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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

Based on Reliance of Information Where

Obstruction of Justice is Concealment Causing Damages

● How is Petitioner's argument against lower courts, including some new points

included in this document, impossibly incorrect and rights not being violated due

to fraud if not obstruction of justice; nevertheless, in conspiracy to RICO?

● Evidence lodged with filings was not docketed, rejected, destroyed several times,

and stolen by handlers, no federal judge has seen the evidence that is Petitioner's

eyes do not lie, nor does the scarred living body, so how can anyone conclude

against Petitioner “IN PRO PER” without all the details and evidence?

● Is the habeas corpus right to a hearing not sacred and undeniable; moreover, as

petitioned for with presumed perfection after several returns and corrections?

● How can a Petitioner be expected to believe that a denial with a pixelated

signature on standard printer paper from the suspect clerk is official when there is

good reason to doubt the docket and lack of both information and explanation?
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● Why haven’t docket hacks been corrected and is it normal for case numbers to be

assigned based on a returned filing where this hack case number starts with 23

but was not technically filed until 2024, with a following number 69 in alignment

with patterns of racketeering and suggested conspiracy to deny rights based on

weaponized sex while unwanted defendant wannabe debt forcing pimptards keep

sending mismatched untrustworthy trap hoes to stalk Petitioner in addition to,

and as enabling false justification for more stalkers sent to agitate and provoke?

● Why is Petitioner the only known person in the USA who is not allowed to earn

income no matter what he does like no good deed goes unpunished?

● Is it not a sign, if not an admission, of guilt if someone intelligent can not answer a

simple question before or addressed to the court?

● How is it not fraud in addition to obstruction of justice plus liability for all causes

of action by adopting the crime via the doctrine of conspiracy if a judge or group

of judges at any level in any court contribute to the concealment of vital

information, and fail to explain disruption of relevant discovery?

● Without a hearing in person, why should courts be given benefits of total doubt?

* Petitioner still has reliance on answers for all questions presented in previous petitions.
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LIST OF PARTIES
To Be Amended As Necessary

A. PETITIONER:

Russell Rope is an independent American genius and prisoner of wars.

@ russellrope.com/original-genius-og/ & @ russellrope.com/real-legaltrillog-revolution

B. RESPONDENTS:

● Facebook [Meta], Inc. is located in Menlo Park, CA.

● Apple, Inc. is located in Cupertino, CA.

● Alphabet, Inc. is located in Mountain View, CA.

● Twitter [X], Inc. is located in San Francisco, CA.

● JPMorgan Chase [Bank] & Co. is located in New York, NY.

● John & Jane Does 1 to 10 are located locally to internationally.

○ List of some Does was lodged under seal @ CACD

○ No confirmation and neglected communication from 9th Circuit & SCOTUS

regarding inquiries as to receipt of all exhibits.

* Defending respondents have not filed any opposition to previous petitions at SCOTUS,

and that should be considered a sign of guilt if not similar to a no contest plea.
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INDEX TO APPENDICES

Justice Obstructing Federal Court Opinions + Recent Document

● APPENDIX A: 18-55782 - 9th Circuit Court of Appeals

○ INVALID; case is not frivolous or malicious. Civil + punitive deterrent

● APPENDIX B: 2:17-cv-04921 - Central District of California

○ INVALID for reasons previously stated, & IRRELEVANT to this petition, but

also disproven again in this document with some new points just in case

someone thinks Petitioner missed something, which he did not, and the

obstruction should be obvious to anyone competent who gave everything a

thorough read. This also illustrates an example of why oral argument is

crucial not only because so much could be much more easily commnicated

in person using the FAC as a reference point, but there is also a new issue

being that AI could be used to simulate Justices in telephone or video

conferences. Petitioner responded to their every line only to be treated

like his responses were nonexistent because they probably had their minds

made for them upon someone casting evil court actors. Communication is

everything and the lower court judges intentionally cut it off in their

obstructions of justice.

