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Income Tax on the net Compensation of ALL Public Servants, which purportedly includes

Article 111 Judges.

Article 111 Judges are expressly exempt from Taxation or other Diminution of their

Compensation, as stated in Article III; Section 1, and reiterated and clarified in U.S. vs Woodly,

Supra, and Evans vs. Gore, Supra.

ANY ACT which DIRECTLY or INDIRECTLY influences Article Il Judges, or seeks in any
manner to make the Judiciary, dependent upon, or under the dominion of the other two branches
of Government, or a Department thereof, through the Diminution of their Compénsation is
therefore invalid and Un-Constitutional. There is no more effective Way to control a man than
through his purse strings.

Such Acts, by their operation and application, destroy the very spirit and intent of Article III,
and the very Constitution the individual “Swore to Uphold.” Article 111, was obviously intended
to prevent Bias, Prejudice, and Fear of Retribution, for exercising the Constitutional Judicial
Authority, and the Laws of the Land, and further alleviate undue Influence, in the very same

exercise.

“The acts of each Department SHOULD NEVER be controlled by, or subjected, Directly or
Indirectly, to, the coercive influence of ¢ither of the other Departments.”

(Q’Donoghue vs. U.S., 289 U.S. 516,)

It is eminently clear that the Judges can be independent ONLY if they are protected under,

and subject to the limitations prescribed in the Constitution, and therefore not subject to ANY

Influence, Coercion, and/or Intimidation, by any party to an action.

A Judge who may be influenced Psychologically and/or Financially by another Branch,

Department, Agency, or Corporation, cannot fairly or objectively conduct a Trial or act upon an
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Appeal in which the interest of said Departments, Agencies, Corporations, etc. are at stake. This
would be an obvious Conflict of Interest. Therefore any and all Judges who are to exercise the
Laws of the United States in any form or proceeding, when under the influence or dominion of
another Branch, Agency or Corporation, are acting in a capacity which the Supreme Law of The
Land forbids! They are not Independent, Free from Influence, and ARE NOT
CONSTITUTIONAL JUDGES.

“Judges must be not only independent of Outside Influence in fact, but must also be above
even the suspicion of any influence”

(Evans vs. Gore, Supra..)

A Judiciary FREE from control by the Executive and Legislature, is essential [F there Is A
RIGHT to have claims decided by Judges who are Free From Potential Domination by other
Branches of Government.”

(United States vs. Will, 499 U.S. 200, 217-218 (1980) )

And further:

“There can be NO LIBERTY ..... If the Power of Judging be not Separated from the
Legislative and Executive Powers.”
(Searle vs. Yensen, 118 Neb. 835, 26 N.W. 464, 69 P. 2d 935)

The “Citizen”, being sovereign, and heirs in fact, are not subject to, nor to be subjected
to any Arbitrary Deprivation of Rights, which are set forth in the Constitution, and
Guaranteed thereby.

“The ‘Due Process Clause’ and Equal Protection of the Law; stand as an Absolute Bar against
the ARBITRARY ACTS OF ANY GOVERNMENT AGENCY.”

(People vs, Harris, 104 Colo. 386, 91 P. 2d 989)

The “Citizen” should not and cannot be suspicious of any coercive influence of Any other

Branch, Department, Agency, or Corporation, which might be Directly or Indirectly involved in

the Action or Question before the Court. The People are By RIGHT entitled to an independent
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Judiciary, to allow for Proper “Redress of Grievance” in the Courts, without suspicion that the
Judiciary is beholden to the party or issue before the Court, by / to which the action is brought.

“WHEN ANY COURT VIOLATES THE CLEAN UNAMBIGUOUS LANGUAGE OF THE
CONSTITUTION, A FRAUD IS PERPETRATED AND NO ONE IS BOUND TO OBEY

IT>
(State vs. Sutton, 63 Minn. 147, 65 N.W. 262, 30 L.R.A. 630 Am. St. 459)

“It cannot be assumed that the FRAMERS of the Constitution and THE PEOPLE who
adopted it did not Intend that which is the Plain Import of the language used. When the
language of the Constitution is positive and free from all ambiguity, ALL COURTS ARE
NOT AT LIBERTY, by a resort to the refinements of legal learning, to restrict its obvious
meaning to avoid hardships of particular Cases, we must accept the Constitution as it reads
when its language is unambiguous, for it is the MANDATE OF THE SOVEREIGN
POWERS.”

