Criminal offenses in the U.S. are classified by severity, with variations between federal 
and state laws. Broadly, crimes fall into three main categories: felonies (most serious), 
misdemeanors, and infractions (least serious). Within these, many jurisdictions use 
"degrees" to further differentiate based on factors like intent, harm caused, or 
aggravating circumstances (e.g., first-degree being the most severe). 
Here's a high-level breakdown in a table for clarity: 

Category Degrees/Classes (Examples) Description 

Felonies - Federal: Class A (life imprisonment or death), Class 
B (25+ years), Class C (10-25 years), Class D (5-10 
years), Class E (1-5 years) - State examples: 1st 
degree (e.g., premeditated murder), 2nd degree (e.g., 
manslaughter), down to lower degrees for non-violent 
crimes like theft 

Serious crimes 
punishable by more 
than one year in 
prison. Often involve 
violence, significant 
harm, or large-scale 
fraud. 

Misdemeanors - Class A (most serious, e.g., assault), Class B (e.g., 
petty theft), Class C (minor offenses) 

Less severe than 
felonies, often 
non-violent or with 
minimal harm. 
Punishable by up to 
one year in jail. 

Infractions No degrees; treated as violations (e.g., traffic tickets) Minor rule-breaking 
with no jail time, 
typically fines only. 

Specific degrees depend on the crime (e.g., murder vs. theft) and jurisdiction—federal 
guidelines use offense levels from 1 to 43 for sentencing, factoring in criminal history. 

 



Penalties for Crimes 
Penalties vary widely by jurisdiction, crime degree, and factors like prior convictions or 
mitigating circumstances. They can include incarceration, fines, probation, community 
service, restitution, or loss of rights (e.g., voting for felons). Federal sentencing follows 
guidelines that assign points based on offense level and history. State penalties are 
statute-specific. 
 
General overview in a table: 

Crime Category Typical Penalties 

Felonies - Class A/1st degree: Life imprisonment, death penalty (for capital crimes like 
murder), or decades in prison; fines up to $250,000+ federally. - Lower 
classes/degrees: 1-25 years prison; fines from $1,000 to $100,000+. 

Misdemeanors - Class A: Up to 1 year jail; fines up to $4,000-$10,000. - Lower classes: 
Days/months in jail; fines $500-$2,500. 

Infractions Fines only (e.g., $50-$500); no incarceration. 

Enhanced penalties apply for aggravating factors (e.g., hate crimes) or repeat offenders. Drug 
offenses can range from misdemeanors to high-degree felonies with mandatory minimums. 

Requirements to Pursue Someone for a Crime 
To "go after" someone criminally (via private complaint or otherwise), the key threshold 
is establishing probable cause—that a crime occurred and the accused likely committed 
it. This requires evidence like witness statements, documents, or physical proof; mere 
suspicion isn't enough. For private complaints: 
 

●​ File a sworn affidavit with the DA or court, detailing the alleged crime, evidence, 
and parties involved. 

●​ The DA reviews for merit; if approved, it may go to a preliminary hearing. 
●​ Prosecution requires proof beyond a reasonable doubt at trial. 

Conspiracy charges (e.g., against a wife and attorney) need evidence of agreement to 
commit a crime and an overt act. Rights violations might fall under civil rights laws (e.g., 
42 U.S.C. § 1983) rather than criminal, unless they constitute crimes like perjury or 
obstruction. Court officials often have absolute or qualified immunity, making criminal 
pursuit rare and difficult. Laws vary by state, and filing baseless complaints can lead to 



countersuits for malicious prosecution. This is general information only—legal systems 
are complex, and professional advice is essential for any real scenario. 
 
Federal Lists of Crimes 
The federal lists of crimes in the United States are primarily stored in Title 18 of the 
United States Code (U.S.C.), which is the main criminal code of the federal government. 
This title outlines federal crimes and criminal procedure, organized into parts covering 
specific offenses, procedures, prisons, and more. The official version is maintained by 
the Office of the Law Revision Counsel and can be accessed online through 
government websites like uscode.house.gov or law.cornell.edu. It's not a single "list" but 
a comprehensive statutory compilation, with additional federal criminal laws scattered in 
other titles (e.g., tax crimes in Title 26), though Title 18 is the core repository. 
For a pro se litigant in family law encountering dishonest judges or attorneys, family 
matters are typically handled in state courts, so federal crimes would only apply if 
there's federal jurisdiction, such as violations involving interstate issues (e.g., child 
support enforcement under federal law) or civil rights deprivations. Relevant main areas 
of federal crimes could include:  



 
Area Description Relevant Statutes (Examples) 

Perjury and 
False 
Statements 

Making false statements under 
oath or in federal proceedings, 
which could apply if dishonesty 
occurs in a case with federal 
elements. 

18 U.S.C. § 1621 (Perjury), 18 U.S.C. § 
1001 (False Statements). 

Obstruction of 
Justice 

Interfering with judicial 
processes, such as tampering 
with evidence or influencing 
witnesses, potentially relevant 
in corrupted proceedings. 

18 U.S.C. § 1503 (Influencing or Injuring 
Officer or Juror), 18 U.S.C. § 1512 
(Tampering with a Witness). 

Bribery and 
Corruption 

Offering or accepting bribes to 
influence official acts, which 
might apply to dishonest judges 
or attorneys in federal contexts. 

18 U.S.C. § 201 (Bribery of Public Officials 
and Witnesses). 

Deprivation of 
Rights Under 
Color of Law 

Willful deprivation of 
constitutional rights by officials 
acting under authority, such as 
biased rulings violating due 
process. 

18 U.S.C. § 242 (Deprivation of Rights). 

Conspiracy Agreements to commit 
offenses, like colluding to 
obstruct justice in a family case 
with federal ties. 

18 U.S.C. § 371 (Conspiracy to Commit 
Offense or Defraud U.S.). 

Note that judges have absolute immunity for judicial acts, and attorneys have qualified 
immunity, making criminal pursuits challenging unless conduct falls outside official 
duties. Ethical violations might be addressed through judicial conduct codes rather than 
crimes. 

 



State Crime Lists 
State criminal codes in the U.S. are stored in each state's respective statutes, often called the Penal 
Code, Criminal Code, or Crimes Code, depending on the state (e.g., California Penal Code, New 
York Penal Law). These are maintained by state legislatures and accessible for free on official state 
government websites (e.g., legislature.ca.gov for California) or aggregated platforms like 
findlaw.com/codes. There's no single national repository; each state's code is independent, though 
some are digitized in databases like those from the National Conference of State Legislatures. 
Criminal records themselves are compiled at local, state, and federal levels but are distinct from the 
codes. 
For a pro se litigant in family law (which is predominantly state-level), encountering dishonest judges 
or attorneys could involve state crimes related to courtroom misconduct. These vary by state, but 
common areas include perjury, obstruction, and related offenses, often pursued through state 
attorneys general or judicial oversight bodies. Judges and attorneys may have immunities, and 
family courts sometimes handle contempt internally rather than as full crimes. Ethical issues might 
go to state bar associations or judicial conduct commissions 

 



 

Area Description Examples (Vary by State) 

Perjury Swearing falsely under oath, 
common in family court 
affidavits or testimony. 

NY Penal Law § 210.15 (Perjury in the First 
Degree, Class D Felony); CA Penal Code § 
118 (Perjury). 

Obstruction of 
Justice 

Interfering with court 
processes, like hiding 
evidence or influencing 
parties. 

NY Penal Law § 215.40 (Tampering with 
Evidence); many states have similar under 
obstruction statutes. 

Contempt of 
Court 

Disobeying court orders or 
disrupting proceedings, often 
handled in family court. 

Direct (in court) or indirect (outside); e.g., TX 
Family Code allows contempt for violations. 

Bribery or 
Misconduct 

Bribing officials or judicial 
misconduct, though rare 
criminally due to immunities. 

State bribery laws (e.g., FL Statutes § 
838.015); complaints often go to judicial 
commissions. 

Family-related 
Offenses 

Acts like harassment or 
endangerment in family 
contexts, escalating to crimes. 

NY Family Court Act § 812 (Family Offenses 
including harassment, menacing). 

 



Here’s a list of crimes I’ve presented in the past 
 
Here’s the thing, when the state starts moving from lawful court to cartel court they 
violate a lot of laws.  What may be a legal mailing in a lawful context becomes mail 
fraud in criminal context.  What may have been instructions for payment in a lawful 
setting becomes wire fraud in a cartel setting.  So, when they start intentionally violating 
my constitutional rights I like to ensure they know that decision impacts how documents 
they send me that are downstream of that decision will be interpreted. 
 