Petition for Rehearing of Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus @ SCOTUS; Page # 6 of 24



TABLE OF AUTHORITIES CITED

● 28 USC §§ 2241, 2242, & 1254(2) - SCOTUS Jurisdiction - Page 11

● SCOTUS Rule 20.(4)(a) - Habeas Corpus - Page 18

● Article III, § II of The Constitution - Establishes SCOTUS - Page 13

● 28 USC § 1651 - Due Process - Pages 13

● Article I, § IX of The Constitution - Habeas Corpus - Page 14

● Judiciary Act of 1789 - Habeas Corpus @ SCOTUS - Page 14

● First Amendment - Right to Petition to Government - Page 14

● Second Amendment - Right to Keep & Bear Arms - Page 14

● Fifth Amendment - Due Process - Page 15

● Sixth Amendment - "Assistance" of Counsel - Page 15

● Eighth Amendment - Cruel & Unusual Punishment - Page 16

● Fourteenth Amendment - Due Process - Pages 13 & 17

● 18 USC § 1962(a)(c) & 18 USC § 1964 - RICO / Remedies - FAC Pages 1-4, 70-74

● 18 USC §§ 1962(a)(b)(c)(d) & 1349 - RICO/Civil Conspiracy - FAC Pages 74-76

● 18 USC §§ 1510, 1513, & 1985 - Obstruction of Justice - FAC Pages 94-96

● PEN § 470, 18 USC § 1001, CIV § 1710, CIV § 3294 - FRAUD - FAC Pages 77-79

● 18 USC § 1030 (a)(2)(c) & (a)(4), 18 USC § 1030(b) & (g) - Computer Fraud

● CFAA § 1030(a)/(c)(4)(A)(i)(I)-(V) - Computer Fraud & Abuse Act

● 1240-1: PEN §§ 210.5, 236; 42 USC § 1983 - False Imprisonment - FAC Pages 98-99

Petition for Rehearing of Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus @ SCOTUS; Page # 7 of 24



IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS

To be Granted for the Best Reasons

Petitioner respectfully DEMANDS justice, which begins with a REAL hearing. In the

collective case, this is the only way to ensure honest and open communication with an

honorable court. Justice must preferably bring Petitioner to SCOTUS, or also reconsider

previous petitions and send the case back to a new and impartial judge at district court.

There are numerous valid reasons for Petitioner to question everything, and to receive

honest answers. For example, stalkers camp at, work at, and follow Petitioner into print

shops and all of the local post offices upon filing everything. They are recognizable by

both body language and patterns of style; obnoxious red dyed hair witches, camera

stalkers, and brand stalkers trying to exploit the frame in coordination with the camera

stalkers, hack license plates around the area, etc. Their ability to convince USPS

employees to do little things gives rise to reason not to trust even certified mail. Mail

fraud is clearly pleaded and exhibited as part of the complaints.

Incoming mail is also slightly suspect because Petitioner has to use both mail forwarding

and a POB, which requires mail to be passed through too many hands. Petitioner could

have counterfeited every letter received from SCOTUS when he was a child, and the
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possibility that a security breach thought one or few out of ten thousand petitions a year

could go unnoticed is not an unreasonable thought to entertain.

The docket is still abuse of (admin) power hacked to require quotes around Petitioner’s

name to pull up previous petitions after someone also caused broken links from

Petitioner’s blog to where they were located on the docket @ supremecourt.gov.

Perhaps some immature clown thinks it a joke to assign case numbers and update

docket entries on number hack dates corresponding to the FAC, or to send denials

signed by case analysts with name hacks corresponding to Defendant Does, but that

could be considered an intentional adoption of everything via the conspiracy tort, but

most relevantly as reasons to suspect sabotage in the lines of communication. The

clerk's office and new case analysts do not answer the phone or respond to all messages.

Petitioner’s trap phone server provider and manufacturer are suspect, and anyone can

easily create a free area code 202 second line burner number with common apps.

Petitioner has been working on this case for an entire decade, will never give up, and the

courts must respect this civil mind, legal applications, and the truth.
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OPINIONS BELOW
Facts Above & Throughout

Obstruction of Justice in All Cases Not Limited to Civil @ Every Level; WTF!?

CASE # 20-5236 @ SCOTUS - No opinion provided; Obstructed via shady filing process?

CASE # 19-5616 @ SCOTUS - No opinion provided; Obstructed via shady filing process?

CASE # 18-55782 @ USA 9th Circuit - Dismissed by corrupt judges appearing to be

aligned with illegal one-sided religious conflict of interest based on their names and their

defamatory, fraudulent labeling of the nonexistent appeal.