(State vs Sutton, Supra)
This Reasoning, is due to the fact that:

“Every one of the People of the United States owns a residue of Individual RIGHTS and
LIBERTIES, WHICH HAVE NEVER BEEN, AND WHICH ARE NEVER TO BE
SURRENDERED TO THE STATE, BUT WHICH ARE STILL TO BE RECOGNIZED,
PROTECTED AND SECURED FROM INFRINGEMENT OR DIMINUTION BY ANY
PERSON AS WELL AS ANY DEPARTMENT OF GOVERNMENT.”

(Colorado Anti-Discrimination Comm, n vs Case,151 Colo. 235, 380 P. 2d 34)
And this due to the Fact that:

“THE INDIVIDUAL, AND NOT THE STATE, IS THE SOURCE AND BASIS OF OUR
SOCIAL COMPACT, AND THAT SOVEREIGNTY NOW RESIDES WITH AND HAS
ALWAYS RESIDED IN THE INDIVIDUAL.”

{Colorado Anti-Discrimination Comm’n vs. Case, Supra)

Now, if in fact, Any Judge, assigned to hear a Case, pays an Income Tax on his Guaranteed
Compensation, then his Compensation has been DIMINISHED in Violation of the clear and
unambiguous language of Article III, Section I, of the Constitution of the United States of

America, and IS NOT AN ARTICLE I JUDGE!
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Now, if in fact, Any Judge, assigned to hear a Case is not appointed to the position on

condition of “Good Behavior”, he IS NOT AN ARTICLE 111 JUDGE!
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When a ‘CITIZEN’S” Constitutional RIGHTS are involved, only courts
Established under the provisions of Article 111, are empowered, by the Constitution,
To adjudicate such matters of Constitutional merit or import.

ARTICLE 1L, SECTION 2

“Section. 2. The judicial Power shall extend to all Cases, in Law and Equity, arising under this

Constitution, the Laws of the United States. and Treaties made, or which shall be made, under
their Authority; - to all Cases affecting Ambassadors, other public ministers and Consuls; - To all

Cases of admiralty and maritime Jurisdiction; - to Controversies to which the United States shall
be a Party; - to Controversies between two or more States; - between a State and the Citizens of
another State; - between Citizens of different States; between Citizens of the same State
claiming Lands under Grants of different States, and between a State, or Citizens thereof, and

foreign States, Citizens or Subjects.

In all Cases affecting Ambassadors, other public Ministers and Consals, and those in
which a State shall be a Party, the supreme Court shall have original Jurisdiction. In all the other
Cases before mentioned, the supreme Court shall have appellate Jurisdiction, both as to Law and

Fact, with such Exceptions, and under such Regulations as the Congress shall make.....”

The Lawful, de jure, judicature of the United States is declared by the duly ordained |
Constitution, and its Powers and Authorities are properly and clearly expressed and defined
therein.

“The judicial authority of the federal judicature is declared by the Constitution to comprehend
certain cases particularly specified. These expressions mark the precise limits beyond which
the federal courts cannot extend their Jurisdiction, because the object of their cognizance
being enumerated, the specifications would be nugatory if t did not exclude all ideas of more
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extensive authority.”

Federalist Papers No. 83

Congress was vested with certain limited Powers and Authority over certain Courts, and those
exercising the Powers and Authority of the same, which includes but is not limited to,
establishing inferior Tribunals under Article I, Section 8, Clause 9. The United States District
‘and Appellate Courts for the State of Colorado, are not Article Il Courts, but creatures of the

chislature.

“A United States District Court is purely a creature of the legislative branch of government,
generally provided for by Constitution, but not a constitutional court in stricter sense, and its

jurisdiction comes from congress.”
(Cochran et al. Vs. St. Paul & Tacoma Lumber Co., 73 F. Supp. 288, 293)

The lower courts are purely subject to the will of the Legislature, the Judges thereof being
subject to diminution of compensation, and the said inferior Tribunal Courts being subject to
direct influence over their very existence, by an act of the Legislative body.

(Atkins et al. Vs. United States of America, Docket No. 41-76, filed Feb. 11, 1976, in United
States Court of Claims; United States vs. Wills, 499 U.S. 200)

The systcm of “Checks and Balances™ are properly established in the Paramount Law, The

Constitution, which FORBIDS the Usurpation and Encroachments of one Departments Powers

into the Proper Powers of another.