VIOLATION OF RIGHTS AND LITANY OF CRIMES 
 
I’m not a legal expert, but from my Black Letter Law and limited conclusion of law 
research I believe at a minimum that the following violations have occurred in how these 
unlawful court proceedings have been arranged-​
​
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA FEDERAL CONSTITUTIONAL VIOLATIONS 
 

-​ First Amendment - Freedom of Speech 
-​ Fourth Amendment - Search and Seizure 
-​ Fifth Amendment - Due Process 
-​ Sixth Amendment - Trial by Jury 
-​ Eighth Amendment - Excessive Fines 
-​ Ninth Amendment - Non-Enumerated Rights Retained by People 
-​ 14th Amendment Citizenship Rights, Equal Production 

 
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA CONSTITUTIONAL VIOLATIONS 
 

-​ Article I  
-​ Section 1 - Inherent rights of mankind 
-​ Section 6 - Trial by Jury 
-​ Section 7 - Freedom of press and speech 
-​ Section 8 - security from search and seizures 
-​ Section 9 - rights of accused in criminal prosecutions 
-​ Section 10 - Initiation of criminal proceedings 
-​ Section 11 - Courts to be open 
-​ Section 15 - Special criminal tribunals 
-​ Section 20 - Right of petition 
-​ Section 25 - Reservation of powers in people 

 



Further, I believe a number of state and federal crimes have been committed against 
me. 
 
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA CRIMES- Current accusations 

-​ 18 PA 901 Criminal Attempt 
-​ 18 PA 903 Criminal Conspiracy 
-​ 18 PA 907 Possessing instruments of crime 
-​ 18 PA 911 Corrupt Organizations 
-​ 18 PA 2701 Simple assault 
-​ 18 PA 2702 Aggravated assault 
-​ 18 PA 2706 Terroristic threats 
-​ 18 PA 2709 Harassment 
-​ 18 PA 2902 Unlawful restraint 
-​ 18 PA 2904 Interference with custody of children 
-​ 18 PA 2907 Disposition of ransom 
-​ 18 PA 3011 Trafficking in individuals 
-​ 18 PA 2012 Involuntary servitude 
-​ 18 PA 3701 Robbery 
-​ 18 PA 3922 Theft by deception 
-​ 18 PA 3923 Theft by extortion 
-​ 18 PA 3926 Theft of services 
-​ 18 PA 4101 Forgery 
-​ 18 PA 4107 Deceptive or fraudulent business practices 
-​ 18 PA 4108 Commercial bribery and breach of duty to act disinterestedly 
-​ 18 PA 4109 Rigging publicly exhibited contest 
-​ 18 PA 4702 Threats and other improper influence in official and political matters 
-​ 18 PA 4902 Perjury 
-​ 18 PA 4903 False swearing 
-​ 18 PA 4903 Unsworn falsification to authorities 
-​ 18 PA 4905 False alarms to agencies of public safety 
-​ 18 PA 4906 False reports to law enforcement authorities 
-​ 18 PA 5109 Barratry 
-​ 18 PA 5301 Official oppression 
-​ 18 PA 4703 Retaliation for past official action 
-​ 18 PA 4952 Intimidation of witnesses or victims 
-​ 18 PA 4953 Retaliation against witness, victim or party 

​
 



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA CRIMES  - Current Accusations 
 

-​ 18 USC 3 Accessory after the fact 
-​ 18 USC 210 Bribery of public officials and witnesses 
-​ 18 USC 208 Acts affecting a personal financial interest 
-​ 18 USC 225 Continuing financial crimes enterprise 
-​ 18 USC 241 Conspiracy against rights 
-​ 18 USC 242 Deprivation of rights under color of law 
-​ 18 USC 247 Damage to religious property; obstruction of persons in the free 

exercise of religious beliefs 
-​ 18 USC 285 Taking or using papers relating to claims 
-​ 18 USC 287 False, fictitious or fraudulent claims 
-​ 18 USC 402 Contempts constituting crimes 
-​ 18 USC 472 Uttering counterfeit obligations or securities 
-​ 18 USC 473 Dealing in counterfeit obligations or securities 
-​ 18 USC 475 Imitating obligations or securities; advertisements 
-​ 18 USC 506 Seals of departments or agencies 
-​ 18 USC 514 Fictitious obligations 
-​ 18 USC 521 Criminal Street gangs 
-​ 18 USC 643 Accounting generally for public money 
-​ 18 USC 645 Court officers generally 
-​ 18 USC 646 Court officers depositing registry moneys 
-​ 18 USC 648 Custodians, generally, misusing public funds 
-​ 18 USC 649 Custodians failing to deposit moneys; persons affected 
-​ 18 USC 651 Disbursing officer falsely certifying full payment 
-​ 18 USC 653 disbursing officer misusing public funds 
-​ 18 USC 654 Officer or employee of United States converting property of another 
-​ 18 USC 663 Solicitation or use of gifts 
-​ 18 USC 666 Theft or bribery concerning programs receiving Federal funds 
-​ 18 USC 701 Official badges, identification cards, other insignia 
-​ 18 USC 872 Extortion by officers or employees of the United States 
-​ 18 USC 874 Kickbacks from public works employees 
-​ 18 USC 876 Mailing threatening communications 
-​ 18 USC 880 Receiving the proceeds of extortion 
-​ 18 USC 912 Officer or employee of the United States 
-​ 18 USC 1001 Statement or entries generally 
-​ 18 USC 1028A Aggravated identity theft 
-​ 18 USC 1201 Kidnapping 
-​ 18 USC 1202 Ransom Money 
-​ 18 USC 1203 Hostage taking 



-​ 18 USC 1341 Frauds and Swindles 
-​ 18 USC 1342 Fictitious name or address 
-​ 18 USC 1349 Attempt and conspiracy 
-​ 18 USC 1506 Theft or alteration of record or process; false bail 
-​ 18 USC 1509 Obstruction of court orders 
-​ 18 USC 1581 Peonage; obstructing enforcement 
-​ 18 USC 1583 Enticement into slavery 
-​ 18 USC 1585 Seizure, detention, transportation or sale of slaves 
-​ 18 USC 1589 Forced Labor 
-​ 18 USC 1590 Trafficking with respect to peonage, slavery, involuntary servitude, 

or forced labor 
-​ 18 USC 1592 Unlawful conduct with respect to documents in furtherance of 

trafficking, peonage, slavery, involuntary servitude, or forced labor 
-​ 18 USC 1593 Mandatory restitution 
-​ 18 USC 1593A Benefiting financially from peonage, slavery, and trafficking in 

persons 
-​ 18 USC 1594 General Provisions 
-​ 18 USC 1595 Civil Remedy 
-​ 18 USC 1951 Interference with commerce by threats or violence 
-​ 18 USC 957 Engaging in monetary transactions in property derived from 

specified unlawful activity 
-​ 18 USC 1959 Violent crimes in aid of racketeering activity 
-​ 18 USC 1961 Definitions  
-​ 18 USC 1962 prohibit activities 
-​ 18 USC 2381 Treason 

 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA CRIMES - Likely Future Accusations I’m looking out 
for having accused the WRONGDOERS of the above crimes 

-​ 18 USC 4 Misprision of felony 
-​ 18 USC 249 Hate Crimes acts OFFENSES INVOLVING ACTUAL OR 

PERCEIVED RELIGION, NATIONAL ORIGIN, GENDER, SEXUAL 
ORIENTATION, GENDER IDENTITY, or DISABILITY 

-​ 18 USC 913 Impersonator making arrest or search 
-​ 18 USC 1513 Retaliating against a witness, victim, or informant 
-​ 18 USC 1621 Perjury Generally 
-​ 18 USC 1623 False declarations before grand jury or court 
-​ 18 USC 2382 Misprision of treason 
-​ 18 USC 1514 Civil action to restrain harassment of a victim or witness 

 



Lastly, I find there are two common law violations that also cause me and others in my 
situation harm. 
 
COMMON LAW VIOLATIONS 

-​ Trespass 
-​ Simulation of law 

 
Even if I’m only partially correct in my interpretation of the illegality of this scheme and 
crimes represented, the allegations are sufficient to describe a serious breach of the 
peace and dignity of the COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA as well as the United 
States of America.   
 

THANK YOU FOR YOUR ATTENTION TO THIS MATTER! 
 
 
 
I think I did a better job presenting these kinds of criminal activities in Black Collar Crime 
Spree, but I wanted to show that there’s more than one approach to this.  You can start 
by lobbing a bunch of criminal concerns at your judge as a starting point, and if and 
when you feel like you have more mastery you can try to pinpoint violations and give the 
DA no room to be derelict in their duties without conspiracy to Rico and a host of other 
crimes. 

 



FEDERAL COMPLAINTS (lawsuits) 
 
The process for drafting entire Federal Complaints is out of scope for this book, but we’ll 
explore it superficially.  Entire books on lawsuits can be constructed, and this book is 
admittedly more focused on defense and figuring out Legal options for beginners rather 
than more advanced topics like initiating lawsuits against others. 
 
