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APPENDIX I 

 

The History of Grievant/Crime Victim/Claimant David Schied’s Multiple Previous 

Cases Spanning Forty (40) Years of Unresolved Constitutional Violations  

That Reflect a Long–Term Vacancy in the De Jure Status of “Citizens,” “States,” 

and the “United States” 
 

“Private Public Proxy” David Schied is a professional researcher and honors 

graduate of two premiere research universities, with two undergraduate (“BA”) 

degrees from the University of Southern California, a Masters’ Degree in Education 

from the University of Michigan, and over 40 dedicated post–graduate university 

credit/hours in professional teacher credentialing (“special education”) at California 

State University (Northridge). Beyond that, David Schied completed yet another year 

and a half of doctoral–level research and writing on the topic of “social change” as it 

relates to the history and causes of “public corruption,” and its constitutional 

remedies through community stewardship and government oversight, through 

independent grand jury investigations of criminal allegations, and through the 

revival of private prosecutions against organized crime, domestic terrorism and 

treason by those freely and openly operating “world government” agendas (i.e., a “new 

world order” of United Nations “collectivists” ideology for “sustainable development” 

as expressed by “Agenda 21” and “Agenda 2030”) through constitutionally–bankrupt 

legislators, rogue governments (i.e., fascist regimes of pseudo–government and 

corporate bureaucracy that is hostile to the people as “free Persons” of the State and 

to the United States), and “mafia–style” hierarchical organizations running rampant 

throughout America.   

  David Schied qualifies in his status as a Private Public Proxy by having 

previously brought very many cases through de facto “STATE” and National courts 

as “plaintiff” – first through a corporate BAR attorney and later in his own proper 

person as a flesh–and–blood man (“in propria persona,” “pro per,” “pro se,” and “sui 

juris”). Additionally, as a “Private Attorney General,” acting on behalf of himself and 

fourteen (14) others “similarly situated,” he researched and wrote the 

“Grievant’s/Private Attorney Generals/Next Friends David Schied’s and Cornell 
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Squires’ ‘Memorandum of Law in Support of ‘Joinder’ Claims of Constitutional and 

Common Law Torts Based on  the First Amendment Petition Clause and Evidence of 

Domestic Terrorism” which includes information on this “private attorney general” 

topic. (See “APPENDIX H”.)1 The number of cases, motions, appeals, extraordinary 

writs, and other individual filings over the many years are estimated into the 

hundreds since 2004. The number of irrefutable and unrebutted Affidavits of 

commercial claims and criminal complaints submitted during this time frame to the 

“DEEP STATE,” through the de facto “STATE” and National courts, with the addition 

of the “one supreme” Court on at least four (4) previous occasions between 2010 and 

2013, number no less than one hundred. 2  

                                                            
1 This filing has been posted publicly on the Internet, along with all of the supporting 

documents to that case, since it was time–stamped on 3/31/16, as still available for 

download at:               https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-

Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/033116_PAGsSchied&Squ

ires_Joinderof-14-

ClaimantsCrimeVictims/CoverFiling&MemorandumofLaw/MemorandumofLaw/Me

morandumofLawonBLACclaimsonJoinderClaimants_ALL.pdf     
2 To demonstrate the ominous and threatening degree to which these significant 

criminal claims against the agents of the de facto have been ignored or “dismissed” 
by the cohorts of these treasonous criminals, “Private Attorney General” David 

Schied had posted a large consolidated number of these irrefutable and unrebutted 

Affidavits, commercial claims and criminal complaints online. Notably, these 

documents were all submitted on 8/30/16 directly to the former “U.S. Attorney 
General” Loretta Lynch and her “Deputy” and subsequent successor “Attorney 
General” Sally Yates.  

These document deliveries to USAG Lynch was just over a year before Lynch 

was exposed as having been involved in other treasonous crimes surrounding Hillary 

Clinton’s sham exoneration by FBI Director James Comey, which occurred after 

Clinton had sent classified information over her private email server and obstructed 
justice by thereafter deleting 33,000 emails. These document deliveries to Deputy 

