o ves excellent bit of research there. Ok here is what you are going to have to do. See I understand
their REASONING for refusing to hear your writ, however. their REASONS are not LAWFUL.
You are using this writ BECAUSE of the nature of the proceedings to come, and they are too far
away, vou want your kids back N OW. Your rights are being violated in every way, you have a
fundamental right to redress IMMEDIATELY. and the nature of the allegations being false and
the nature of the case having ZERO EVIDENCE of abuse or negleet this violation sinot
warranted not lawfiil, and not a matter for a "family court judge” to determine. There is no
provision for the DENIAL of a writ of habeus corpus writ when ong is constrained in their
freedom. You have a fundamental right to get remady NOW. IMMEDIATELY, and to demand a
supreme court justice dispense justice and undo this travesty of rights viclations in the interest of

‘_‘? justice NOW. The indwvidual responsible for explaining a rationale for refusing your writ is

guilty of deprivation of nights under color of law, THAT is the truth. YOUR RIGHT to this writ
cannot be infringad. You want to explain that you are not going to consent to grant Jjurisdiction to
the family court because there is zero evidence of any kind, not even & valid real party of interest
swearing allegations under cath, it is just an anonymous unfounded complaint. YOU have NOT
been convicted of ANY crime and you have a fundamental right to due process of law which
includes @ right to the presumption of innocenee and to not be deprived of rights or property
PRIOR to a conviction. Due process of law has already been violated and as such that is the basis
for vour writ of habgus. IT you were presume To be innocent untl PROVEN guilty, would not
have taken the children PRIOR to a conviction. THEIR policies and operating procedures DO
NOT place legitimized obligations upen YOU at all. THEIR requirement to mvestigate
anonymous complaints for example does not create an obligation upon you to open your doors to
that investigation, and anonymaus complaints certainly do not contain enough evidence to geta
warrant. What you are going to do before you go back down with your writ of habsus, is you are
going to press criminal charges against the individual that infringed your right to this writ, if
more than one you will charge them BOTH and you will add CON SPIRACY AGAINST
RIGHTS to the charges in addition to DEPRIVATION OF RIGHTS UNDER COLOR OF LAW.

You will also file criminal charges against the judge that issued the warrant 1o remove the

children if a warrant even WAS issued. You are g:)ing to take a very ageressive legal posture by
doing this and insist upon your rights. You are going to end up getting all te kids back soon after
filing these charges.

Attached is a notice you are going to use to file the charges. You will notarize the attached and
serve it upon your county sheriff by certified mail retum receipt if possible. THIS is a criminal
complaint attached, and YOU swearing these charges under oath creates 4 DUTY for them to
act, If they refuse he sheriff 1s also to be charged as a coconspirator to the violation of your
rights. You will have to modify this slightly to reflect your information but its pretty easy and [ll
look it over before you send it. Just stick to the truth and youll be fine [ will also help you with
the list of charges and against whom. We will most likely be naming MULTIPLE parties to the
charges, as well as the civil suit, so I11 help you decide what to allege against each party. As long
as you believe the accusations are true you can face no retaliation because you are acting in good
fanth.



IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF

(YOUR NAME),
Petitioner,
V.
D.CF.
{Name of agent)
Respondent.
Case No.

{Proviced by cleri of coud]

PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS
I. General Information
A Place of confinement: The United States of America
B. Petitioner's institutional address:

N/A

1. SUBJECT OF THIS PETITION
A. Indicate the type of decision or action which you are challenging:

Denial of parcle

Revocation of parole

Disciplinary matter

Revaocation of good time cradits

Detainer

Immigration or departation arder

X Other {described briefly the type of decision or action involved)

This petition for a writ of Habeus Corpus Is regarding rights violatons committed by
agents of the State under the guise of child protection known here as DCF. This writ
is proper in the equal protectons of rights and law as used in PA and NY. “The
benafit of the writ of habeas corpus is given in gl cases where any person, not
being commiited or detained for any criminal, or supposed criminal matter,” Who
“shall be confined or restrained of his or her liberty, under any color or pretence
whatsoever.” The color of law being used by D.C.F. is restraning me in my freedom
of due procass of law as well as self incrimnation.

B. Whao made the decigion or tack the action? D.C.F.
C. Date of decision or acton?
D. Was there a hearing of any kind? Yes () No (X )

ey T
E. Were you represented by counsel or a staff member at any hearing?
Yes () No(X)

D. Have you filed any previous lawsuii(s) related to your present claim?
Yes () No (X ) (NOT YET, ACIVIL SUIT AND CRIMINAL CHARGES WILL
FOLLOW THIS WRIT)



GROUNDS FOR RELIEF

A. Ground One:

«  While it is true that the use of this writis not comman practice for the
nature of this situaton it is appropriate and proper that this writ be the method for
seeking injunctive relief. | understand that equalty under and before the law is
paramount, and as such | claim the right to use this writ under equal protections, as
itis used in PA and NY “in all cases where he 's confiried or restrained of his liberty,
under any color or pretence whatsoaver” While NOT in ACTUAL confinement in a
prison, the restraint of freedom presented D.C.F. who are attempting to ntimdate
me |0 the free exercise and enjoyment of the right to refuse to be a witness against
myself, in connection ta an obviously unfounded complaint intended to harass me.