Additional Federal Remedies for Allegations of Judicial Corruption 
When dealing with allegations of judicial corruption, such as judges acting in a 
coordinated or "cartel-like" manner, it's important to note that judges generally enjoy 
absolute immunity from civil suits for actions taken in their judicial capacity, as 
established by Supreme Court precedents like Stump v. Sparkman (1978). This makes 
direct lawsuits challenging and often unsuccessful unless the conduct falls outside 
judicial duties (e.g., administrative acts or clear criminal behavior).  
 
For state judges (common in family law cases), federal jurisdiction typically requires a 
violation of federal rights or laws. We’re going to target them for civil rights deprivations 
as a starting point.   
 
The complaints in this section are regarding civil suits.  The previous section involves 
complaining to the government (which is the only entity that can push criminal matters).  
Criminal matters would involve reporting to authorities like the Department of Justice 
(DOJ) rather than private suits. Appeals, motions to recuse, or complaints to oversight 
bodies are often more practical than new lawsuits. 
 
Here are other recommended federal statutes, remedies, or mechanisms that could be 
relevant for a pro se litigant alleging systemic judicial misconduct. These focus on civil 
actions where possible, but many lead to administrative complaints or criminal referrals 
rather than direct suits due to immunity barriers. Always consult statutes directly (e.g., 
via uscode.house.gov) and consider professional legal advice, as misuse can lead to 
sanctions. 

 



 

Remedy/Statute Description 
Applicability to Judicial 
"Cartel" Allegations Key Limitations 

Habeas Corpus 
(28 U.S.C. § 
2254) 

A federal writ allowing 
prisoners to challenge 
the constitutionality of 
their state custody, 
reviewing if detention 
violates federal law, 
treaties, or the 
Constitution. 
 
It requires exhausting 
state remedies first. 
 
 

In cases where alleged 
judicial corruption results in 
unlawful imprisonment (e.g., 
wrongful conviction or 
detention due to biased 
rulings), it can seek release 
or new proceedings. 
 
Potentially relevant if family 
court orders lead to custody 
violations amounting to 
detention. 

Must involve actual custody; 
procedural bars like 
timeliness (one-year limit) 
and exhaustion apply; not for 
civil disputes without 
incarceration. 
 
Judicial immunity doesn't 
directly apply, but high 
deference to state courts. 

42 U.S.C. § 1983 
(Civil Action for 
Deprivation of 
Rights) 

Provides a civil remedy 
for persons deprived of 
constitutional rights 
under color of state law, 
allowing suits for 
damages, injunctions, 
or declaratory relief 
against state officials. 

Can target judges or court 
officials for rights violations 
like due process denials in 
corrupt proceedings, 
especially for injunctive relief 
to stop ongoing misconduct. 

Absolute judicial immunity 
bars damages for judicial 
acts; qualified immunity for 
others; no respondeat 
superior liability; two-year 
statute of limitations in many 
states. 

RICO (18 U.S.C. 
§§ 1961-1968) 

The Racketeer 
Influenced and Corrupt 
Organizations Act 
prohibits patterns of 
racketeering activity 
affecting enterprises; 
civil provisions allow 
private suits for triple 
damages. 

Could apply to 
judges/attorneys in a corrupt 
"enterprise" involving fraud, 
bribery, or obstruction as 
predicate acts, if there's a 
pattern harming business or 
property. 
Recent expansions include 
economic losses from 
personal injuries. 

Requires proving enterprise, 
pattern (at least two acts), 
and direct injury; judicial 
immunity often blocks; high 
evidentiary threshold; rarely 
successful against judiciary. 

50 U.S.C. § 842 
(Proscription of 
Communist 
Party) 

Part of the Communist 
Control Act of 1954, it 
declares the Communist 
Party unlawful and 
prohibits its activities or 
successors aiming to 
overthrow the 
government. 

Theoretically, if alleging 
judges are part of a 
communist organization 
engaging in subversive acts, 
but highly tenuous and not 
typically applied to judicial 
corruption. 

Rarely enforced; potential 
First Amendment issues; no 
modern court applications to 
judges; more historical than 
practical. 

 



 

Remedy/Statute Description 
Applicability to Judicial 
"Cartel" Allegations Key Limitations 

42 U.S.C. § 1985 
(Conspiracy to 
Interfere with 
Civil Rights) 

Allows suits against two or 
more persons conspiring to 
deprive someone of equal 
protection, obstruct justice, 
or interfere with federal 
rights (e.g., due process in 
court). Subsections like § 
1985(2) target conspiracies 
to deter witnesses or 
influence juries/judges, while 
§ 1985(3) covers 
class-based animus. 

Useful for claiming 
coordinated bias or 
obstruction by judges, 
attorneys, or court officials 
acting together, potentially 
bypassing some immunity if 
not purely judicial acts. 

Requires proof of 
conspiracy and intent; 
judges still immune for 
judicial decisions. Often 
paired with § 1983. 

42 U.S.C. § 1986 
(Neglect to 
Prevent 
Conspiracy) 

Permits actions against 
those who knew of a § 1985 
conspiracy and had power 
to prevent it but neglected to 
do so. 

Could target higher court 
officials or judges who failed 
to intervene in alleged cartel 
behavior. 

One-year statute of 
limitations; requires 
actual knowledge and 
ability to act. Rarely 
successful against 
judges. 

28 U.S.C. § 
351-364 (Judicial 
Conduct and 
Disability Act) 

Establishes a process for 
filing complaints against 
federal judges for 
misconduct or disability, 
handled by circuit judicial 
councils. 

For federal judges engaging 
in unethical or corrupt acts 
(e.g., bias, abuse of power). 
Not a lawsuit but can lead to 
investigation, censure, or 
referral to Congress for 
impeachment. 

Applies only to federal 
judges; for state judges, 
use state commissions 
(e.g., Texas SCJC under 
state rules). No direct 
damages; outcomes are 
disciplinary. 

28 U.S.C. § 455 
(Disqualification 
of Judges) 

Requires judges to recuse 
themselves if their 
impartiality might reasonably 
be questioned (e.g., bias, 
financial interest, personal 
relationships). 

File a motion to disqualify a 
corrupt judge; if denied, it can 
support appeals or further 
complaints. 

Not a standalone suit; 
must be raised in the 
ongoing case. 
Enforcement is 
self-policing. 

28 U.S.C. § 144 
(Bias or 
Prejudice of 
Judge) 

Allows parties to file an 
affidavit alleging personal 
bias, leading to potential 
reassignment. 

Targets individual judges in 
federal cases; could extend 
to claims of cartel-like 
favoritism. 

Limited to federal district 
judges; requires timely 
filing and sufficient facts. 
Rarely grants relief. 

 



 

Remedy/Statute Description 
Applicability to Judicial 
"Cartel" Allegations Key Limitations 

28 U.S.C. § 1651 
(Writ of 
Mandamus) 

Under the All Writs Act, 
petitions a higher court 
to compel a lower judge 
to perform a mandatory 
duty (e.g., rule on a 
motion fairly). 

For forcing action in cases 
of clear abuse or delay, 
potentially addressing 
corrupt inaction. 

Extraordinary remedy; not for 
disagreeing with rulings. 
Appeals courts decide. 

18 U.S.C. § 
241/242 (Criminal 
Deprivation of 
Rights/Conspiracy) 

Criminal statutes for 
conspiring to deprive 
rights (§ 241) or doing 
so under color of law (§ 
242). 

Report to DOJ/FBI for 
investigation into judicial 
corruption as a criminal 
matter (e.g., rights 
violations in family court 
with federal nexus). 

Not a private suit; prosecution 
is by government. Private 
citizens can file complaints 
but can't sue directly. 

Bivens Action 
(Implied from 
Constitution) 

Similar to § 1983 but 
against federal officials 
for constitutional 
violations (e.g., due 
process under 5th 
Amendment). 

If involving federal judges or 
cases, for non-judicial acts 
like administrative 
corruption. 

Narrowly applied; Supreme 
Court has limited expansions 
(e.g., Egbert v. Boule, 2022). 
Immunity often bars. 

15 U.S.C. § 1 et 
seq. (Sherman 
Antitrust Act) 

Prohibits cartels or 
conspiracies restraining 
trade; civil suits allowed 
under § 4. 

Theoretically for 
judges/attorneys acting as a 
"cartel" to monopolize 
justice or fix outcomes, but 
extremely rare and untested 
in this context. 

Requires economic impact; 
courts unlikely to apply to 
judiciary due to immunity and 
separation of powers. 

 



Additional Strategies 
●​ Report to Oversight Bodies: Beyond statutes, file with the DOJ's Public 

Integrity Section for criminal probes or state bar associations for attorneys 
involved. For federal judges, use the USCourt's complaint form. 

●​ Appeals and Collateral Attacks: Rather than new suits, appeal rulings to higher 
state or federal courts (e.g., via certiorari to SCOTUS if federal question). 

●​ Ethical Codes: Reference the Code of Conduct for U.S. Judges for federal 
cases, which prohibits impropriety but isn't directly suable. 