CASE # 2:17-cv-04921 @ USA CA Central District - Judge proven wrong if not corrupt

CASE # BC607769 @ CA Superior Court - Missed court literally due to false imprisonment

CASE # BC608501 @ CA Superior Court - Missed court literally due to false imprisonment

CASE # 2:14-cv-04900 @ USA CA Central District - Obstruction scam / in forma pauperis

CASE # 2:14-cv-04232 @ USA CA Central District - Obstruction scam / in forma pauperis

* Erroneous opinions; only relevant to sending the case back to district court because

the primary intention of this petition is for nothing less than a hearing in person and

where questions will be answered by those who have competence for the truth.
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JURISDICTION
The Highest Court Has It

Jurisdiction of SCOTUS is invoked, as previously detailed, under not limited to:

● 28 USC §§ 22419(a) & § 1254(2), § 2241, § 2242, & § 1651

● Article III, Section II of The Constitution

● 14th Amendment

● SCOTUS Rule 44

CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
Justices’ Job is to Preserve Our Rights

The Constitution & as previously detailed:

● Suspension Clause (Clause 2) @ Article I, Section 9

● 1st, 2nd, 3rd, 5th, 6th, 8th, & 14th Amendments

● Judiciary Act of 1789
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE
Obstruction of Justice = False Imprisonment

SCOTUS RULES 20.4(a) STATEMENT:

Exceptional circumstances warrant the exercise of the Court’s discretionary powers

because this case is like none other and adequate relief cannot be obtained in any other

form or from any other court because all federal courts including SCOTUS have

obstructed and SCOTUS is the only one the can overrule all three including itself, if the

Justices even received the case, so it is necessary to have a hearing in real life (“IRL”).

CASE SUMMARY:

This Petition follows several Petitions to SCOTUS, an obstructed appeal that was not

permitted to be filed because the 9th Circuit went out of order and criminally neglected

the application for counsel, RICO complaints that were dismissed by California Central

District Court with bogus reasons,, and obstructions by law enforcement.

Petitioner has apparently and falsely been confined to a new form of private prison, held

incommunicado in the sense that not all communications are going through, denied

employment rights and income, denied proper medical care and disability after

respondents caused three qualifying physical disabilities, denied both representation and

the right to a hearing before a judge. This is exactly what habeas corpus is intended for

as is respectfully presented.
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RELIEF SOUGHT:

★ Same Relief Sought in Petition for Habeas Corpus; Bring Petitioner to SCOTUS

THE ISSUES PRESENTED:

● None Have Presented a Valid or Logically Relevant Motion or Order to Dismiss

● Obstruction of Justice Caused if not Extremely Exacerbated False Imprisonment

○ Courts Definitely Conspired to Obstruct Justice

○ Law Enforcement Definitely Conspired to Obstruct Justice

○ Filing New Case(s), w/ Arrest Warrant Requests, Could Bring us Back Here

■ or Justices, Judges, & Does Can Become Criminal RICO Defendants

○ F2F Hearing Proof that Everything was Thoroughly Reviewed is Necessary

■ Habeaus Corpus was Designed for this Type of Situation

● Not Limited to Due Process Rights are Violated Until Writs (Plural) are Issued

● Respondents & John Does 1 to 10 have not Stopped Violating Petitioner’s Rights

○ New & Old Issues Require Discovery & Amendment Over New Legal Action

■ Main Respondent IT Hacks & Attacks are Present & Evolved

■ New Financial, Healthcare, Real Estate & Housing Related Fraud

■ Outrageous Counts of Same, Similar, & New Violations
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FACTS NECESSARY TO UNDERSTAND ISSUES PRESENTED BY THE PETITION:

Unlike Defendants and their illogical fluff-filled motions for dismissal in district court,

Petitioner is always 100% honest; no lies, no contradictions, no exaggerations, no

discrepancies, and no problem speaking for himself under oath. By this statement,

Petitioner re-alleges everything from all previous petitions at SCOTUS and the FAC.

