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dJow comes Pa tltxuner, ?aul 3. ?~nﬁersan,'whc states the
nefendant William R. ?inaegan, is clearly actinag 1llegally,
and hiz otion to Disaiss should e stricken fron the racori

as stated in 3.Ct.Prac.R. 14.72 (D).

o

?his‘%otian-is mased on the Court of Tudge Williaa R.
?innégan acting illeéally 53 reﬁiering Judgnent on ?etitibner's
casa. The Court ¢learly hnows he 314 n&t hava the authority
to rendar juigmént Gu a voild conviction agi'juﬁqﬁeht axcapht
to discharje tha Petitloner fina this wrongful incarcetatimn.

The laws of the State of Jhio and the aonstitution of
the Jnitad Statas clearly state the ?etitioner's aasa;is vold.
3ineca the voil order has no legal force or affact béyani'it:

o judge has the lawful éuthdrity to make a §Qiﬁ orier_valii,

The charges wvere not substantiated by a valil prooserly
exacuted comglaint. Tot validly gharging the offensasyiﬂ a oourt
that Yackel jurisdiction to render juiqﬁent on the allegjed

sharjas realars this case vold.

Therae is the probable cause? Who 33id the Zourt had
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arohable cause to arrasst th atitioner? A oourt gamnol—s '-“wj

jurisdiction wheyrae noae axists. A OSourt cannot mage a XE&&‘E'
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corder valid., A judge who axceasds his office i3 2ot obeyved Juldici

Afficiam 3asa Ixcelanti Yon Paratura. 322: Petition For TJudgment
in ocasa ab har.

Jow if the Defanlant's Tourt wants tha Petitionar to stop

o

ﬁsiaq the‘séﬂa'ﬂotion than that Cﬁaft st skard acﬁi'g legally,

‘and raalsr julyaent as it skates in thellawa Fartnarmora tahe

Patitioner now moves this_ﬂnurﬁ to mark the ﬁeﬁenﬂant'é H;tien

AS ﬁxhibit'a for it alearly states it is ;éinﬁ illagally._ |
fIt_is glear :he-?:ial aourt aﬁi the hefandantis Court

.are actind illeyal y.:Thay”are garkiny hand in hand whils acting

soatrary to and clrcumventing the 1awé See:_ﬁrimﬁa, 3 anﬁlcﬁim.ﬁ.

7 {3) on tht must hapnpan hefors the datitioner can:

arrested. This 4id not hapoen in this case.
tharsfore, this Honorable_COQrt aust take over the husiness

o0f the Trial CJourt and the 2sfandant’s Tourt as zkated in Richarid

Stavans vs, 2hilo, 3 Dhio3dt. 453, 1334 Shio Loexis 172.

™is Zourt aust reander Petitioner's cass a vold eonvicition
as stateld by law. Than this foart must orler Petitionac’s

iazeldiate releass and discharge froa this wrongfal convichtion

~

as stated din the law. This Court alaarly has the Jarisdiction

to render jadgasni. See: Tiagler vs, Mavrshall, s5th Cir, 715

&

.24 1199, 37 ZPed.32rv.2d 334 {1333).

Dourt to grant his Judgnent and order the Defendant to, or this

Court to, Lanediately releasa and iischarye tha Patitioner froa

this wrongful conviction as it states in thez law.
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I, Paul S. %en?ers:ﬁ, carbify that a zopy oF the forsgoiay motion
has been sent to the Defendant Judge ¥William R, Pinnagan'’s :
Counsal 3rent Yager, Prosecuting Attoraey of Marion Jpunty at

134 Zast Center Strest, Marion, “Dhio 43392 on this Y Aay
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