●​ Legislative Efforts: Bills like H.R. 3973 (Judicial Ethics and Anti-Corruption Act) 
aim to strengthen accountability but aren't current law. 

Success rates are low due to protections for the judiciary, and baseless claims can 
result in fees or dismissal. Document everything meticulously and consider if civil rights 
organizations (e.g., ACLU) could assist. This is not legal advice—research your 
jurisdiction thoroughly. 
 
 



MOCK 42 USC 1983  
against a judge who didn’t let a defendant speak at the hearing 

 
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE [EASTERN/WESTERN] DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA 

JOHN DOE, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 

[JUDGE'S FULL NAME], Magisterial District Judge, in his/her individual capacity, 
Defendant. 

 

CIVIL ACTION NO. [Leave Blank for Clerk] 

COMPLAINT FOR VIOLATION OF CIVIL RIGHTS UNDER 42 U.S.C. § 1983 

I. JURISDICTION AND VENUE 
1.​ This Court has original jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1331, as this action arises 

under federal law, specifically 42 U.S.C. § 1983, for deprivation of constitutional 
rights under color of state law. 

2.​ Venue is proper in this District under 28 U.S.C. § 1391(b), as the events occurred 
in [County], Pennsylvania, within this judicial district. 

II. PARTIES 
3.​ Plaintiff John Doe is a resident of [Town/County], Pennsylvania, and appears pro 

se. 
4.​ Defendant [Judge's Full Name] is a Magisterial District Judge in [District/County], 

Pennsylvania, sued in his/her individual capacity for willful acts under color of 
state law. 

III. FACTS 
5.​ On [Date of Incident, e.g., October 15, 2025], Plaintiff appeared in Defendant's 

courtroom for a hearing on [Briefly Describe Case, e.g., a summary offense or 
civil matter]. 



6.​ Plaintiff was physically present in the courtroom, ready to defend himself, as 
witnessed by the local town police officer [Officer's Name, if known], who can 
attest to Plaintiff's presence and attempt to speak. 

7.​ Despite this, Defendant outrageously and maliciously refused to allow Plaintiff to 
speak in his own defense, silencing him mid-sentence and proceeding to rule 
against him without hearing his testimony or evidence. 

8.​ This tyrannical denial was a blatant abuse of judicial authority, depriving Plaintiff 
of any meaningful opportunity to be heard, resulting in [Describe Harm, e.g., an 
unjust fine, conviction, or order] that caused financial and emotional distress. 

9.​ Defendant's actions were willful, deliberate, and shocking to the conscience, 
exhibiting a complete disregard for fundamental fairness. 

IV. CLAIM FOR RELIEF: VIOLATION OF PROCEDURAL DUE PROCESS UNDER 42 
U.S.C. § 1983 

10.​Defendant, acting under color of state law as a judicial officer, deprived Plaintiff of 
his right to procedural due process under the Fourteenth Amendment to the U.S. 
Constitution by denying him the opportunity to be heard in a matter affecting his 
liberty and property interests. 

11.​The right to defend oneself in court is a core component of due process, as 
established in Mathews v. Eldridge, 424 U.S. 319 (1976), requiring notice and a 
hearing appropriate to the nature of the case. Defendant's aggressive 
suppression of Plaintiff's voice violated this right egregiously. 

12.​As a direct result, Plaintiff suffered [Specify Damages, e.g., monetary losses, 
reputational harm, emotional distress], entitling him to compensatory and punitive 
damages. 

13.​Defendant's conduct was so outrageous that it warrants punitive damages to 
deter such judicial overreach in the future. 

V. PRAYER FOR RELIEF 
WHEREFORE, Plaintiff demands: 
a. Compensatory damages in the amount of $50,000; 
b. Punitive damages in the amount of $100,000; 
c. Declaratory judgment that Defendant violated Plaintiff's constitutional rights; 
d. Costs, attorney's fees (if applicable), and any other relief the Court deems just. 

 



Dated: November 24, 2025 
/s/ John Doe 
John Doe, Pro Se 
[Address] 
[Phone] 
[Email] 

JURY DEMAND 
Plaintiff demands a trial by jury on all issues so triable. 
/s/ John Doe 
 

 



APPEALS 
 
What is an Appeal? 
An appeal is a legal process where a higher court reviews the decision of a lower court 
(typically a trial court) to determine if there were errors in the application of law, 
procedure, or interpretation that affected the outcome. It is not a retrial or an opportunity 
to present new evidence, witnesses, or reargue the facts of the case—appellate courts 
generally focus on whether the lower court followed the law correctly, based on the 
existing record. Appeals ensure fairness and consistency in the judicial system but are 
limited to specific grounds. 
 
Appeals are a wholly separate process from the original trial or hearing. They involve 
new filings, briefs, and potentially oral arguments in a different court, which can 
significantly extend the timeline of a case—often by months or years—and increase 
costs due to additional fees, preparation time, and potential need for transcripts or legal 
research. For instance, while a trial might resolve in weeks or months, an appeal could 
add 1-2 years or more, with expenses for filing (e.g., $505 federal docket fee) and 
record preparation running into thousands. This extension can prolong uncertainty, 
especially in family law matters like custody or support, and may require staying 
enforcement of the lower court's ruling via a motion for stay. 

What is Appealable? 
Not every court decision is immediately appealable; generally, only "final judgments" 
that resolve all issues in a case can be appealed as of right. Interim or "interlocutory" 
orders (e.g., discovery rulings or temporary injunctions) are typically not appealable 
unless they meet specific criteria, such as under 28 U.S.C. § 1292 for federal courts, 
which allows appeals for certain orders like those involving injunctions or controlling 
questions of law. In criminal cases, convictions or sentences are appealable, but 
acquittals often are not (to avoid double jeopardy). State laws vary, but common 
appealable matters include final divorces, child custody determinations, or civil verdicts. 
Always check jurisdictional rules, as missing deadlines (e.g., 30 days in many courts) 
can forfeit the right to appeal. 

Standard Process for a Federal Appeal 
Federal appeals follow the Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure (FRAP) and are typically heard by 
one of the 13 U.S. Courts of Appeals. The process is structured and time-sensitive. 
 
 
 



Step Description Timeline (Approximate) 

1. Notice of 
Appeal 

File a notice with the district court 
clerk, specifying the judgment and 
parties. Pay fees or apply for in 
forma pauperis (IFP) status if pro 
se. 

Within 30 days of final 
judgment (60 if U.S. 
government involved). 

2. Record 
Preparation 

Order transcripts and compile the 
record on appeal (evidence, filings 
from trial). 

14-40 days after notice. 

3. Briefing Appellant files opening brief (legal 
arguments); appellee responds; 
appellant may reply. 

40 days for opening; 30 for 
response; 21 for reply. 

4. Oral 
Argument (if 
granted) 

Panel of three judges hears 
arguments (not always; many 
decided on briefs). 

Scheduled after briefing, often 
months later. 

5. Decision Court issues opinion: affirm, 
reverse, remand, etc. 

Weeks to months after 
argument. 

6. Further 
Review 

Petition for rehearing or en banc 
review; appeal to Supreme Court via 
certiorari. 

14-90 days post-decision. 

 



Standard Process for a State Appeal 
State appeals vary by jurisdiction but generally mirror federal processes, handled by 
intermediate appellate courts (e.g., Appellate Court of Maryland) or directly to the state 
supreme court in some states. Rules are in state appellate procedure codes. 

Step Description Timeline (Approximate, Varies by State) 

1. Notice of 
Appeal 

File with trial court clerk; 
serve parties. 

30 days from final judgment (e.g., Indiana, 
California). 

2. Record and 
Transcripts 

Prepare clerk's record 
and request transcripts 
if needed. 

30-60 days. 

3. Briefing Appellant brief; appellee 
response; reply. 

30-60 days per brief. 

4. Oral 
Argument 

If scheduled, argue 
before panel. 

Months after briefing. 

5. Decision Written opinion issued. Varies; often 90-180 days. 

6. Further 
Appeal 

To state supreme court 
(discretionary in many 
states). 

30 days for petition. 

How the Process Changes from District/Trial to Appellate to Supreme Court 
●​ District/Trial Court: This is the entry level where facts are established through 

evidence, witnesses, and trials. Decisions are made by a judge or jury, focusing 
on fact-finding and initial application of law. No prior record review; it's the 
"original" proceeding. 

●​ Appellate Court: Shifts to review of the trial record for legal errors. No new 
evidence; emphasis on briefs and arguments. Panels of judges (usually 3) 
decide, with deference to trial findings (e.g., "abuse of discretion" standard). 
More formal, less fact-oriented. 

●​ Supreme Court (State or U.S.): Highly discretionary—cases are selected via 
petition for certiorari (U.S. Supreme Court grants ~1% of petitions). Focus on 
broad legal questions of national importance, not individual errors. Nine justices 
review; oral arguments common for granted cases. Decisions set precedents. 
Process is even more selective and time-intensive, often 1-2 years. 