Respondents are so petty they just stole food stamps directly out of Petitioner’s account

because there was no cash, which they stole twice as reported to police last year; police

who refuse to recover security camera footage from the places where hack transactions

occurred. Think about how moraless that is, and during the three month out of twelve

month break from GR, after not permitting work, obstructing SSI for disabilities they

caused, cutting off UI halfway through, and all while obstructing justice. Respondents

have been abusing power to troll life including Petitioner’s harmless new art venture,

which has not generated income since the previous application to proceed in forma

pauperis. As of recently they have sent a lot of kamikazee stalkers acting on increased

death threats, trying to crash into Petitioner’s car, to run him off the road, to provoke

altercations; with weapons, etc. All of these assertions are supported by clear and

convincing facts and evidence.
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The future amendment or next RICO complaint against John Does 1 to 10 goes into more

detail about each element with less causes of action and it explains justification for the

relief sought using copycat startups with $100M annual revenue and multi-billion dollar

valuations as examples for the financial loss incurred over the span of more than a

decade. Several original Defendants and Does have gone from billionaire to

centi-billionaire, and from multi-billion dollar company to trillion dollar companies.

“Yesterday’s price is not today’s price” and punitive damages must be deterrents to future

crime. Perhaps Petitioner is still not requesting enough relief to deter Respondents, and

there are several more deep pockets, including our government, that should split the bill.

Returning to the outrageous dismissals, Defendants mockingly pled that Petitioner was

claiming the racket is messing with literally every aspect of Petitioner’s life and at the

same time pretending not to understand the claim, but that is exactly what the complaint

is about and the courts have permitted evil to evolve for an entire decade after the

original complaints were filed. This is an extraordinarily complex case and petitioner is

trying to keep it simple; specifically, regarding the original complaint because it was

going to be amended after discovery or by request for additional details. This is probably

going to be resolved in ADR and Respondents know exactly what they are doing, so is it

really necessary to add another 100 pages of complaint without first seeing if this can be

settled? Petitioner has been fighting for his life with no time to spare in meeting all

deadlines. The FAC completes the incomplete complaint where all elements for each
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cause of action have always been alleged in the COA section; by adding more references

to each paragraph number where statements correspond to the COA. Perhaps this is not

how the court is not used to this method, but it is efficiently organized and goes above

and beyond stating the claim. Petitioner knows around thirty programming languages

and everything about computers and comm tech down to binary logic. That is how

Petitioner thinks, where his true foundation is built, and how he writes.

Everything stated in the RICO claim is connected, unlike the bad judge’s delusional

framework in the district court dismissals. The laws criminal COAs have a purpose of

fulfilling the prerequisite elements of the civil RICO claim, and should be covered by

what was cited in the jurisdiction sections. Was the RICO Act not intended to give a

petitioner means for prosecuting criminals by order of a judge in the event of corrupt

authorities? The judge fails the comprehend the simple fact that all Defendants are being

held liable for everything via the conspiracy tort; therefore, his example of res judicata

regarding the bank’s involvement was an invalid argument in addition to neglect of case

law previously cited and explanation of the fact that Defendants are collectively

extending statutes of limitations everyday as they continue to violate Petitioner’s rights

with new crimes. Petitioner explained and exhibited the timeline of the racket’s

relentless daily attacks for more than the past decade; online and in person. The

timestamps were offered upon necessity and request; for every photograph, screenshot,

video, etc. The FAC was a major upgrade on the original complaint. It completed what
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was submitted in a rush, and corrected all of the alleged flaws such as rewording

conclusory statements and clarifying the statement of the RICO claim, etc. It came down

to the wire, and petitioner submitted the FAC with much more information to add, but

the judge was full of it and said it could not be improved, which was in contradiction to

his complaining about the length with no interest for more details, many of which were

pending discovery where the judge criminally quashed relevant subpoenas. Petitioner

was well aware of alleging the elements since writing the original complaints, and had

gone so far as to download about 10 separate RICO complaints, which were all similar

hundred-plus page-length and used as models for doing it right. The lower court judges

and Defendant attorneys are insanely dishonest and should have been recused.

As far as the 9th Circuit, there is nothing frivolous or malicious about the case. Plaintiff

has much better things to do than spend countless hours writing to bodiless cowards

remotely permitting terrorism. They went out of order and dismissed an appeal that had

not even been filed because they had motive not to deny Petitioner access to an attorney.

The pro se clinic was not helpful, seemingly intentional based on observations.