B. Ground Two:

« The intimidation of petitioner in the free exercise and enjoyment of rights
being so fundamental to the nature of freedom, this deprivation committed at the
hands of D.C.F. and the agent of that bureaucracy, has created restrants and fear
\n the exercise of basic freedoms and fundamental rights. The invest gatve efforts of
D.C.F. have crested undue harassment without ANY form of valid cause for such an
investigation. There ' absolutely ZERO evidence of any cnime. The injunctive relief
sought to prevert D.G.F. from continuing this oppressive investigation is both
appropriate and necessary ' the name of justice.

C. Ground 3:

. The third and final ground for the requested relief exists within the
elements of comus dleicti, mare accurately stated, the complete lack of asingle
alement of corpus delict. D.C.F. has ZERQ evidence of the existance of damage or
injury to person or property, and ZERO evidence of a violation of any one else’s
rights. And as such there s no redress ability for any court in this mattar. As this is
the case the investigation should be close because it was unfounded from the
beginning and s the very essence of a “false report” filed with the sole intent of
harassing me, not protecting children.

V. REQUEST FOR RELIEF

«  Inthis writ the petitioner seeks injunctive reliaf against the malicious
investigation launched by D.C.F. and the lawless behavior of it's agents who are
acting under color of law but whom have no real authority. | will not have the claim
and exercise of my fundamental rights alone be used as the basis for the State to
seize my children. My children are NOT state property in spite of any potential
agresment that may exist as | never knowingly consented to waive any rights or o
sign my children over to the State. The relief | am requesting is an injunction and
granting of this petition to relieve the restrains of my freedom put upon my by the
‘ntimidation and tactics of D.C.F. and it's agents.



VI. CONCLUSIONS

o Asthiswrit of habeus corpus is a special and extraordinary writ that s to be
granted in all cases whera one 's “confined or restrained of their freedom under any
color or pretense whatsoever”, it is both proper and necessary in the name of justice
and truth, that the requested injunctive relief be granted. THIS court has jurisdiction
as standing has bsen proven by this complaint fled under penalty of perjury alleging
all 3 elements of corpus delict against D.C.F. and it's agents. Subsequent criminal
and civil charges are going to follow once my children are protected by the
injunction and granting of this writ. It is self evident in this complaint that | have been
restrained in my freedom, and it is also self evident that the court has a duty to
remove this restrzint by granting the injunctive relief sought.

Vil. DECLARATION UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY

« |, the undersigned, declare, (swear, certify, verify AND state) under penalty of
perjury, that | am the pettioner in the above action, that | have read the above
petition and that | have personal knowledge of the infarmation contained herein and
that all statements made are true and correct to the best of my knowledge. 28 U.S.C.
§1748; 18 U.S.C. § 1621.

Signed ths ___ day of , 20

Signature of Petitioner

Notary / Seal:
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2013 No.

Supreme Court of Nova Scotia

Between:
WW Applicant
And
Minister of Community Services/Attomey General of Nova Scota Respondent
Notice for Habeas Corpls

Applicant is detained
The applicant’s offspring are detained at WWMM

The applicant’s offspring are detained by Antigonish Department of Comrmumty
Services/Minister of Community Serviees.

The app}i_cam' s offspring are detaned becauss of an application under the Nova Scota Children
and Family Services Act. Ssction 22(2)(b).(g). and (ja).

It is impossible for the applicant’s offspring to leave detention because of allegations made by an
“agent” TR with the Antigonish District Office.

Apnlicant requests review

The applicant says the detention is illegal. This Writ of Habsas Corpus 1s regarding rights
violations committed. by agsnts of the Ministry under the guise of child protection known here as
Antigonish Departm:znt of Community Services. This writ is proper in the equal protections of
rights and law. The color of law being used bY Antigonish, Depariment of Community Servicss is
restraining me in my frzedom of due process of law as well as self-incrimination. In this writ the
petifioper secks injunctive relief against the malicious invistigation launched by the Antigonish
Depurtment of Community Services and the lawless behavior of its agents who are acting under
color of law but whom have no real authority. I will not have the claim and exercise of my
fundamental rights alone be used as the basis for the Minister of Community Services 1o seize
my children. My children are NOT state property in spite of any potential agreement that may
exist as | never knowingly consentad to waive any rights or t© sign my children over 1@ the State.
The relief I am rzquesting is an injunction and granting of this application to relieve the restrains
of my freedom put upon me by the intimidation and tactizs of the Antigonish Department of
Community Services and 1ts agents.



The applicant T2quEsts an order directing the respondent receives notice of the order. to bring all
documents relating to the detention before the court.