What Actions Can an Appeals Court Decide to Take? 
Appellate courts have several options based on their review: 

Action Description 

Affirm Uphold the lower court's decision in full. 

Reverse Overturn the decision, potentially entering a new judgment. 

Remand Send back to lower court for further proceedings (e.g., new trial or 
reconsideration). 

Modify Alter the judgment (e.g., reduce damages or sentence). 

Vacate Nullify the decision, often with remand. 

Dismiss Reject the appeal for procedural reasons (e.g., untimely). 

Decisions are often in written opinions, which may be published for precedent. 

Common Reasons or Examples for Appeals 
Appeals must be based on specific "grounds," not just disagreement with the outcome. 
Examples include: 

●​ Legal errors: Misapplication of law (e.g., wrong statute in a custody ruling). 
●​ Procedural mistakes: Improper evidence admission or jury instructions. 
●​ Abuse of discretion: Unreasonable rulings (e.g., denying a continuance unfairly). 
●​ Constitutional violations: Denial of due process or rights. 
●​ Insufficient evidence: Verdict not supported by facts (rare, as deference given to 

trial court). 
●​ Juror misconduct or new evidence (in limited cases). 

Non-Precedential Decisions 
Non-precedential decisions, also known as unpublished opinions or non-precedential 
opinions, are court rulings that do not establish binding legal precedent for future cases. 
Unlike precedential (or published) decisions, which courts must follow under the 
doctrine of stare decisis (adhering to prior rulings for consistency), non-precedential 
ones are typically issued for routine or fact-specific cases that do not involve novel legal 
questions or significant public interest. They allow appellate courts to resolve disputes 
efficiently without cluttering legal databases with binding authority that might not broadly 
apply. These decisions are common in U.S. federal and state appellate courts, where a 
majority of opinions (up to 80-90% in some circuits) may be designated as 
non-precedential. 



While non-precedential, these opinions are often publicly available online through court 
websites, Westlaw, LexisNexis, or free resources like Google Scholar, but they carry no 
mandatory weight. Rules on their use vary: In federal courts, Federal Rule of Appellate 
Procedure 32.1 allows citation of unpublished opinions issued after January 1, 2007, but 
only for persuasive value (e.g., to show similar reasoning in analogous cases), not as 
binding precedent. Some states, like Pennsylvania, permit citation of non-precedential 
decisions filed after May 1, 2019, for persuasion, while others (e.g., Minnesota) limit 
them to narrow uses like law of the case or res judicata. Critics argue that over-reliance 
on non-precedential opinions can lead to inconsistencies, reduced accountability, and 
challenges in predicting legal outcomes, potentially increasing litigation. 

Key Differences Between Precedential and Non-Precedential Decisions 
To clarify, here's a comparison table: 

Aspect Precedential Decisions Non-Precedential Decisions 

Binding 
Effect 

Must be followed by lower 
courts in the same jurisdiction 
(stare decisis). 

No binding authority; persuasive at 
best. 

Publication Published in official reporters 
(e.g., U.S. Reports, Federal 
Reporter) and widely cited. 

Often unpublished or marked as 
"unpublished"; available but not in 
bound volumes. 

Purpose Resolve novel issues, clarify 
law, or have broad impact. 

Handle routine appeals without 
creating new law. 

Citation 
Rules 

Freely cited as authority. Citation allowed in many courts but 
only for persuasion; some 
jurisdictions restrict or prohibit. 

Examples Landmark cases like Brown v. 
Board of Education (U.S. 
Supreme Court). 

Routine denials of appeals in 
contract disputes or minor 
procedural matters. 

Tips for Novice Pro Se Litigants 
As a pro se (self-represented) litigant, appeals demand strict adherence to 
rules—courts hold you to the same standards as attorneys. Key advice: Meet all 
deadlines rigorously (use calendars); thoroughly review court rules and forms (e.g., via 
uscourts.gov for federal). Focus briefs on legal errors, not emotions; cite precedents.  



 
Consider requesting in forma pauperis, “in the manner of a pauper” or “IFP” to waive 
fees if low-income. Appeals are rarely won (~10-20% success rate), so evaluate merits 
first—frivolous ones can lead to sanctions. Document everything and prepare for 
delays. This is general info; consult local rules for your case. 

Relevance to Pro Se Litigants in Family Law 
In family law cases (e.g., divorce, custody, or support appeals), non-precedential 
decisions often arise in state appellate courts where many rulings are fact-driven and 
not intended to set statewide policy. As a pro se litigant, you might encounter them 
during legal research—use them to support arguments by analogy (e.g., "In a similar 
unpublished case, the court reasoned..."), but always prioritize precedential authority. 
Check your jurisdiction's rules: For instance, if appealing a family court order, a 
non-precedential opinion from the same appellate division could persuasively illustrate 
errors like abuse of discretion. 

Additional Tips for Novice Pro Se Litigants 
●​ Research Tools: You can access non-precedential opinions via court dockets, 

PACER (for federal), or state portals just like binding decisions. Free sites like 
Caselaw Access Project or RECAP can help, but verify currency. 

●​ Strategic Use: Cite them sparingly—judges may view over-reliance as weak 
research. Always note their non-binding status (e.g., "For persuasive purposes 
only..."). 

●​ Potential Pitfalls: These decisions might not reflect the full law, as they're often 
shorter and less detailed. Cross-reference with statutes and precedential cases. 

●​ Designation Process: Courts decide at issuance if a decision is 
non-precedential; parties can sometimes request publication, but it's rare. 

●​ Evolving Rules: Some courts are moving toward more transparency, but 
restrictions persist. If your appeal results in a non-precedential opinion, it limits its 
future impact but resolves your case. 

This overview is general; rules differ by court (e.g., federal circuits vary slightly). For 
your specific case, review local appellate rules or consult legal aid. 

 



MOCK SUPPORT ORDER APPEAL 
 

IN THE COURT OF APPEALS OF [STATE, e.g., CALIFORNIA] 

JOHN DOE, 

Appellant, 
v. 

JANE DOE, 

Respondent. 
 

APPEAL FROM THE SUPERIOR COURT OF [COUNTY] COUNTY 
Honorable [Judge's Name], Judge 
Case No. [Fictional Case Number: FL-12345] 

 

APPELLANT'S OPENING BRIEF 

I. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF ISSUES 
This appeal arises from a child support order issued by the Superior Court on [Fictional 
Date: October 15, 2025], requiring Appellant John Doe to pay $2,500 per month in child 
support to Respondent Jane Doe. The trial court willfully ignored admissible business 
records evidence demonstrating Appellant's reduced income due to business 
downturns, thereby maintaining an unreasonably high support obligation. This 
evidentiary error, coupled with the resulting oppressive order, violates Appellant's 
substantive due process rights under the Fourteenth Amendment by imposing a 
financial burden that prevents him from meeting basic living expenses, thus infringing 
on his dignity of life and right to non-oppressive judicial orders. 
The issues presented are: 

1.​ Did the trial court abuse its discretion by ignoring hearsay-exempt business 
records evidence, leading to an erroneous support calculation? 

2.​ Does the support order violate Appellant's substantive due process rights by 
being unduly oppressive and preventing payment of regular expenses? 

Appellant requests that this Court reverse the support order and remand for 
recalculation based on the full evidentiary record.  



II. STATEMENT OF JURISDICTION 
This Court has jurisdiction pursuant to [State Statute, e.g., California Code of Civil 
Procedure § 904.1], as this is an appeal from a final order in a family law proceeding 
affecting child support. The order was entered on [October 15, 2025], and notice of 
appeal was timely filed on [November 10, 2025]. 

III. STATEMENT OF THE CASE AND FACTS 
The parties were divorced on [Fictional Date: January 1, 2024], with Respondent 
awarded primary custody of their minor child. On [August 1, 2025], Respondent filed a 
motion to modify child support upward based on alleged increases in Appellant's 
income. At the hearing on [October 1, 2025], Appellant presented business records from 
his company, including profit-and-loss statements and tax returns for 2024-2025, 
showing a 40% income decline due to market conditions. These records were 
authenticated by Appellant's accountant and qualified under the business records 
exception to hearsay ([e.g., Federal Rule of Evidence 803(6) or state equivalent]), as 
they were kept in the regular course of business. 
 
Despite proper foundation, the trial judge dismissed the evidence as "unreliable 
hearsay" without explanation, relying solely on outdated 2023 income data provided by 
Respondent. This resulted in an order of $2,500 monthly support, far exceeding 
Appellant's current net income of $3,000 per month after taxes and business expenses. 
Appellant testified that this leaves him unable to cover rent ($1,200), utilities ($300), 
food ($500), and other necessities, forcing reliance on credit and risking homelessness. 
The court ignored this testimony, stating the order was "in the child's best interest" 
without addressing Appellant's hardship. 