Defendants obstructed every attempt to acquire help or representation, similar to the job

hunt, to the point where it would have been insane to keep trying and expecting different

results. Petitioner is not doing the same thing by filing all of these different petitions and

complaints. Petitioner has never filed a Petition for Rehearing of Petition for Habeas

Corpus, had not previously ever filed for habeas corpus, and is presenting new facts.
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Someone evil appears to have hand-picked all the lower court judges to obstruct worse

than the way people say Justices were selected to overturn Roe v. Wade, except Justices

acquired their seats at SCOTUS lawfully by presidential appointment, or did they not?

Case assignment is supposed to be random in the lower courts where name hack judges

seem to have been selected like a jury of Defendant peers to represent Defendants like

their attorneys, and with immoral or religious motives to obstruct justice for the

Defendants. Petitioner has been trying to get presidential support for the past decade.

Has any POTUS or other government entity or individual influenced previous decisions

behind the scenes? Obama and Trump definitely received campaign support from

Defendants, and Harris is suspected of obstructing justice as CA Attorney General in

exchange for career advancement similarly as all the corrupt, justice obstructing, falsely

arresting Sheriffs, as petitioner easily predicted in court, because money and power are

motive, and defendants are racking up the centi-billion dollar tab.

PETITIONER IS A MOST LOGICAL GENIUS; “THEY” ARE NOT

THIS IS REALITY
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
Human Rights + The Law of Our Land & Beyond

WHY THE WRIT(s) SHOULD ISSUE:

★ THE MOTIONS & ORDERS TO DISMISS ARE WRONG

★ This is Why Habeas Corpus & Steps Leading Up to this Exist

★ Life Threatening Reliance on Answers to Questions

★ Concealment is Obstruction Exacerbating & Causing Damages

★ No Reason to Believe Justices Thoroughly Reviewed the Case

★ All Reasons to Suspect DOJ Communication Interference

★ Defendants (Comm/Tech Abusers) Have Not Stopped Violating

★ Mail Fraud Already Exhibited in Original Complaint

★ Tremendous Amounts of New Evidence to Exhibit & Details to Amend

★ Petitioner is Still Confined to the Situation

★ This is TRUTH & More Must Arise

SIGNIFICANT CONSTITUTIONAL & LEGAL ISSUES:

This case is extremely important for modern society, democracy, and legal principles at

stake including habeas corpus, due process, abuse of res judicata, and literally

everything pleaded in accordance with law. The court should set an example for civil

ADR over violence and other less than civil means of justice. Several of these issues are

of Constitutional significance, point out flaws in the system that can be corrected, and
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could set precedent and legal authority for greater good, if not by legal standards, as a

deterrent of these unethical and inhumane violations. Moreover, Petitioner has

previously pointed out that wrong decisions are in conflict with established principles.

HYPOTHESIS; HYPOTHETICAL & PLAUSIBLE JUSTIFICATION:

Justices and lower court judges conspired with Defendants to criminally obstruct justice

as if a most intelligent, brave, organized and diligent man would miss deadlines or not

call them out on total BS, and if that happened, then they would blame it on Defendant

hackers and never having received the case files or evidence. The system is flawed

because this is actually possible, especially when defendants have unlimited resources

and have spared no expense stalkerteering that must cost an insane amount of money to

have Petitioner followed day and night. Habeas corpus was specifically designed for this

type of situation, so if the Justices’ intent is not to fix what is broken, then this theory

can be assumed to be accurate enough to merit a case simply for obstruction of justice

and/or fraud, and subpoenas of all judges and Justices; however, Petitioner only files

RICO until justice is served proper.

A problem for national security lies in not addressing this and leaving a backdoor open

for billionaires to bribe entire courts. Moreover, this case touches on several issues of

great importance not only to the petitioner, but also to the entire planet regarding

criminal actions, liabilities, and governance of social media platforms. Petitioner is a
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web development expert who never would have entrust employees with admin access

and all the temptation in the world for which CEOs should be held accountable.

Then there are several serious "theories" that must be investigated regarding defendants

conspiring with, coercing, and bribing government actors, obstructing justice, suspected

fake deaths, and hacks corresponding to this case, the pandemic, and possible election

fraud. The people need to know if the Vice President made a deal with defendants to

obstruct justice for a VP nomination. Justices know people go to and remain in prison

for one poor decision made in a split second. Time for good karma to catch bad apples.