Yates also occurred just prior to Yates being fired for her refusal to enforce direct 

orders from the President in his initial effort to protect the American people from the 

threat of terrorism from Muslim countries. These important criminal allegations and 

associated “claims in commerce” have been posted publicly since that date and are 

available for download as of 12/1/18 at: 

https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-

Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/083116_2ndCrimeReport2

https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/033116_PAGsSchied&Squires_Joinderof-14-ClaimantsCrimeVictims/CoverFiling&MemorandumofLaw/MemorandumofLaw/MemorandumofLawonBLACclaimsonJoinderClaimants_ALL.pdf
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/033116_PAGsSchied&Squires_Joinderof-14-ClaimantsCrimeVictims/CoverFiling&MemorandumofLaw/MemorandumofLaw/MemorandumofLawonBLACclaimsonJoinderClaimants_ALL.pdf
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/033116_PAGsSchied&Squires_Joinderof-14-ClaimantsCrimeVictims/CoverFiling&MemorandumofLaw/MemorandumofLaw/MemorandumofLawonBLACclaimsonJoinderClaimants_ALL.pdf
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/033116_PAGsSchied&Squires_Joinderof-14-ClaimantsCrimeVictims/CoverFiling&MemorandumofLaw/MemorandumofLaw/MemorandumofLawonBLACclaimsonJoinderClaimants_ALL.pdf
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/033116_PAGsSchied&Squires_Joinderof-14-ClaimantsCrimeVictims/CoverFiling&MemorandumofLaw/MemorandumofLaw/MemorandumofLawonBLACclaimsonJoinderClaimants_ALL.pdf
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/083116_2ndCrimeReport2USAttnyGeneralLynchonEvents+MagisCrime/Exhibits2AffidavitFollowUptoUSAGLynch/
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/083116_2ndCrimeReport2USAttnyGeneralLynchonEvents+MagisCrime/Exhibits2AffidavitFollowUptoUSAGLynch/
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The examples presented herein by the long history of cases brought by 

Grievant/Crime Victim/Claimant David Schied, in repeated attempts to find remedy 

in what otherwise are blatantly simple matters complicated, compounded and 

escalated by the treasonously derelict and criminal acts of malfeasance by the DEEP 

STATE as “government actors”, typifies the extent to which the many cases of other 

American people have run their courses in STATE and National “courts,” and with 

STATE  and National prosecutors and attorney generals; so to result in a plethora of 

evidence of similar patterns and practices of racketeering, treason and domestic 

terrorism by private persons otherwise operating “continuing financial crimes 

enterprises” under the fraudulent auspices of being some form of legitimate 

government.  

 

 

STREAM ONE – “(De Jure) State(s) v. (De Facto) STATE(s)”  
(Michigan State / Texas State v. STATE OF MICHIGAN/ STATE OF TEXAS) 

 
Over the past few decades, and with the advent of the Internet leading to a 

new revolution in data and information sharing – including court actions, prison 

records, and news about the breadth and scope of “government” corruption – there 

has been a surge of self–educated men and women who realize that there is a 

duality system of governance existing within and without the metes and bounds of 

the continental “United States [of America]”.  

One system of governance is the original, organic, de jure men and women 

existing as individual sovereign entities operating collectively “on the land” as the 

“True State(s)” through private contracts and compacts with one another in common 

law, under the Law of Nations, and subject only to the Divine Providence of God’s 

Law.  

The other exists as the corporate, administrative, de facto office–holders 

operating as quasi–governmental and non–governmental agencies under 

                                                            

USAttnyGeneralLynchonEvents+MagisCrime/Exhibits2AffidavitFollowUptoUSAG

Lynch/   
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international (maritime) treaties and limited domestic (civil and municipal) 

jurisdiction, deemed herein as the “DEEP STATE.”  

Comprehending the difference between the two systems of “foreign” 

governance is understanding how the agents of the DEEP STATE have historically 

utilized the “law of nonintercourse” to forcibly steal away the rights of men and 

women as nationals of the True State, while selling those rights back under licenses 

as “privileges” to those otherwise classified as foreign “enemies of the state,” as 

“belligerents,” and “citizens” deemed “subject to the jurisdiction of the United 

States” (as the de facto National government). 3 

In light of the above, alternative communities of de jure opposition to the de 

facto – being of American and State nationals of the Republic – are organizing, not 

only to openly declare that the “True State” of the “Republic” [for which most 

Americans view the iconic Flag of the federal United States – “Old Glory” – to 

“stand” in representing]4 is alive and well, but that those operating treasonously 

                                                            
3 Those who recognize that their property and other rights have been usurped or otherwise 

taken, even by force of law, have openly claimed these acts as discriminatory, without 

jurisdiction, and creating “Bills of Attainder.” Herein and thereunder, they are being 

presented in this case as those who claim to have been denied equal treatment in due process 

by agents of the DEEP STATE. Essentially, Parties are alleging that Counterparties have 

been operating unlawfully under “color of law” while using “simulated legal processes” that 

treat the free Persons (as referenced in the organic federal Constitution) as if they were 

occupying the federally–controlled “office of the citizen” and owing both allegiance and 

obedience to the de facto corporate STATE(s) and/or National governments, whereas such 

allegiance and obedience is not properly reciprocated and therefore, such colorful acts are  

“without consent of the governed”.  