IV. STANDARD OF REVIEW 
Child support orders are reviewed for abuse of discretion, but evidentiary rulings are 
reviewed de novo if they involve legal errors, such as misapplication of hearsay rules. 
Constitutional claims, including due process violations, are reviewed de novo. 

V. ARGUMENT 

A. The Trial Court Abused Its Discretion by Willfully Ignoring Hearsay-Exempt 
Business Records Evidence, Resulting in an Unreasonably High Support Order 
The trial court's refusal to consider Appellant's business records constitutes reversible 
error. Under [e.g., FRE 803(6) or state rule], business records are exempt from hearsay 
exclusion if they are made at or near the time by someone with knowledge, kept in the 
regular course of business, and the opponent does not show untrustworthiness. 



Appellant's records met these criteria: They were prepared contemporaneously by his 
accountant, part of standard business practices, and unchallenged for trustworthiness. 
Respondent offered no rebuttal, yet the court summarily ignored them, basing the order 
on stale evidence.  
 
This procedural error skewed the income calculation, violating [state child support 
guidelines, e.g., requiring consideration of current financial circumstances]. Had the 
evidence been admitted, support would be reduced to approximately $1,200, aligning 
with Appellant's actual income. This abuse of discretion warrants reversal. 

B. The Support Order Violates Appellant's Substantive Due Process Rights by 
Imposing an Oppressive Burden That Infringes on His Dignity of Life and Ability 
to Meet Regular Expenses 
The order also offends substantive due process under the Fourteenth Amendment, 
which protects against arbitrary government actions that shock the conscience or 
interfere with fundamental rights, including the right to maintain a basic standard of 
living without undue oppression. By ignoring evidence of Appellant's reduced income, 
the court imposed a support amount consuming over 80% of his earnings, leaving 
insufficient funds for essentials like housing and food. This renders Appellant unable to 
sustain a dignified life, akin to cases where excessive fines or penalties violate due 
process by creating undue hardship. 
 
Family courts must balance child welfare with parental rights, but here, the order is 
punitive and irrational, shocking the conscience. Appellant seeks not evasion but 
fairness; the order deprives him of property (income) without substantive justification, 
violating his right to non-oppressive judicial mandates. Reversal is required to prevent 
this constitutional infringement. 

VI. CONCLUSION 
For the foregoing reasons, Appellant respectfully requests that this Court reverse the 
trial court's child support order and remand the case for a new hearing with proper 
consideration of all admissible evidence and due process protections. 
Dated: [November 24, 2025] 
/s/ John Doe 
John Doe, Appellant Pro Se 
[Address] 
[Phone] 
[Email] 
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/s/ John Doe 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that on [November 24, 2025], a copy of this brief was served on Respondent via 
[method, e.g., email or mail, carrier pidgeon]. 
/s/ John Doe 

 



 
AFFIDAVIT AND DISCLAIMER 

What is an Affidavit? 
An affidavit is a voluntary written statement of facts made by an individual (the affiant or 
declarant) under oath or affirmation, sworn before a notary public, court officer, or other 
authorized person. It serves as a form of evidence or testimony, typically used to 
support motions, applications, or other court filings without requiring live testimony in 
court. Affidavits must be based on the affiant's personal knowledge or belief, and they 
are signed under penalty of perjury, making them legally equivalent to sworn oral 
testimony. In some contexts, such as federal proceedings, a declaration (under 28 
U.S.C. § 1746) can serve a similar purpose without notarization, simply requiring a 
statement that the contents are true under penalty of perjury. 

Requirements of an Affidavit 
Affidavits must meet specific formal and substantive criteria to be valid and admissible 
in court. These vary slightly by jurisdiction (e.g., state vs. federal rules), but common 
requirements include: 

Requirement Description 

Personal 
Knowledge 

The statements must be based on facts within the affiant's direct 
knowledge or observation, not hearsay or speculation. If based on 
belief, it must state the grounds for that belief. 

Swearing or 
Affirmation 

The affiant must swear or affirm the truth of the contents before a 
notary public or authorized officer (e.g., judge or clerk). For 
affirmations or declarations, no notary is needed if it includes a 
perjury clause like: "I declare under penalty of perjury that the 
foregoing is true and correct." 

Structure and 
Content 

Must include a caption with case details (e.g., court name, parties, 
docket number), a title (e.g., "Affidavit in Support of Motion"), 
numbered paragraphs stating facts clearly and concisely (no legal 
arguments), and any attached exhibits. End with the affiant's 
signature, printed name, date, and notary seal if required. 

Voluntariness 
and Capacity 

The affiant must be competent (e.g., of sound mind, over 18 or 
emancipated) and make the statement voluntarily, without coercion. 



Filing and 
Service 

Often must be filed with the court and served on opposing parties, 
especially when supporting motions. In some courts, electronic 
signatures or filings are allowed. 

Failure to meet these can result in the affidavit being rejected or stricken from the 
record. 

Affidavits: Clarifying How To Transform Statements into Sworn Evidence 

In legal proceedings, an affidavit elevates a simple document into admissible 
evidence by turning it into a sworn written statement, verified under oath or 
penalty of perjury. To convert any factual declaration (e.g., a personal account of 
events or financial details) into an affidavit, you must append specific language 
attesting to its truthfulness, sign it, and typically have it notarized. The core 
addition is a "jurat" or verification clause, such as: "I, [Your Name], declare under 
penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct to the best of my 
knowledge. Executed on [Date] at [Location]." This invokes legal consequences 
for falsehoods, per statutes like 18 Pa.C.S. § 4904 in Pennsylvania (unsworn 
falsification) or 28 U.S.C. § 1746 federally for unsworn declarations. Follow with 
your signature, printed name, and contact info. For full effect, a notary public 
witnesses your oath, adding their certification: "Sworn to and subscribed before 
me this [Date] by [Your Name]. [Notary Signature, Seal, Commission Expiration]." 
This simple formula—facts + verification + signature + notarization—makes your 
document court-ready, but try to tailor to jurisdiction.  It’s ultimately your best tool 
for asserting truth without testimony. 

 



Penalties for False Reporting on an Affidavit 
Making false statements in an affidavit is considered perjury, a serious criminal offense, 
as affidavits are sworn under oath and treated as testimony. Penalties vary by 
jurisdiction and the materiality of the falsehood but can include: 

Penalty Type Description 

Criminal 
Charges 

Perjury is often a felony, punishable by fines (up to $10,000 or 
more) and imprisonment (1-5 years or longer, depending on 
state/federal law). For example, under 18 U.S.C. § 1621 (federal 
perjury), penalties include up to 5 years in prison. 

Civil Sanctions Courts may impose fines, dismiss the case, strike the affidavit, or 
award costs/attorney fees to the opposing party. In discovery 
contexts, false affidavits can lead to default judgments or claim 
dismissals under rules like Fed. R. Civ. P. 37. 

Other 
Consequences 

Professional repercussions (e.g., bar discipline for attorneys), 
impeachment in trial (using the false affidavit to discredit the 
witness), or dismissal of related applications (e.g., in forma 
pauperis status revoked). 

Note that minor inaccuracies may not trigger penalties if not willful or material, but 
intentional falsehoods are prosecuted vigorously. 

 



Advantages of Using an Affidavit as a Pro Se Litigant 
For self-represented (pro se) litigants, affidavits offer practical benefits in navigating 
court proceedings without an attorney: 

Advantage Description 

Cost-Effective 
Evidence 
Presentation 

Allows submission of sworn facts to support motions (e.g., 
summary judgment, discovery disputes) without needing live 
witnesses or court appearances, saving time and money on 
travel or subpoenas. 

Accessibility and 
Simplicity 

Declarations or affirmations often don't require a notary, making 
them easier to prepare from home or prison. Pro se manuals 
(e.g., from federal courts) provide templates, reducing barriers 
for those without legal training. 

Support for Key 
Applications 

Essential for in forma pauperis (IFP) waivers, counsel requests, 
or service proofs, enabling pro se litigants to proceed without 
upfront fees or legal help. 

Flexibility in 
Filings 

Can be used in complaints, oppositions, or replies to establish 
facts, helping build a case record. In limited-scope 
arrangements, they facilitate partial attorney assistance for pro 
se parties. 

Evidentiary 
Weight 

Provides a sworn record that courts can rely on, potentially 
strengthening pro se arguments in motions or appeals where 
resources are limited. 

Overall, affidavits empower pro se litigants by formalizing their statements as evidence, 
but they must be truthful to avoid severe repercussions. This is general information; 
consult local court rules for specifics. 
 