“It is an ingrained principle in Government that the Three Departments of Government are
co-ordinated and shall co-operate with and complement, while acting as checks and balances
against, one another, but shall not interfere with or encroach on the Authority or within the

province of the other.”
(Smith vs. Miller, 153 Colo. 35, 384 P.2d 738 (1963) )

The Counrt went on to say that:

“The Legislative and Executive Departments have their functions and their Exclusive Powers,
including the “Purse™ and the “Sword™. The Judiciary has its Exclusive Powers and
Functions, to wit:

It has Judgment and the Power to enforce its judgments and orders.”
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(Smith_vs. Miller, Supra)

The Constitutional Prohibition therefore, Mandate a Judiciary which is Independent and Free
of Influence, either Directly or Indirectly, by the Acts or Conduct of the Legislative or Executive
Departments and their respective Agencies, and yet within its Proper Méndated Sphere of Power

“and Limitations.

“The Judiciary is charged with Administration of Justice and must be free to perform its
functions without Restrictions or Impairment by the acts or conduct of another Department.”

Smith vs. Miller, Supra)

And that the:

-

Courts must be Independent, unfettered, and free from Directives, Influence, or Interference
from any Extraneous Source in their Responsibilities and Duties.”

(Smith vs. Miller, Supra)
In no other format could a Judge set Impartially, and thereby protect the integrity of the

Court, and most important, the TRUST and Integrity of the PEOPLE, free from Influence, to

Administer JUSTICE.

“The role of the Judiciary, ifits integrity is to be maintained, is one of Impartiality.”
(People vs. Martinez, 185 Colo. 225, 526 P. 2d 120)

There fore:

“It is Incumbent upon each Department to Assert And Exercise all its Powers whenever
Public Necessity requires it to do so. Otherwise, It is Recreant to the Trust reposed in it by
the People. IT IS EQUALLY INCUMBENT UPON IT TO REFRAIN FROM ASSERTING
POWER THAT DOES NOT BELONG TO IT, FOR THIS IS EQUALLY A VIOLATION
“OF THE PEOPLE’S CONFIDENCE.”

(City & County of Denver vs. Lynch, 92 Colo. 102, 18 P. 2d 907; Smith vs. Miller, Supra.)

The Framers of the Constitution, left behind words of certain wisdom for their Posterity to

hear and abide by. Thomas Jefferson left these words as warning to TRUST and
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CONFIDENCE. They are well to be heeded this day.

IT WOULD BE A DANGEROUS DELUSION WERE A CONFIDENCE IN MEN OF
OUR CHOICE TO SILENCE OUR FEAR FOR THE SAFETY OF RIGHTS; THAT
CONFIDENCE IS EVERYWHERE THE PARENT OF DESPOTISM; FREE
GOVERNMENT IS FOUNDED IN JEALOUSY, AND NOT IN CONFIDENCE WHICH
PRESCRIBES LIMITED CONSTITUTIONS: TO BIND DOWN THOSE WHOM WE
OBLIGED TO TRUST WITH POWER; THAT OUR CONSTITUTION HAS
ACCORDINGLY FIXED THE LIMITS AND NO FARTHER, OUR CONFIDENCE
MAY GO....IN QUESTIONS OF POWER, THEN LET NO MORE BE SAID OF
CONFIDENCE IN MAN, BUT BIND HIM DOWN FROM MISCHIEF BY THE CHAINS

OF THE CONSTITUTION.” |

The Judiciary is a Separate and Distinct Branch of the DULY Ordained Government.
Deriving its Powers and Limitations from the Commands of the People, by way of the Express
and Conditional Contract, known as the Constitution. The Limitations set forth in the Paramount
Law, explicitly state; that a Judge’s Compensation may not be Decreased” in any Way. The
influence over a man’s purse or substance is to control his very life, both Corporeal and
Incorporeal, Psychologically and Physically.

THEREFORE, A LAWFUL, CONSTITUTIONAL JUDGE OF THE UNITED
STATES OF AMERICA, MUST BE FREE FROM EXTRANEOUS INFLUENCES,
INCLUDING BUT NOT LIMITED TO, COMPENSATION FOR HIS SERVICES,

PURSUANT TO THE MANDATE SET FORTH IN THE CONSTITUTION OF THE
UNITED STATES, ARTICLE I, SECTION 8, CLAUSE 5, AND ARTICLE 1, SECTION

10, ro wit:
“Gold and Silver Coin and as reiterated in Statute (31 U.S.C. 314 and 321), in ‘Dollars’.”
His Compensation may not be diminished in any way, including by the “Purse” holder by and
through Taxation, or the inflationary effects caused by International Monetary Fund World
Bank “Bills of Credit”.
(Public Laws 94-564; 96-221, and the 1965 Coinage Act)
And of course, the Clauses Demanding and Commanding Compliance with and Adherence to
the Constitutions Clear and Unambiguous Language, as used to describe the Direction, and

Purpose of exercising the said Vested Powers and Authority, and the Methods of attaining it,
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including, but ﬁot limited to, “Good Behavior” and “Establish Justice” and to *“‘Secure the

Blessings of Liberty” i.e. “Public Policy.”