Many of these domestic crime victims are keenly aware that such acts of 

“collateralizing” and “monetizing” the property and future labor of these born–free Americans 

are really acts of war under the “law of nonintercourse,” treating those operating the 

Constitutional Republic as “enemies of the (deep) state,” in violation of the “one supreme 
Court’s” own ruling in Yick Wo v. Hopkins, 118 U.S. 356 (1886) holding that administrators 

of the law can be held liable for discriminatory acts when enforcing laws targeting certain 

“class[es]” of people.  

See also APPENDIX A (pp.75–82) defining “belligerent” within the constructive 

application of the “law of nonintercourse,” to include being applied against “belligerent 
litigants” and ordinary American “citizens” such as found in the internment camps of those 

of Japanese descent during WWII.   
4 The Parties named in this case are of the growing number of people in North America who 

recognize themselves as “American nationals” and “state nationals”, being non–statutory 



5 
 

and outside of the law in the foreign, de facto STATE and National governments of 

the “DEEP STATE” will be held accountable for their breaches of fiduciary duties 

and punished for their proven corporate (“war”) crimes and international human 

rights violations.5 

                                                            

terms to describe one’s birth and/or membership in the constitutional Republic. The 

difference is in statutory terms, as shown by 3C Am. Jur. 2d § 2690, that of defining national 

“citizenship” as pertaining to persons born in the “territories over which the United States is 
sovereign.”  This is in contrast and opposition to the constitutional Republic whereas the 

people are the sovereigns, such as determined in the case of Yick Wo v. Hopkins, (supra), 

whereby the “one supreme” Court held that the statutory laws (and municipal ordinances) 

“violates the provisions of the Constitution of the United States if it confers upon the 

municipal [or state] authorities arbitrary power, at their own will, and without regard to 
discretion in the legal sense of the term…”  

Comparatively, Jefferson is quoted as having stated, “The government created by this 
compact was not made the exclusive or final judge of the extent of the powers delegated to 
itself; since that would have made its discretion, and not the Constitution, the measure of its 
powers.”  

Similarly, in the Federalist Paper #15: “The Insufficiency of the Present 
Confederation to Preserve the Union” Alexander Hamilton wrote, “Except as to the rule of 
appointment, the United States has an indefinite discretion to make requisitions for men and 
money; but they [i.e., “Congress Assembled”] have no authority to raise either, by regulations 
extending to the individual citizens of America.”  

Further, in evaluating the history and purpose of the Sixteenth Amendment is noted 

that in Pollock v. Farmers' Loan & Trust Co. (1895), “to tax incomes uniformly throughout 
the United States was held by a divided court to be unconstitutional.” Therefore, as provided 

by President Howard Taft’s Letter to Congress (June 6, 1909), the “original intent” of the 

Sixteenth Amendment was to have been that of “taxing the sprawling bureaucracy of the 
National government;” and not “to levy and collect an income tax without apportionment 
among the States” against the free Persons inhabiting the States of the Republic as precluded 

and forbidden in the organic Constitution.   

The takeaway from all of this is the fact that there are two jurisdictions (de facto and 

de jure) and what becomes legislated by the de facto can apply only to the de facto. These 

laws do not apply to people of the constitutional Republic. The Sixth Circuit Court of Appeals 

as much as recognized this when stating in the case of David Schied v. Leonard Rezmierski, 
et al (2013, unpublished): “It is well–settled law that ‘in American jurisprudence at least, a 
private citizen lacks a judicially cognizable interest in the prosecution or nonprosecution or 
another.’ Linda RS v Richard D, 410 US 614, 619; 93 S Ct 1146; 35 L Ed 2d 536 (1973).” In 

the “private” – in the Republic and outside the “office of the U.S. ‘citizen’,” – remedies in 

common law include the rights of the “free Persons” to assemble as grand juries and juries, 

to institute proceedings with their own private prosecutors, and to implement such remedies 

in commerce such as liens, distrain and distress.   
5 Importantly, a key element of the fraud being perpetrated upon the American people by the 