Affidavit vs. Testimony 
An affidavit is a written statement of facts made voluntarily by an individual (the affiant), 
sworn or affirmed under oath, and typically signed before a notary public or authorized 
officer outside of court. It serves as a substitute for oral testimony in certain contexts, 
such as supporting motions or applications, and must be based on personal knowledge. 
Testimony, on the other hand, refers to a verbal statement of facts given under oath or 
affirmation, usually in a courtroom during a trial, hearing, or deposition, where the 
witness can be questioned in real-time. While both are sworn and carry legal weight, 



affidavits are static documents, whereas testimony is dynamic and subject to immediate 
scrutiny. 
 
The key differences lie in their form, use, and evidentiary strength, especially in court 
proceedings. Affidavits are often used for preliminary matters or when live appearance 
is impractical, but they may not be admissible at trial due to the opposing party's right to 
cross-examination under the Confrontation Clause (in criminal cases) or hearsay rules. 
Testimony, being live, allows for credibility assessment and probing questions, making it 
generally stronger evidence. 
 
Here's a comparison table for clarity: 

Aspect Affidavit Testimony 

Form Written document, signed and notarized 
or declared under penalty of perjury. 

Verbal statement given 
in person, under oath in 
court or deposition. 

Setting Prepared outside court; no real-time 
interaction. 

Delivered in court, 
hearing, or deposition 
with potential for 
questioning. 

Admissibility Often admissible for motions, warrants, or 
preliminary hearings, but generally not at 
trial unless exceptions apply (e.g., small 
claims, agreements, or unavailable 
witness). 

Fully admissible as 
direct evidence, subject 
to cross-examination. 

Strength Supplementary; may be seen as less 
credible without cross-exam opportunity. 

Stronger, as 
judges/juries can assess 
demeanor and respond 
to questions. 

Purpose Supports filings like motions, affidavits of 
service, or evidence in non-trial settings. 

Primary evidence in 
trials or hearings; can 
include direct, cross, or 
redirect examination. 

Penalties for 
Falsehood 

Perjury charges, as it's sworn. Perjury charges for lying 
under oath. 



Methods to Turn an Affidavit into Testimony on the Record 
Converting an affidavit into testimony "on the record" means incorporating its contents 
into the official court transcript as sworn evidence, often to make it subject to 
cross-examination or to strengthen its weight. This is not always straightforward, as 
affidavits are hearsay if offered for the truth of the matter asserted, but several methods 
exist depending on the jurisdiction and proceeding type (e.g., civil, criminal, or family 
court). Always check local rules (e.g., Federal Rules of Evidence or state equivalents) 
and consult precedents like those under FRE 803 for exceptions. Pro se litigants should 
file motions in advance if needed. 
Common methods include: 
 

1.​ Adoption by the Affiant During Live Testimony: Have the affiant (witness) 
take the stand, swear under oath, and affirm the affidavit's contents. For 
example: "I affirm that the statements in my affidavit dated [date] are true and 
correct." This "adopts" the affidavit as testimony, allowing cross-examination. 
Courts may then admit it as evidence. Useful in non-jury trials or hearings where 
the witness is under your control. 

2.​ Introducing as an Exhibit with Foundation: Mark the affidavit as an exhibit 
during a hearing or trial. Lay foundation by having a witness (often the affiant) 
testify to its authenticity and relevance (e.g., "This is my affidavit; I signed it under 
oath"). Ask the court to admit it into evidence. Steps include: Identify the exhibit, 
authenticate it, show relevance, and move for admission. For business records or 
official affidavits, use self-authentication rules. 

3.​ By Agreement or Stipulation: In civil cases, parties may agree to admit the 
affidavit in lieu of live testimony, especially if the witness is unavailable. File a 
stipulation motion; some courts allow this to streamline proceedings. 

4.​ In Preliminary or Non-Trial Contexts: Affidavits can stand as testimony in 
motions (e.g., summary judgment), preliminary hearings, or grand juries without 
further steps, as cross-exam isn't always required. In some jurisdictions, like 
small claims, affidavits are routinely accepted as evidence. 

5.​ Affidavit of Evidence-in-Chief (AEIC): In certain systems (e.g., some 
international or specialized courts), prepare an AEIC as the primary direct 
testimony, then have the witness affirm it on the stand for cross-examination. 

As a pro se litigant, prepare by attaching the affidavit to your motion, noticing the affiant 
as a witness, and practicing the foundational questions. Objections (e.g., hearsay) may 
arise, so argue exceptions like unavailability (FRE 804). If denied, preserve the issue for 
appeal by making an offer of proof. This process enhances the affidavit's reliability but 
requires court approval. 
 



MOCK AFFIDAVIT 
AFFIDAVIT OF MOSLY GOOD 

STATE OF [STATE, e.g., CALIFORNIA] 
COUNTY OF [COUNTY, e.g., LOS ANGELES] 
 
I, Mosly Good, being of sound mind and over the age of 18, do hereby swear or affirm 
under penalty of perjury that the following statements are true and correct based on my 
personal knowledge: 
 

1.​ My name is Mosly Good, and I reside at [Fictional Address: 123 Elm Street, 
Anytown, CA 90001]. I am a neighbor and acquaintance of Deserve Moore and 
have known the family for approximately five years. 

2.​ On or about [Fictional Date: October 15, 2025], at approximately 7:00 PM, I was 
visiting the home of Deserve Moore at [Fictional Address: 456 Oak Avenue, 
Anytown, CA 90001] for a neighborhood gathering. 

3.​ During the evening, I personally observed Deserve Moore consuming several 
alcoholic beverages, including at least three glasses of wine and two mixed 
drinks, over a period of about two hours. Based on my observations, Deserve 
Moore appeared tipsy, exhibiting signs such as slurred speech, unsteady gait, 
and flushed face. 

4.​ At around 9:00 PM, I witnessed Deserve Moore snap angrily at the children 
present, [Fictional Names: Child A (age 8) and Child B (age 6)], who are Deserve 
Moore's minor children. Specifically, Deserve Moore raised their voice, shouting 
phrases like "Shut up and go to your room!" and "You're ruining everything!" 
without apparent provocation, as the children were simply playing quietly in the 
living room. 

5.​ The children reacted with visible distress: Child A began crying and hid behind a 
couch, while Child B appeared frightened, trembling and clinging to a nearby 
adult. This incident caused severe emotional distress to the children, as 
evidenced by their immediate tears, withdrawal, and subsequent reluctance to 
interact with Deserve Moore for the remainder of the evening. 

6.​ I have no personal interest in the outcome of any related proceedings and am 
providing this affidavit voluntarily to report what I observed. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of [State] that the 
foregoing is true and correct. 
 
Executed on this [Date: November 24, 2025], at [City, State: Anytown, California]. 
/s/ Mosly Good 
Mosly Good 



SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me this [Date: November 24, 2025], by Mosly 
Good, who is personally known to me or who has produced [Type of ID: Driver's 
License] as identification. 
[Notary Seal] 
/s/ [Notary Name] 
Notary Public 
My Commission Expires: [Date] 
 
(the notary has a stamp, so they hand write some things in the “Subscribed and Sworn 
to” section and then they stamp it.  Usually costs $5 for the notary and $5 as a service 
fee) 

 



Disclaimer 
 
A disclaimer is a formal statement or clause that denies, renounces, or limits 
responsibility, liability, rights, or obligations in a given context. It serves as a protective 
mechanism to clarify intentions, mitigate risks, or disclaim warranties, often appearing in 
contracts, websites, products, or legal documents to prevent misunderstandings or 
lawsuits. Generally in law, disclaimers are used to limit exposure: For example, in 
consumer products (e.g., "use at your own risk" warnings), intellectual property (e.g., 
copyright disclaimers denying endorsement), or contracts (e.g., "as is" clauses waiving 
implied warranties under the Uniform Commercial Code). They must be clear, 
conspicuous, and not against public policy to be enforceable; otherwise, courts may 
void them if deceptive or unconscionable. 
 
Specifically in affidavits—sworn written statements used as evidence in 
court—disclaimers qualify or limit the affiant's assertions to avoid overstatement or 
perjury risks. Common examples include phrases like "to the best of my knowledge and 
belief" or "based on information and belief," which disclaim absolute certainty, 
acknowledging potential incompleteness while affirming good-faith accuracy. This 
protects the affiant by narrowing the scope (e.g., in a financial affidavit disclaiming 
undisclosed assets) and enhances credibility by showing transparency. Courts value 
such disclaimers as they align with evidentiary rules requiring reliability, but excessive 
ones might weaken the affidavit's weight if they undermine its probative value. 
 