CONCLUSION
Due Process & Justice For All

There is neither justification for denying Petitioner’s Constitutional rights nor the

relentless attack on every aspect of Petitioner’s personal and professional life. Petitioner

is a competent competitor, a challenger, a rational debater, and a defender of his freedom

demanding nothing more in this petition than his right to a hearing in person because

obstruction of justice has Petitioner’s hands shackled behind his back while fighting

giant bullies head on. Petitioner is a virtuous man who works hard and deserves to be

compensated straight up. Get out of here with the cowardly puppet-string pulling human

traffickers and their fake self-serving luck, those interposing on privacy, physical space

and threatening free will. Petitioner is moist honest, and as you will hear, talks the talk,
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and will run the walk; respectfully, to all nine of your faces upon invitation. Hear the oral

argument against whatever the courts must stop concealing. There are no excuses for

this past decade of torture and only one proposed solution.

GIVE RR THE LOOT IS JUSTICE
Please & Thanks

Additionally, Petitioner suspects a reason for obstruction is based on haters of evidence.

The sealed list of individual ‘suspect’ John Does identifies more government actors

including corrupt: cops, politicians, and people of personal relation who were labeled by

their connections, including by religion where delusional beliefs have been used as false

justification for entitlements, which is something that traditionally comes in the form of

inheritance and has nothing to do with rights based on age or birth order. Petitioner has

respect for different aspects of all religions and was only drawing connections between

suspects who have not been filed against because Petitioner desires the most civil

solution, which is holding the trigger pulling enabler corporations responsible for paying

the bill. None of these Doe defendants have been dismissed by any level of federal court.

Let us resolve this conflict with the proper most civil solution as originally intended.

Granting everything and the Writ of Habeas Corpus should be based on the law, not

politics or religion. Petitioner lives a legal, ethical, and righteous life independent of all
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nonscientific social constructs, and that should bring him peace, not racketeers. Politics

and religion should have no place in deciding this case; unless we are talking about

delusional defendant Does, but if you must know, not even SCOTUS should have any

reason to hate on Petitioner and his mostly, or should be, universal positions.

● NO FEAR

● NO HOMO

● NO PHOBIAS

● PRO FEDERAL

● PRO GUN RIGHTS

● PRO DUE PROCESS

● PRO COEXISTENCE

● PROFESSIONAL GENIUS

● PRO LIFE >& PRO CHOICE

● PRO FREEDOM OF SPEECH

● INDEPENDENT CITIZEN VOTER

● RESPECTFULLY DEMANDING JUSTICE

In conclusion, THE LOWER COURT JUDGES WERE WRONG, and it is Petitioner’s turn

to play offense where he has been more than civil in the face of extremely oppressive

more than felonious fraud, theft, and violence; all-in and on-point, unwavering through
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more than a decade of evil trap tactics and chronic pain, with less resources than the

cost of living, yet still both survival of the fittest stronger and significantly more

intelligent than literally 100% of the racketeers only with the realistic exception to the

physical strength few incompetent puppet string pulled stalker meatheads; so by law, in

addition to common, unwritten, religious, and street law, Petition has the right to no less

than due process beginning with what should be a unanimous decision for the writ of

habeas corpus to be GRANTED.

Respectfully,

/s/ RUSSELL ROPE 05/08/2024
justice@russellrope.com

Petitioner In Pro Per
+1 (310) 663-7655
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+1 (310) 663-7655
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#23-6997

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

Russell Rope,

Petitioner,

vs.

Facebook, Inc., Apple, Inc., Alphabet, Inc., Twitter, Inc.,
JPMorgan Chase & Co., & John Does 1 to 10,

Respondents,

On Petition for Rehearing of Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus
The Supreme Court of the United States; Case #19-5616 & #20-5236

The United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit; Case #18-55782
District Court for the Central District of California; Case #2:17-cv-04921

APPENDIX B

Cover Sheet & Copy of Justice Obstructing Order/Opinion(s) of CA Central District Court

/s/ RUSSELL ROPE 05/08/2024
Petitioner In Pro Per

justice@russellrope.com
+1 (310) 663-7655

mailto:justice@russellrope.com


































#23-6997

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

Russell Rope,
Petitioner,

vs.