DEEP STATE involves the criminal dereliction of de facto STATE and National government 

agents in refusing to obey the Supremacy of the U.S. Constitution and the very same laws 

that are expected to be obeyed by “U.S. citizens,” as purportedly as corporate “office–holders” 
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The Factual Case Histories Of Private Public Proxy David Schied 

 

David Schied holds his own lineup of STATE and National “tort” and “trespass” 

cases demonstrating the “DEEP STATE’s pattern and practice” of denying State and 

Federal remedies to both statutory and common law claims. The cases he brings forth 

herein as a “Private Public Proxy” and one of the “free Persons” referenced by the 

Constitution of the United States for the United States of America are his own private 

“claims in commerce” based upon legitimate “criminal complaints” supported by 

documented evidence to prove harm by “Bills of Attainder” and “Corruption of Blood.” 

Each of these cases exhibits “backward–looking” characteristics of exhausted 

administrative remedies; with most being also “access–to–court” cases.  All involve 

unconstitutional due process violations reflective of a pattern and practice of treason, 

sedition, and domestic terrorism. Thus, these cases, as exemplary of all “similarly 

situated” in the body–politic of both the de jure States of Michigan and of Texas, are 

rightly presented herein with claims against the de facto STATE OF MICHIGAN and 

the de facto STATE OF TEXAS, in addition to claims against the corporate de facto 

National government. (Hence, “State v. STATE.”)    

The pattern and practice of the de facto STATE and National courts aligns 

with many of those depicted by APPENDIX E, as documented in evidence and posted 

publicly in what “Private Public Proxy” David Schied refers to as the “Article III Court 

of Record” throughout the year and half of “sham proceedings” at the U.S. DISTRICT 

COURT FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF MICHIGAN, SOUTHERN DIVISION, 

as held against David Schied’s persistent protests, in the MUNICIPAL 

CORPORATION OF DETROIT, in the CHARTER COUNTY OF WAYNE.6 As the 

                                                            

referenced by name in ALL CAPS. Originally, these laws were legislated to protect the rights 

of all freedom–loving American people; so as to also “support and defend the Constitution of 
the United States against all enemies, foreign and domestic,” and to stop all unlawful 

encroachments upon the American constitutional Republic, which has otherwise resulted in 

the eroding of its ancillary system of de jure governance “by the people.”        

6 The online record for David Schied’s “Article III Court of Record” has the complete 

filings to the previously–referenced case of “Schied v. Karen Khalil, et al,” as filed in 

the de jure District Court of the United States. This record, being fully “transparent,” 
is to be placed in contrast to the U.S. DISTRICT COURT record, which is incomplete 



7 
 

records show, this single case included reference to many previous STATE and 

National “court” cases; and nearly a year after the case was filed with a single 

“plaintiff / claimant,” fourteen (14) additional “joinder” cases with similar claims 

against “Defendant” CHARTER COUNTY OF WAYNE and their “errors and 

omissions” insurance carrier AMERICAN INSURANCE GROUP, INC. (“AIG”) were 

added, each with irrefutable and unrebutted “sworn and notarized Affidavits.”  

Evidence of the parallel pattern and practice of the de facto STATE and 

National law enforcement and attorney generals is mostly included in the above 

time–stamped (by the court) “filings” to some extent, if even by reference in the many 

                                                            

due to the Article I “magistrate” Michael Hluchaniuk “striking” four (4) sets of David 

Schied’s significant filings chock full of referenced evidence of crimes committed “from 
the bench,” “under color of law,” and in a “conspiracy to deprive of rights,” by a host 

of STATE BAR OF MICHIGAN members operating as “domestic terrorists” while 

incognito as legitimate “judges” and “attorneys”.  

This case included a “secondary level” of racketeering offenses designed to 

cover–up the “predicate level” of crimes, and as committed by the so-called “tribunal” 
of fellow terrorists – Guy Cole Jr, Eugene Siler Jr, and Richard Griffin, who were 

operating under the pretext of being “judges” for the COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE 

