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A1 of A1 

The Constitution of the United States (“COTUS”) with bipartisan approval of both sexes as the 

sole Legal Scripture in all religions is a mandate not an aspiration for systemic use to continue 

due process of law with no time limit until all trial courts with duty to care use this unbiased 

memo of Justice (“MOJ”). Make unbiased good faith valid closing, unbiased natural truthful 

Justice and valid truthisprudence (“TIP”) end biased bad faith biased void closings, artificial 

truthless ruthless Injustices or miscarriages of Justice (“Justicides”) and void jurisprudence 

(“JIP”)1 that is evil sold as good (“Scams”). Correct the incorrect course of evil history or his 

story of using marriages that are 0% evidence, not DNA-matches that are 99% evidence, as 100% 

evidence of paternities.1 Help the Supreme Court of the United States (“SCOTUS”) that rarely 

granting petitions to always correct “erroneous factual findings or the misapplication of a properly 

stated rule of law” under Rule 10.1 Enforce the Federal equal protection of laws (“FEPOLs”) and 

Federal equal Justice under law (“FEJUL”) and valid legal doctrines A to E as use of due process 

of law, not void legal doctrine F as abuse of due process of law.1 Thanks for systemic adoption. 
1 “… no one shall be permitted to…take advantage of his own wrong [denying undeniable paternities 

and liabilities]. (Riggs v Palmer, [1889] 115 NY 506).” Imperator Realty Co. v Tull, 1920, Cardozo, Ct 

App., 228 NY 447, 457. 2 “…all persons [even Sheriffs]…executing…[void decisions, orders, and/or 

judgments (“DOJs”)] or sentences are considered in law as trespassers [in law (“Scofflaws” and 

“Outlaws”) without immunity].” Elliott v Lessee of Piersol, 1828, 26 US 328, 340.  

3 “…relief from void [DOJs] … is not subject to any time limitation … is not a discretionary matter, 

… is mandatory [for effectively deterrent punitive awards and return of properties held in constructive 

or deemed trusts to scapegoats based on how long scapegoaters enjoyed and scapegoats endured lives 

(“Mandatory Restitution”)]; … Orner v Shalala, Colo. 1994, Cir10, 30F3d 1307, 1310. 4 Make 

scapegoaters give scapegoats Mandatory Restitution and effectively deterrent punitive awards as never 

“grossly excessive.” TXO Production Corp. v Alliance Resources Corp., 1993, 509 US 443, 476, citing 

BFI, Inc. v. Kelco Disposal, Inc., 1989, 492 US 257; In Limone v US, 2011, 815 FSupp2d 393.  

5 Use of DNA-matches as proof of paternities. Woodland v Kirkham, 2022 ONSC 1393 (CanLII). 

6 “…if two policemen see a rape [and]…watch it just for their own amusement [to protect criminal 

rapist inflicting irreversible injuries including pregnancies, it is] no violation of the Constitution 

[violated by ticketing civil motorists not inflicting injuries yet paying fines as proof of bias] ...([insane] 

laughter).” CJ Rehnquist’s void legal argument is immortal in Nov 2, 1988 Court Transcript of 

DeShaney v Winnebago County, 1989, 489 US 189. Hear and verify it from 39:00 to 41:00 minutes at 

http://tinyurl.com/pnu9lrj. Read it on pp39-60 at pp46-47 in 1993 Hardcover May It Please the Court 

…Transcripts of …Landmark Cases before the SCOTUS. 

Lalit K Jain or Learn and live in truth knowing Justice always insures nature in and out of Courts. 
 

 1     “…[p20, L25] Court:…I [Judge] do find the defendant guilty…[p21, L2-3]…unless you want to be 

heard…MR JAIN: Yes…[p22,L10-18]…Parties step up real quick. (Whereupon a bench discussion 

was held [to make TIP end JIP])…Court: After re-examining the statute more closely…as I reread it, 

many, many more times my initial reading of it was incorrect…[p23,L3-7]…I have to change my 

[guilty] verdict… to not guilty [verdict and make TIP end JIP]…¶ Court Officer: You are free to go.”  

People v Onuorah, Queens County Criminal Court Docket No. 2012QN040877, Trial Court Transcript 

of 10.31.2013 at www.TruthIsPrudence.Com using due process of law to make TIP end JIP. Thanks. 
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