Impartiality being Necessary and Imperative to both RIGHTS and JUSTICE, the
Constitution is both PROHIBITIVE and Mandatory.

It has long been recognized and upheld that:

“Every Jurisdiction has its bounds.”
(3 Coke On Littleton)

“Equity Follows the Law.”
(1 Story’s Commentaries on Equity Jurisprudence & 64; 3 Woodesons Vinerian Lectures 479,
482)

“A Judgment Given By An Improper Judge is of No Moment”.
(11 Coke’s Reports 76)

“To a Judge Who Exceeds His Office or Jurisdiction no Obedience is Due.”
(Jenkins Eight Centuries of Reports, 139)

“A “Lawful,” “Constitutional,” “Impartial,” “Judge,” And Article 111 Court,
is Rightfully Demanded Herein, No Other Has Vested Powers or Authority.

Date: ,\U’\/)\([‘,q‘ L}.\ .;)OCJb/ By: ;\\-/ -

9 Hanet - Mavis: Marcusse, Sui Juris
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501 Capital Circle, NE
Tallahassee, FL 32301

November 13, 2008

Ms. Gail Johnson

Office of the Clerk

Supreme Court of the United States
1l First Street, NE

Washington, D.C. 20543-0001

Re: Janet Marcusse v. United States
No. 08-5836

Dear Ms. Johnson:

A Certificate attesting the Petition for Rehearing was pre-
sented in good faith and not for delay and that the grounds were
limited to intervening circumstances of substantial or controlling
effect or to other substantial grounds not previously presented
was included in pages ii through iv in the original Petition for
Rehearing rejected by your office for not including such a Certi-
ficate. Rule 44(2) indicated the Certificate was to be bound with

each copy of the petition.

It should also be noted that the initial Petition for Rehearing
was presented to the mailroom of FCI Tallahassee on October 28, 2008,
as established by the attached receipt from them.

I have removed the Certificate and placed it behind the Peti-
tion for Rehearing in this filing. I have also changed the Table
of Contents accordingly.

Thank you for your help.

Sincerely,

QMQI Mawu'w

Janet Marcusse
#17128-045
FCI Tallahassee



SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
OFFICE OF THE CLERK
WASHINGTON, DC 20543-0001

November 5, 2008

Janet Marcusse
#17128-045

FCI - Tallahassee

501 Capital Circle, NE
Tallahassee, FL 32301

RE: Janet Marcusse v. United States
No: 08-5836

Dear Ms. Marcusse:

The petition for rehearing in the above-entitled case was postmarked October 31,
2008 and received November 4, 2008 and is herewith returned for failure to comply with
Rule 44 of the Rules of this Court. The petition must briefly and distinctly state its
grounds and must be accompanied by a certificate stating that the grounds are limited to
intervening circumstances of substantial or controlling effect or to other substantial
grounds not previously presented.

You must also certify that the petition for rehearing is presented in good faith and not
for delay.

Please correct and resubmit as soon as possible. Unless the petition is submitted to
this Office in corrected form within 15 days of the date of this letter, the petition will not
be filed. Rule 44.6.

Please note that the petition for rehearing should be addressed to the Clerk's Office of
the United States Supreme Court.

ter, Clerk

Enclosures
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501 Capital Circle, NE
Tallahassee, FL 32301

November 18, 2008

Ms. Gail Johnson

Office of the Clerk

Supreme Court of the United States
l First Street, N.E.

Washington, D.C. 20543-0001

Re: Janet Marcusse v. United States
Case No. 08-5836

Dear Ms. Johnson:

Enclosed please find resubmitted petition for rehearing
for service through USPS Certified Mail #7006-0100-0003-1084-
1166 in care of your office on Justice Antonin Scalia.

Thank you for assistance in this matter.

Sincerely,

N\ ULQMW

Janet Marcusse
#17128-045
FCI Tallahassee



501 Capital Circle, NE
Tallahassee, FL 32301

November 18, 2008

Ms. Gail Johnson

Office of the Clerk

Supreme Court of the United States
1l FPirst Street, N.E.