SIXTH CIRCUIT  – who dismissed without litigating the merits of Private Attorney 
General David Schied’s filing of “Writ of Mandamus in ‘Order for Interlocutory 
Appeal’  with Accompanying ‘Memorandum at Law’ and Questions of Law on Action 
Taken by the Court That Conclusively Resolved a Claimed Right by Procedural 
‘Motion’ Effectively Unreviewable on Appeal on Final Judgment, But Which is 
Collateral to the Substantive Merits of the Filings ‘Stricken’ and Has a Final and 
Irreparable Effect on the Case” and accompanying “Memorandum at Law” and 

supportive evidence.      
This “Article III Court of Record” with the complete filings to the previously–

referenced case of “Schied v. Karen Khalil, et al” was found to be still publicly 

available for review and download on 12/8/18, as originally posted in 2015 and 2016, 

at:  

https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-

Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/      

The referenced “Writ of Mandamus in ‘Order for Interlocutory Appeal...” and 

accompanying “Memorandum at Law” and other documented evidence can also be 

found imbedded in the above–referenced Article III Court of Record as originally 

posted at:  

https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-

Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/111815_WritMandamusIn

terlocAppeal&MemorandumLaw/    

https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/111815_WritMandamusInterlocAppeal&MemorandumLaw/
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/111815_WritMandamusInterlocAppeal&MemorandumLaw/
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/111815_WritMandamusInterlocAppeal&MemorandumLaw/
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“motions” and “responses” that were filed, along with their respectively corresponding 

documents of evidence, in the above–referenced case of “Schied v. Karen Khalil, et 

al”.   

It shall be noted herein however, that many other proceedings, as well as 

subsequent, cases involving Private Public Proxy David Schied as the “grievant/crime 

victim/claimant” are also being hosted on the very same computer “server” as the 

“Schied v. Karen Khalil, et al” case. These additional cases are summarized with 

connecting links to the evidence in those cases 7 as follows below so as to fully inform 

the many other “Counterparties” to this instant case as to the basis of the plethora of 

“Criminal Complaints” and accompanying “Claims in Commerce” that are herein 

presented against them. 8  

 

CASE #1 –  

A CONSOLIDATED HISTORY OF MULTIPLE CASES  

DATING FROM 1977 – 2012 ESTABLISHING A “CONVICTION” THAT 

OTHERWISE NEVER EXISTED 

 

 It was not actually until 2003, in the immediate after the “9/11 terrorist event” 

(deemed later by hundreds of engineering experts to have been an “inside” job and 

“controlled demolition” by “domestic terrorists”)9 that the case history dating back to 

                                                            
7 In general, all of these cases can be found in separately–labeled folders dating back 

to 2008, with those cases appearing after 2015 containing the most comprehensive 

evidence, inclusive of a plethora of scanned documentation in evidence of the many 

cases that were “filed” and subsequently “dismissed” between 2004 and 2013, 

including cases that were previously filed with the so–called “one supreme” Court 

otherwise operating as de facto “SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.”    

Those case filings, made ever–more comprehensively available to the public through 

Internet postings since 2008, remain available as of 3/18/18 at: 

https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/  
8 Literally all of the Counterparties have already been notified about the criminal and 

civil claims being levied against them here, at least to some extent. Most all have 

been formally “served” by correspondence sent via “certified mail,” and some have 

had such service provided upon them through the “notary presentment process” of a 

“third party” (STATE–licensed notary) “witness.”     
9 “Since 9/11, independent researchers around the world have assembled a large body 
of evidence that overwhelmingly refutes the [federal investigations culminating in 

https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/
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1977 was actually realized and thus, had its fullest impact of damage, stemming from 

outdated and erroneous records being maintained by the de facto STATE OF TEXAS’ 

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY, in violation of Texas Administrative Codes 

requiring regular database updating.  

In 2003, this damage impact was compounded by the agents for the STATE OF 

TEXAS compelling then Grievant/Crime Victim/Claimant David Schied to pay for a 

judicial hearing and an “expunction” of the erroneous criminal history rather than to 

admit their own multi–decade recordkeeping errors reflecting a 1977 “final 

disposition” of “probation” and a “status” of “conviction” whereas, in legal terms, 

neither had existed since 1977, and legally, probation was never been meant to be a 

“final” disposition (and certainly not to be extended to a quarter–century later) for a 

first–time teenage offense. (Bold emphasis added)  

From 2003, it was the STATE OF MICHIGAN that created the most damage 

while abusing both STATE and National laws, denying Grievant/Crime 

Victim/Claimant David Schied’s codified (5 U.S.C. § 552a) right under the Privacy Act 

                                                            

FEMA’s 2002 Building Performance Study and the 2005 and 2008 reports by the 
National Institute of Standards and Technology (NIST)] that airplane impacts and 
fires caused the destruction of the Twin Towers and World Trade Center (WTC) 
Building 7. This body of evidence, most of which FEMA and NIST omitted from their 
reports, instead supports the troubling conclusion that all three skyscrapers were 
destroyed in a process known as ‘controlled demolition,’ where explosives and/or other 
devices are used to bring down a building.” ... 