Facebook, Inc., Apple, Inc., Alphabet, Inc., Twitter, Inc.,
JPMorgan Chase & Co., & John Does 1 to 10,

Respondents,

On Petition for Rehearing of Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus
The Supreme Court of the United States; Case #19-5616 & #20-5236

The United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit; Case #18-55782
District Court for the Central District of California; Case #2:17-cv-04921

AFFIDAVIT & CERTIFICATION OF A PARTY UNREPRESENTED BY COUNSEL

Petitioner, Russell Rope, seeks a Writ of Habeas Corpus and any immediate relief

requested for the above entitled case number TBD; inclusive to notated cases with all

statements and exhibits by this reference made a part of this action. Briefly and

distinctly stated, this petition is necessary and not limited to based on grounds not

previously presented. Constitutional rights are being violated and life is at stake, but

remedy can arise from habeas corpus, which shall not be suspended. Justice obstructing

errors falsely imprisoned the Petitioner who must be brought to hearing in person for

reasons further elaborated upon in this Petition presented in great faith and not for delay.

/s/ RUSSELL ROPE 05/08/2024
Petitioner In Pro Per

justice@russellrope.com
+1 (310) 663-7655

Affidavit & Certification of a Party Unrepresented by Counsel; Habeas Corpus@ SCOTUS | Page # 1 of 1
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#23-6997

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

Russell Rope,

Petitioner,

vs.

Facebook, Inc., Apple, Inc., Alphabet, Inc., Twitter, Inc.,
JPMorgan Chase & Co., & John Does 1 to 10,

Respondents,

Proof of Service
On Petition for Rehearing of Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus

The Supreme Court of the United States; Case #19-5616 & #20-5236
The United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit; Case #18-55782
District Court for the Central District of California; Case #2:17-cv-04921

PROOF OF SERVICE OF PETITION FOR REHEARING FOR HABEAS CORPUS

I, Russell Rope, declare that on the date of May 8, 2024, as required by Supreme Court,
that I have again served the enclosed EMERGENCY: MOTION FOR LEAVE TO
PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS as well as again serving the APPLICATION OR
DECLARATION IN SUPPORT, PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS, AFFIDAVIT
& CERTIFICATION OF A PARTY UNREPRESENTED BY COUNSEL on each party to the
above proceeding (including judges), specifically on their counsel by both electronically
filing said documents in the Ninth Circuit and emailing where they have previously
agreed to electronic service. Furthermore, Petitioner is exempt from traditional methods
of serving Respondents for the following reason:

SCOTUS Rule 29.3:

“…unless the party filing the document is proceeding pro se and in forma pauperis...”

Proof of Service of Petition for Rehearing of Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus@ SCOTUS | Page # 1 of 2



Plaintiff is both pro se and in forma pauperis. The rule is not clear as what exactly to do

in this extraordinary situation, but other SCOTUS instructions and rules give reason for

Petitioner to believe The Court can and will provide service if unbelievably necessary.

Names & Addresses of Served Attorneys & Judges as Follows:

● Alphabet Inc. & Twitter, Inc. Attorneys:
○ Bali, Sunita @ sbali@perkinscoie.com
○ Snell, James G. @ jsnell@perkinscoie.com

● Apple, Inc. Attorneys:
○ Erickson, Ryan Bodine @ rerickson@lewisllewellyn.com
○ Furman, Rebecca @ bfurman@lewisllewellyn.com

● Facebook, Inc. Attorneys:
○ Malhotra, Paven @ pmalhotra@keker.com
○ Mehta, Neha @ ymehta@lewisllewellyn.com

● JPMorgan Chase & Co. Attorneys:
○ Watson, Brett D. @ bwatson@ldattorneys.com & bwatson@cozen.com

● Trial-Court Judge(s):
○ Michael W. Fitzgerald @ MWF_Chambers@cacd.uscourts.gov
○ Paul. L. Abrams @ pla_chambers@cacd.uscourts.gov
○ Circuit Court Judges Via CM/ECF @ ca9.uscourts.gov/cmecf

I declare under penalty of perjury, that to the best of my knowledge, all of the

aforementioned is true and correct.

/s/ RUSSELL ROPE 05/08/2024
Petitioner In Pro Per

justice@russellrope.com
+1 (310) 663-7655
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