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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF OHIO

CHONG HlAO SU PETITIONER : Case No:2011-0108

Martha W Lee

VS : pro bono publico

Ohio Cincinnati city

RESPONDER

MOTION TO QUICKEN PACE FOR THE ORDER TO SUSPEND THE

CBC VIOLATION JUDGMENTS AND WARRANT UNTIL THIS COURT JUDGMENT.
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Since the last month, the petitioner filed the motion to hang the Cincinnati
Building Code violation judgments and warrant until this court judgment with the
evidences. Cincinnati court still has hid the head petitioner appeal information
and defies this court authority. Hereof the petitioners respectfully request to
expedite the motion’ process for the order to suspend the judgment and warrant
under the following grounds and the uncontrollable difficulties:

Cincinnati city does not reply the motion and evidences so far. Wherefore
this court can grant the motion according to the court rule.

Our three constitutional challenge motions moved the constitutional
question and the Federal issue. The court record system only has the one motion.
The head petitioner filed the appeal and the motion to suspend the judgment
until the appeal court judgment twice on the trial date and after the trial. The
evidences validate that we filed the many motions for the return of the deprived
jury trial right and the appeal right and defense right. Cincinnati court has

suppressed these unalienable inherent rights so far. The evidences are ED

and the filed evidence list book. it is a screaming farce that the judges feared
to say law in front of a jury. Cincinnati court altered the court record in the court
record system. The evidences are E@) and the filed evidence list book. Jail
released the head petitioner early before the sentence finished. Otherwise he
would die in jail. The Const. prohibited the double convictions for the same
offense. The double convictions were after our home was foreclosure, regardless

of the foreclosure judgment. The evidences are in the filed evidence list book.
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Judge Brad Greenburg did not notice the second conviction for the same minor
misdemeanor charge in speaking and notice. Notwithstanding the all victimized
owner could hire the best attorney team, but all of them likewise situated
suffered the similarly serious violations of their constitutional rights and civil
liberties, like us.

What are the whys and wherefores of the Cincinnati court’ transgressions?

If the higher jurisdiction court accepts the appeal, Cincinnati court really can’t
reply why the court has supported the city rebellion to deprive the public of the
equal survival right and why the court, by implementing the city novel criminal
law, twice convicted the victimized owners for the same minor misdemeanor
charge. The implications of the issue will expose the big plot as follows: The
unconstitutional ordinance effective existence and the suppression of the jury
trial motions validate the court entirely was the willful massive resistance against
their office oath binding force on the rest of the honest law enforcement. The
court, bu implementing the city novel criminal law and the property law, has
deliberately struck down the longstanding criminal evidence act and the sentence
law in the daily practice, regardless of the numerous of the best attorneys
- defense. Every week the same court enforces the CBC to damage the public vital
interest. A striking similitude between the unconstitutional CBC existence and the
color discriminatory law existence ought to arrest a reader attention to issue the
order. The best evidence is that the cat has gotten the tongues of the
prosecutors and will get the tongue of Cincinnati court judges if this court asks to
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reply the conflicts.
Where is Cincinnati court judicial integrity in the true administrative of justice?

Because the head petitioner exposed the court trick for protection of the
constitutional order and for the emancipation of the owners and the tenants
from autocratic tyranny; by all means, Cincinnati court judges stubbornly deprived
us of the constitutional prescribed above rights without the fig leaf. To defy the
Ohio Supreme court authority embodies in the above violations.

For the humanism, the grant of the motion is necessary as soon as possible.
This court granted the appeal, so that the head petitioner went home for the
appeal from Australia. Australia is the hottest summer now. He met the snow and
has been sick , so he dare not to see the doctor. Since the jail terrified to die in jail,
then released him early for his worst health condition. He filed the several
motions to suspend the warrants in Cincinnati court with thé Ohio Supreme court
certificate. Cincinnati court refused. The police look for the head petitioner. This
is the uncontrollable Act of God. In addition the head petitioner needs the liberty
to look for an attorney and to prepare the brief of the merit,...

Based on the foregoing, we respectfully request to expedite such motion
process for the order to suspend Cincinnati Building Code violation judgments and
warrants. We believe history will record the people thank. |
Petitioners: Chong Hao Su {author)  Signature: Jr525% C //}\/ P ’(_ﬁ

Martha W Lee(wife)  Signature: ZF EiiH j A e 1 A
E(Dand E @ are the court schedules copy and enclosed.
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THE CERTIFICATE OF THE SERVICE
I, Chong Hao Su service the concerned documents to the city prosecutor office in
the Cincinnati city hall in 801 Palam street Cincinnati city Ohio 45202 by the
general mail.
APPLICANT: Chong Hao Su

Applicants: Signature: 7552 5%

Month 7 /Date py  f20m
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