This “key evidence” is listed as “1) Rapid onset of destruction; 2) Constant 
acceleration at or near free–fall through what should have been the path of greatest 
resistance;     3) Numerous eyewitness accounts of explosions including 118 New York 
City Fire Department personnel; 4) Lateral ejection of multi–ton steel framing 
members distances of 600 feet at more than 60 miles per hour; 5) Mid–air 
pulverization of 90,000 tons of concrete, and large volumes of expanding pyroclastic–
like dust clouds; 6) Isolated explosive ejections 20 to 60 stories below the ‘crush zone;’ 
7) Total destruction and dismemberment of all three buildings, with 220 floors each 
an acre in size missing from the Twin Towers’ debris pile; 8) Several tons of molten 
steel/iron found in the debris piles;  9) Evidence of thermite incendiaries on steel 
beams; 10) Nanothermite composites and iron microspheres found in the WTC dust 
samples.” As found on 12/8/18 at the nonprofit website of Architects and Engineers 
for 911 Truth: 

http://www.ae911truth.org/news/evidence.html 

http://www.ae911truth.org/news/evidence.html
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of 1974 to “challenge and correct” the identifying “criminal history” documents 

matching fingerprints obtained by the MICHIGAN STATE POLICE from the FBI 10 

                                                            
10 Private Public Proxy David Schied has been on the “radar” with the FBI since 1998 

when he reported to FBI “Agent” Gene Kennedy being victimized by a career con–

artist, John Constantine Golfis, and having discovered a long history of victims in 

MINNESOTA, TEXAS and CALIFORNIA who had been reporting Golfis’ crimes to 

local, state and national “law–enforcement” with none of these “government” agencies 

doing anything about the continuation of these crimes upon a host of additional 

victims.  

At that time, “Agent” Kennedy had candidly told David Schied that the FBI 

was not inclined to deal with the professional con–artist Golfis, even though David 

Schied had uncovered at least 70 confirmed other victims of Golfis’ crimes – each 

losing between $4,000 and $200,000 and including two victims of sexual assault. The 

reason given by FBI Agent Kennedy for the DOJ’s refusal to act anytime before – or 

after – that meeting on 1998 was because the FBI already had desktops full of other 

cases in which single victims had lost more than $1,000,000, and prosecuting those 

cases with lesser numbers of victims would be much easier and less expensive for 

DOJ prosecutors.  

As a result of the FBI’s and DOJ’s gross negligence and dereliction of fiduciary 

duty to protect the people from this con–man and his numerous other past and future 

partners in crime, this particular story of de facto “government” crimes spanned 

another two decades after David Schied was victimized, and expanded to include a 

vast number of STATE and National government “actors” joining forces with a 

grander number of other cases in the corporate sector, many which were and continue 

to be prosecuted in the “federal” courts of Virginia, Wisconsin, Texas, Nevada and 

elsewhere as involving elaborate criminal schemes involving billions of dollars in 

corporate fraud against taxpayers, and hundreds of millions of dollars in 

international art fraud.  

David Schied produced a video documentary in 2008 about his 1998 “Golfis 
story” while bringing events up–to–date with Golfis’ latest crimes, while also 

revealing a protection racket for the criminal Golfis going on in the “DEEP STATE” 

of the de facto National government of the FBI, as well as in the STATE OF TEXAS, 

which consisted of, minimally, a former TEXAS city police chief, a sitting TEXAS 

judge, a TEXAS city mayor, and others of local prominence in TEXAS. That story has 

been posted for the past near 10 years on the Internet and as of 3/19/18 at: 

http://www.powercorruptsagain.com/category/videos/page/2/ 

As a direct result of the criminally negligent acts of the FBI and DOJ, the 

number of crime victims had both expanded and deepened so to not only include 

numerous corporations and their “shell” and “holding” companies, but include those 

with the most wealth both in the “United States [of America]” and 

internationally…even to include the victimization of The Pope and The Vatican. For 

more on this, see the following resources: 

http://www.powercorruptsagain.com/category/videos/page/2/
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by way of David Schied’s own commanding permission, for purposes of employment 

as a public schoolteacher in the STATE OF MICHIGAN. This also followed a 

documented history of David Schied having previously obtained two teaching licenses 

in the STATE OF CALIFORNIA between 2000 and 2002 while teaching full–time in 

the public school system, without such an apparent incident of erroneous “criminal 

history” reporting and denial of “federally–guaranteed” right to “challenge and 

correct” the interstate record received through the FBI.    