Here’s the disclaimer that I commonly use on every affidavit I submit- 

 



DISCLAIMER 
 

I am not an expert in the law however I do know right from wrong.  If there is any man or 
woman damaged by any statements herein, if he will inform me by facts I will sincerely 
make every effort to amend my ways.  I hereby and herein reserve the right to amend 
and make amendments to this document as necessary, in order that the truth may be 
ascertained and proceedings justly determined.  If the parties given notice by means of 
this document have information that would controvert and overcome this Affidavit, 
please advise me IN WRITTEN AFFIDAVIT FORM within ten (10) days from receipt 
hereof, providing me with your counter affidavit, proving with particularity by stating all 
requisite actual evidentiary fact and all requisite actual law, and not merely the ultimate 
facts or conclusions of law, that this Affidavit Statement is substantially and materially 
false sufficiently to change materially my status and factual declarations.  Your silence 
stands as consent to, and tacit approval of, the declarations herein being established as 
fact of the matter of law.  Any statement made about any portion of this document being 
incorrect will necessarily indicate that you believe all remaining portions of the 
document to be true to the best of your knowledge.  
 
Pursuant to 28 USC Section 1746(1) 
“.. any matter is required or permitted to be supported, evidenced, established, or 
proved by the sworn declaration, verification, certificate, statement, oath, or affidavit, in 
writing of the person making the same, such matter may, with like force and effect, be 
supported, evidenced, establish, or proved by the unsworn declaration, certificate, 
verification, or statement, in writing of such person which is subscribed by him, as true 
under penalty of perjury, and dated, in substantially the following form.. 
 
(1)If executed without the United States: “I declare (or certify, verify, or state) under 
penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America that the foregoing is 
true and correct. Executed on (date). 
(Signature)”. 
(2)If executed within the United States, its territories, possessions, or commonwealths: 
“I declare (or certify, verify, or state) under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true 
and correct. Executed on (date). 
(Signature)”. 
 

 



Wombo Combo of Affidavit and Disclaimer 
 
You may have missed one of the most bad ass pieces that I attach to everything that I 
write.  Whereas an attorney will file a motion without any personal knowledge of 
anything being discussed and literally every word out of their mouth is nothing but 
hearsay. I am a man swearing upon the penalty of perjury that what I’m saying is true.  
That puts us in different categories, especially if I have a moment during a live hearing 
to upgrade my Affidavit into Testimony on the record by swearing to it during the 
hearing. 
 
So, your wife has this unscrupulous attorney speaking hearsay into the void, and I have 
an Affidavit sworn under Penalty of Perjury putting my position on the record as 
testimony in one big chunk (write a 20 page brief as an affidavit and swear to it all at 
once on the record as if read in full herein). This is true too of the prosecuting attorney 
like the DA.  Was she there when the bike was allegedly stolen?  Was she there when 
you were drunk in the park?  It’s important to note that they don’t have personal 
knowledge and you can’t let them get away with speaking about your events as if they 
were there and saw the thing like a real witness.  Thus, what we’re putting on the record 
is asymmetrically valuable compared to the hearsay they typically spew. 
 
The next powerful concept is that I’m locking in counter litigants and recipients of the 
things that I write.  These people don’t want to go on record.  They’re criminals, they 
know they’re criminals, and I’m calling out their criminality.  No one wants to respond 
and if some fool does respond it’s never in the form of the legally required affidavit.  
Look at the disclaimer again, if I write an affidavit they are required to respond with an 
affidavit or else they acquiesce and they accept my document as truth.  They don’t 
respond.  They acquiesce by default and it’s clear on every document I write. 
 
When I get into Federal District Court I’ll note that every single document I’ve sent in 
has never received legal or lawful response and these criminals defaulted into accepting 
my documents as legal truth.  I don’t expect a warm welcome in Federal District Court, 
but I’d rather be going in with “they defaulted” claims than nothing. 

 



GIVE AND TAKE 
Go Forth, Have Fun Storming the Castle, and Be 

Sure to Pass this Book Around. 
 
Well, that’s what I have to share in this book.  If you’re new to this and you’ve read this 
thing all the way through you’re probably 1000X more prepared then you were when 
you were first served. 
 

We talk about a little bit of offense, but the next book is really going to go into higher 
legal detail and scrutiny on your rights, which will dovetail nicely into your ability to sue 
these bastards into federal oblivion. 
 

One piece I haven’t really spoken about is that in long legal matters like custody and 
support you’re going to be going back and forth fairly frequently in a high conflict 
divorce.  So, if you have to eat a loss don’t dwell on it for too long.  First, you’re new and 
this is a meat grinder screwing with novice Pro Se litigants.  Don’t feel too bad if you 
start by getting wrecked by some cartel asshat assigning a shitty order.  Take the L, 
start planning your come back, send in all kinds of nasty letters and complaints, do the 
South Park Meme of “I didn’t hear no bell” get back up and take another shot. 
 

I guess lastly I want to reiterate that even though this entire book is about legal fighting I 
wouldn’t encourage anyone to go down this route.  It is infinitely better for your life and 
your finances to find a common ground and navigate to private settlement.  This book is 
really written for the bros out there whose wives won’t allow that to happen, where these 
ladies know how corrupt the courts are and choose to litigate claims to get asymmetric 
outcomes, and aren’t expecting your dumb ass to know how to deal with it. 
 

Well… now you do.  You write mean letters.  You accuse people of crimes.  You 
research law night and day.  You get upset, feel intense pain, and stretch your mind, 
knowledge, and spirit past the point of recognition and to the point of original 
remembrance.  I can’t stress enough that this process is ugly and painful, which is part 
of why it’s so important that as you go along you get rest, reduce stress, and try to have 
fun with this process wherever possible.  It’s cool to watch a judge crash out.  It’s 
awesome to watch your wife’s jaw drop.  It’s a luxury to get a 10 year younger girlfriend.  
So, just make sure you’re having fun while painfully expanding your consciousness. 
 
This book is free, but I have one small request.  Send it to your friends.  If you feel like 
you got some good value from the book, take a second and put the PDF or 
blackcollarcartel.com website in an email and let’s help another brother fight the cartel.

http://blackcollarcartel.com


ABOUT THE AUTHOR 
Blair Reich is a fundamentally flawed human who has spent five years battling his 
darling wife and a Black Collar Cartel at the COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
LANCASTER COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA.  He’s a PhD Chemist so he has that going for 
him.  Since graduating, working, and teaching in his studied field he switched careers to 
operating cryptocurrency based games and game platforms.  Yeah, it’s been grueling 
getting his teeth kicked in repeatedly via court and crypto for a number of years. 

He suffered from alcohol induced bipolar disorder from approximately 2006 to October 
19th, 2015 when he experienced a spontaneous remission and something like a new 
start in life.  He has since adopted the pseudonym Aggroed Lighthacker and typically 
addresses himself to friends as “aggy” or as “Blair” for government and commercial 
agents.  His old crew knows him as Jesse. 

He has had mixed experience in court and has managed periods of time where he has 
shared legal and physical custody of his three children with his first and current wife, but 
has also experienced three separate periods where she’s been able to take unilateral 
custody of the kids with the unlawful, unconstitutional, and treasonous actions of the 
Lancaster Judiciary.  That said judiciary have recused themselves of his legal affairs 
after he presented criminal complaints of aiding and abetting kidnapping.  Now he gets 
to face an out of county retired senior judge who was hand picked by the Chief Justice 
of the Pennsylvania Supreme Court making him her directly appointed agent. 

You’d think the rather extensive number of personal flaws leading to deep personal 
failings may prohibit this author from any sanctuary by Grace; however, it turns out the 
deep flaws are actually prerequisites and the minimum criteria necessary for Grace to 
freely flow.  This author is knowingly and presently serving our Heavenly Father and 
faithfully partaking in a mission to bring about seismic change to free fathers from this 
treasonous hellscape and unceremoniously buried mass grave of due process 
violations and acts of treason. 
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	Provisional or Interim Remedies 
	In addition to these, courts may grant hybrid or specialized relief, such as restitution (repaying unjust gains, overlapping with damages or equitable remedies) or, in family/divorce cases, orders for child custody, spousal support, property division, or protective orders—which often combine equitable and declaratory elements.  
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	FOIA REQUEST 
	Here’s a letter I wrote to Federal HHS and DHS asking to investigate the treasonous cartel they were funding with inter and intrastate money sourced from Title IV-D of the Social Security Act. 
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	You have an opportunity with discovery to win your case on the facts and merits, but also to require the other litigant to put in extensive time and financial resources into meeting discovery demands.  Legal matters are a war of attrition.  You can be consumed and you can consume your opponent. 
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	Like I said above, this is more of a simple version of what they look like rather than the most extensive list you can create.  You’ll want ot visit the law library, ask the library about interrogatories commonly used for XXX matter and then read the practical guides and borrow their questions.  Sometimes you can just shoot the same set of questions the opposing litigant shoots at you back at them.  It’s a couple hours for you, but it’s $1000+ for them. 
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	SAMPLE POLICE REPORT 
	For Interference with Custody, it’s best if you can get the officer on scene and to write the report from their real time experience, but it might happen so quickly that after the event you go to the police station and file your version of events and have them take it down.  Things like this can lead to actual charges being issued, but as a man complaining about a woman I would keep your expectations for justice low.  If it’s a woman complaining about a man plan to show up in a magisterial district court to fight harassment charges. 
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