Washington, D.C. 20543-0001

Re: Janet Marcusse v. United States
Case No. 08-5836

Dear Ms. Johnson:
Enclosed please find resubmitted petition for rehearing
for service through USPS Certified Mail #7006-0100-0003-1084-
1159 in care of your office on Chief Justice John C. Roberts, Jr.
Thank you for your assistance in this matter.
Sincerely,

) cw\.fdﬂww\——»

Janet Marcusse
#17128-045
FCI Tallahassee



501 Capital Circle, NE
-Tallahassee, FL 32301

November 18, 2008

Ms. Gail Johnson

Office of the Clerk

Supreme Court of the United States
1 First Street, N.E.

Washington, D.C. 20543-0001

Re: Janet Marcusse v. United States
Case No. 08-5836

Dear Ms. Johnson:

Enclosed please find resubmitted petition for rehearing
for service through USPS Certified Mail #7006-0100-0003-1084-
1142 in care of your office on Justice Samuel A. Alito, Jr.

Thank you for your assistance in this matter.

Sincerely,

Gunx{ Mawum —_—

Janet Marcusse
#17128-045
* FCI Tallahassee



501 Capital Circle, NE
Tallahassee, FL 32301

November 18, 2008

Ms. Gail Johnson

Office of the Clerk

Supreme Court of the United States
1 First Street, N.E.

Washington, D.C. 20543-0001

Re: Janet Marcusse v. United States
Case No. 08-5836

Dear Ms. Johnson:

Enclosed please find resubmitted petiton for rehearing
for service through USPS Certified Mail #7006-0100-003-~1084-~
1135 in care of your office on Justice John Paul Stevens.

Thank you for your assistance in this matter.

Sincerely,

T

Janet Marcusse
#17128-045
FCI Tallahassee



501 Capital Circle, NE
Tallahassee, FL 32301

November 18, 2008

Ms. Gail Johnson

Office of the Clerk

Supreme Court of the United States
1 First Street, N.E.

Washington, D.C. 20543-0001

Re: Janet Marcusse v. United States
Case No. 08-5836

Dear Ms. Johnson:

Enclosed please find resubmitted petition for rehearing
for service through USPS Certified Mail #7006-0100-003-1084-
1128 in care of your office on Justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg.

Thank you for your assistance in this matter.

Sincerely,

C ot Moo —

Janet Marcusse
#17128-045
FCI Tallahassee



501 Capital Circle, NE
Tallahassee, FL 32301

November 20, 2008

Ms. Gail Johnson

Office of the Clerk

Supreme Court of the United States
1 First Street, N.E.

Washington, D.C. 20543-0001

Re: Janet Marcusse v. United States
Case No. 08-5836

Dear Ms. Johnson:
Enclosed please find resubmitted petition for rehearing
for service through USPS Certified Mail #7006-0100-0003-1084-

1173 in care of your office on Justice Anthony M. Kennedy.

Thank you for your assistance in this matter.

Jane Marcusse
#17128-045
FCI Tallahassee



501 Capital Circle, NE
Tallahassee, FL 32301

November 20, 2008

Ms. Gail Johnson

Office of the Clerk

Supreme Court of the United States .
1l First Street, N.E.

Washington, D.C. 20543-0001

Re: Janet Marcusse v. United States
Case No. 08-5836

Dear Ms. Johnson:

Encleosed please find resubmitted petition for rehearing
for service through USPS Certified Mail #7006-0100-0003-1084-
0824 in care of your office on Justice Stephen Breyer.

Thank you for your assistance in this matter.

Sincerely,

QMMW

Janet Marcusse
#17128-045
FCI Tallahassee



501 Capital Circle, NE
Tallahassee, FL. 32301

November 20, 2008

Ms. Gail Johnson

Office of the Clerk

Supreme Court of the United States
1l First Street, N.E.

Washington, D.C. 20543-0001

Re: Janet Marcusse v. United States
Case No. 08-5836

Dear Ms. Johnson:

Enclosed please find resubmitted petition for rehearing
for service through USPS Certified Mail #7006-0100-0003-1084-
0817 in care of your office on Justice Clarence Thomas.

Thank you for your assistance in this matter.

incerely,
Janet Marcusse

#17128-045
FCI Tallahassee



501 Capital Circle, NE
Tallahassee, FL 32301

November 20, 2008

Ms. Gail Johnson

Office of the Clerk

Supreme Court of the United States
1 First Street, N.E.

Washington, D.C. 20543-0001

Re: Janet Marcusse v. United States
Case No. 08-5836

Dear Ms. Johnson:

Enclosed please find resubmitted petition for rehearing
for service through USPS Certified Mail #7006-0100-0003-1084-
1180 in care of your office on Justice David H. Souter.

Thank you for your assistance in this matter.

(/”§iﬁ erely,

N/ PN Whae

Janet Marcusse
#17128-045
FCI Tallahassee





