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I. Introduction 

Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. Section 455(a), Petitioner respectfully requests 

that CHIEF JUSTICE ROBERTS, JUSTICE KENNEDY, JUSTICE 

THOMAS, JUSTICE GINSBURG, JUSTICE BREYER, JUSTICE ALITO, 

JUSTICE SOTOMAYOR, JUSTICE KAGAN, JUSTICE GORSUCH, AND 

ALL CLERKS ASSISTING AFORE LISTED JUSTICES disqualify from these 

proceedings, due to faèts strongly suggesting personal bias in favor of the 

Defendants, or in the alternative, affirm and/or evidence their impartiality. 

Petitioner comes before this Honorable Court as a friend of the court, 

and humble patriot seeking to preserve the republican principles upon which 

our country was founded. Petitioner has repeatedly stated throughout 

proceedings that he wholeheartedly believes in our system of justice. Though 

this motion, Petitioner merely seeks to ensure fair and impartial proceedings. 

In light of recent events throughout the country, this Court should 

recognize the imperative of exercising this Court's supervisory power in this 

case to protect constitutionally protected rights. With each passing day, the 

need protect constitutionally protected rights becomes more apparent. 

Judges throughout the country are losing control of their courtrooms. 

Recently a sixteen -year-oldboy was shot and killed by a court officer during 

proceedings. Whether or not that court officer's actions were justified is 
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irrelevant; that state court judge clearly did not maintain control of his 

courtroom, resulting in the death of a young boy. Just a few months prior, the 

father of a litigant had a shoot out with a judge and court officer on the steps 

of a courthouse near Chicago. Judges now carry firearms for self-protection. 

Whatever the personal political opinion of the Justices of this Court, it 

must be recognized that THE PEOPLE have risen up against their government 

and elected a President from outside the political establishment. Clearly, THE 

PEOPLE are demanding change and a return the republican principles upon 

which our country was founded. 

The people of California are in open rebellion against their government 

and seek to throw off a "tyrannical" government that refuses to adhere to state 

and federal constitutions. In related case filed concurrently (Gentry v. TN Bd. 

Judicial Conduct, et al), Petitioner seeks reform of the State of Tennessee due 

to the fact that the state government now subjects its people to despotism. 

Social media groups have formed with memberships including tens of 

thousands of people from throughout the country who have suffered severe 

rights violations, all complaining of corruption in state and federal courts. 

The facts of this case are not disputed. The Respondent and state court 

judge openly conspired, to perpetrate federal crimes and violate 

constitutionally protected rights. In related case, (for 'which consolidation is 
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