Making a long story short,11 the thoroughly corrupted officials operating their 

“continuing financial crimes enterprise”12 as the “STATE OF MICHIGAN” 13 used the 

                                                            

For the first “Crime Report” from David Schied written to U.S. Attorney 

General Loretta Lynch, which established a link between the con–artist John Golfis, 

the gross negligence of the FBI (Agent Kennedy) and DOJ, and the corporate mega-

corporation of SUPERVALU, see the link as found on 12/8/18 at: 

https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-

Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/071816_CrimeReport2US

AttnyGeneralLynchonEvents+MagisCrime/071816_CoverLetter4CrimeRpt2LynchD

C.pdf 

For the more fuller picture of how the criminal gross negligence and 

malfeasance FBI and DOJ (including two former USAGs of Loretta Lynch and Jeff 

Sessions) and the past two Presidential administrations have denigrated America 

and caused innumerable Bills of Attainder by allowing convicted rapist John Golfis 

to continue partnering with other ex-cons, see “APPENDIX J”, as well as other cases 

presented herein by Private Public Proxy David Schied and “others similarly 
situated.” 
11 These constitutional – and criminal – violations by the agents of the STATE OF 

MICHIGAN began in 2003 and have continued through to this present day unabated.  
12 See 18 U.S.C. § 225 for the cost in penalties “in commerce” associated with the fines 

and criminal sentences brought to those participating in this series of offenses.  
13 See the research conducted by the Center for Public Integrity showing that the 

STATE OF MICHIGAN ranks dead last – 50th out of the 50 STATES – for public 

integrity, receiving an overall grade of “F,” as found since 2015 and as of 8/9/18 at: 

https://www.publicintegrity.org/2015/11/09/18427/michigan-gets-f-grade-2015-state-

integrity-investigation   

Further, see the 765–page book of “Judicial Deceit: Tyranny and Unnecessary 
at the Michigan Supreme Court” written by former MICHIGAN SUPREME COURT 

“chief judge” Elizabeth Weaver. This book was written during the two years after she 

resigned from the Court while blowing the whistle at a press conference on the 

corruption of the de facto STATE Court system, at a time the other “justices” of the 

https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/071816_CrimeReport2USAttnyGeneralLynchonEvents+MagisCrime/071816_CoverLetter4CrimeRpt2LynchDC.pdf
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/071816_CrimeReport2USAttnyGeneralLynchonEvents+MagisCrime/071816_CoverLetter4CrimeRpt2LynchDC.pdf
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/071816_CrimeReport2USAttnyGeneralLynchonEvents+MagisCrime/071816_CoverLetter4CrimeRpt2LynchDC.pdf
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/071816_CrimeReport2USAttnyGeneralLynchonEvents+MagisCrime/071816_CoverLetter4CrimeRpt2LynchDC.pdf
https://www.publicintegrity.org/2015/11/09/18427/michigan-gets-f-grade-2015-state-integrity-investigation
https://www.publicintegrity.org/2015/11/09/18427/michigan-gets-f-grade-2015-state-integrity-investigation
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gross dereliction of STATE OF TEXAS officials to repeatedly and maliciously create 

“Bills of Attainder” against Grievant/Crime Victim/Claimant David Schied through 

unconstitutional “double jeopardy,” through forced “self–incrimination,” and the 

through denial of “full faith and credit” to 25 year–old evidence of not only the “early 

termination of probation” (in 1977 accompanied by “withdrawal of plea” and 

“dismissal of indictment” as “judicial clemency”), but also “executive clemency” (in 

1983 in the STATE OF TEXAS by formal “pardon”) of what was otherwise even then 

(in 2003) 14 being maintained by the TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY 

as outdated and erroneous records. 15 

                                                            

MSC were attempting to apply a “gag” order to shut her up. A copy Justice Weaver’s 

letter of resignation has been posted on the Internet along with other documents at: 

https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-

Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/073115MyOrder2StrikeAI

G&ICSOPNoSignPlunkCoony/Exhibits/Ex_25_WeavResgnLetr2006COArul&2008F

rohrieprul.pdf       
14 Unbeknownst to David Schied at the time of the “gubernatorial pardon” he received 

in 1983, he was actually ineligible for a pardon for two reasons: First, because 

“probation” was never a “final disposition,” no “conviction” ever existed as otherwise 

reflected in the 2003 “erroneous criminal history report” received by the STATE OF 