Grounds for review
The applicant says the detention is illegal because:

1. \y’tai]e it is true that the use of this writ is not cormmen practice for the nature of this
mn_mtiom it is appropriate and propst that this writ be the method for seeking injunetve
relief, [ understand that equality under and before the law is paramount, and as such |
claim the right to use this writ under equal protections, as “in all cases where he is
confined or restrained of his liberty, under any COLOL of prelence whatsoegver . While
NOT in ACTUAL confinement in a prison, the restraint of freedom presented by
Antigonish Department of Community Services who are attempting to intimidate me in
the free exsreise and snjoyment of the rightto refussto b2 a witness agamst myself. in
connzction to an cbviously unfounded complaint intendad to harass mme.

2 The intimidation of applicant n the free exarcise and enjoyment of rights
being so fundamental t& the nature of freedom, this deprivation committed at the
hands of the Antigonish Department of Community Services and the agent of that
bureaucracy. has created restraints and fear n the exercise of basic freedoms and
fundamental rights, The invastigative efforts of e Antigonush Deparanent of
Community Services have created undue harassment without ANY form of valid cause
for such an investigation. There is absolutely ZERO avidencs of any crime. The
injunctive reliel souglht Lo prevent Antigonish Department of Community Services from
continuing this oppressive nvestigation is both appropriate and necessary in the name of
justice.

3. The third and final ground for the requested relisf exists within the elements of corpus
delicti, mors accurately stated, the complete lack of a single elemant of corpus delicti.
The Antigonish Department of Community Services has ZERO evidence of the existence

of darnage of injury to person of property. and ZERO evidence of 2 violation of anyons
lse’s rights. And as such there is no redress ability for any court in this matter. As this is
the case the investigation should be closed because it was unfounded from the beginning
and is the very essenes of a “false report™ filed with the sole intent of harassing me, ot
protecting children.

Contacting applicant ) B
The prothonotary has been informed of all means of communications with the applicant.



The authority or parsons detaining the applicant may be contacted at the place of
detention, and through other addresses, telephone numbers, fax numbers. email addresses
given to the prothenotary.

Signature
Signed ime . 2013

Signature of applicant
Print name:

Signature of agent approved by judge

Prothonotary's certificate
1 certify that this notice for habeas corpus was filed with the court on June . 2013.

2013

‘%W(’{ Promenowry



Supreme Court of Nova Sicotia

Pictou Justice Centre

69 Water Street
Phone: (802) 485-6348 P.O. Box 1750
Fax: (902)485-8334 Pictou, Nova Scotia
Canada
JUSTICE (e BOK 1HO
wAww,courts.ns.ca
June 67, 2013
Prothonotary

Antigonish Justice Centre
11 James Street
Antigonish, NS, B3J 2T7

Dear g .-f'"“"

ﬂ 7

7 " ; .
You have requested my conse nt ofyour decision to refuse filing of Notice

for Habeas Corpus by

You have advised that Associate Chief Tudge SR granted a temporary

care order, regarding TSI children , on Aprll 1
over for review in the Family Court on June 18,2013,

The Notice for Habeas Corpus requests a revi
detention of her off-spring. As this matter involves

6,2013 and set the matter

ew of what is referred to as the
the apphcant s children and is

currently before the Family Court the request for review in Supreme Court is not

appropriate under these circumstances.

Accordingly, I concur with your decision to refuse 10 file the Notice for

Habeas Corpus.

Hmej - %14
writ Aot s HY

Yours very truly,

Justice ﬁm,

Supreme Court Justice
; -
¢ E’,\-Hf-’. he‘fv St (0/”-‘4/{ b"‘f #

ol s il
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Notice 10 agent is notict to principal netice to principal is noti
natice must be registered within 10 days of reccipt and MUST
and full commercial Hability.

i S s
1. Hearing Officer Katherine Carcy 2. City of Buffalo Parkin

The charges are as follows: 1. Tmpersonating a2 judoe !
impersonating a judgc was also giving the false crecption th
was no court at all. 3. Gross negligence cqual to Traud for sus
City of Buffalo was in default upon 4. Dercliction of Duty. 3.
Couspiracy against rights. 7. Intimidauon 1 the excrcise and
law. 8. Violation of right to duc process of law, 9. Violation
pretending to be a court. 10, Additional violation of right o
motion to dismiss. and for refusing Lo make the accusced awa
the CHARGES and PROCEEDINGS against me. T was addi
means of obtaiming Witnesses in my favor nor cven able to €¢

finallv. 11. Perjury

ALL of this relates to parking citation Telating to DC
$5427663 issued 08/21/2012. The chargg is for parking witl
consent is not required o park where T was parked. The pa
though. The reason Tam filing criminal charges here is beea
lawfully and peaccfully defend fundamental rights. Durng t
manmer occurred as T did not consent The fact is that the 0¥
City of Buifalo being in DEFAULT in this matter. The tick
be ziven within a specific time frame and stated summary ji
was not gven.

Tn my responsc I did not create conilict or cven dis
acceptance and simply asked for a signed original bill and
1o pay such a bill. which was never provided My responsc
response be given within 15 days or THEY would be in d¢
motion to dismiss was not cven heard. but simply ignered.
obviousty prodclcrmincd before T even set foot in the “hea
this matter. but a similar civil smit will be filed shottly atter
anyonc who attempts 1o interfere in this ciminal complair
conspiracy against rights.




