MICHIGAN from the FBI. Second, because after the “sweeping–type” of judicial 

clemency received in 1977 (i.e., “withdrawal of plea,” “dismissal of indictment,” and 

“set aside of judgment”), there was no “conviction” left anyway to “pardon” (as this 

was reaffirmed years later by multiple STATE OF TEXAS attorney general opinions 

that the STATE OF MICHIGAN “judges” chose to disregard when adjudicating the 

matter against (“Plaintiff”) David Schied between 2004 and 2012).  
15 For review of the Texas Attorney General Opinion DM–(Dan Morales) –349 (1995) 

pertaining to the type of “set aside” received by David Schied in 1979 as meaning “no 
conviction exists,” see the online location as found on 12/8/18 at:   

https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-

Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/071415_MyResponse2MMRMA1st

Mot2Dismiss/071415_MyResponse2Mot2DismissinLieuofAnswr/Exh_3_AGMoralesOpinDM

-349.pdf 

For review of the John Cornyn’s attorney general Opinion JC – (John Cornyn) – 

0396 (2001) pertaining to either a “full pardon” (such as the one received by David 

Schied in 1983) or an “expunction” of the “remaining record of arrest prosecution 

(following a pardon)”, as meaning “no conviction exists,” see online as found on 

12/8/18 at:       https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-

Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/071415_MyResponse2MM

https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/073115MyOrder2StrikeAIG&ICSOPNoSignPlunkCoony/Exhibits/Ex_25_WeavResgnLetr2006COArul&2008Frohrieprul.pdf
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/073115MyOrder2StrikeAIG&ICSOPNoSignPlunkCoony/Exhibits/Ex_25_WeavResgnLetr2006COArul&2008Frohrieprul.pdf
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/073115MyOrder2StrikeAIG&ICSOPNoSignPlunkCoony/Exhibits/Ex_25_WeavResgnLetr2006COArul&2008Frohrieprul.pdf
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/073115MyOrder2StrikeAIG&ICSOPNoSignPlunkCoony/Exhibits/Ex_25_WeavResgnLetr2006COArul&2008Frohrieprul.pdf
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/071415_MyResponse2MMRMA1stMot2Dismiss/071415_MyResponse2Mot2DismissinLieuofAnswr/Exh_3_AGMoralesOpinDM-349.pdf
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/071415_MyResponse2MMRMA1stMot2Dismiss/071415_MyResponse2Mot2DismissinLieuofAnswr/Exh_3_AGMoralesOpinDM-349.pdf
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/071415_MyResponse2MMRMA1stMot2Dismiss/071415_MyResponse2Mot2DismissinLieuofAnswr/Exh_3_AGMoralesOpinDM-349.pdf
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/071415_MyResponse2MMRMA1stMot2Dismiss/071415_MyResponse2Mot2DismissinLieuofAnswr/Exh_3_AGMoralesOpinDM-349.pdf
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/071415_MyResponse2MMRMA1stMot2Dismiss/071415_MyResponse2Mot2DismissinLieuofAnswr/Exh_5_AGCornynOpinJC-0396.pdf
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/071415_MyResponse2MMRMA1stMot2Dismiss/071415_MyResponse2Mot2DismissinLieuofAnswr/Exh_5_AGCornynOpinJC-0396.pdf
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Essentially, these Bills of Attainder were created – repeatedly by the STATE 

OF MICHIGAN – to cover up common law crimes of trespass and theft 16 by their 

STATE–sponsored local school district officials, as well as to cover–up for what the 

MICHIGAN judiciary (i.e., MICHIGAN COURT OF APPEALS) was doing to 

politically support the MICHIGAN DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION in dismantling 

the teacher’s “union” (i.e., the Michigan Education Association) through an entirely 

different “class–action” lawsuit (unbeknownst to David Schied at the time), of “others 

similarly–situated,” which was also in the MICHIGAN COURT OF APPEALS about 

that same time (2004–2009). 17  

Eventually, Private Public Proxy David Schied came to realize that the sheer 

number of de facto “government” figures acting in this criminal “pattern and 

                                                            

RMA1stMot2Dismiss/071415_MyResponse2Mot2DismissinLieuofAnswr/Exh_5_AG

CornynOpinJC-0396.pdf   
16 The claim of “theft” is derived from the corporate STATE OF MICHIGAN allowing 

a former school superintendent, (“Dr.”) Sandra Harris of LINCOLN 

CONSOLIDATED SCHOOLS, to perpetually place the erroneous FBI “criminal 
history” record (paid for by David Schied subject to federal privacy rights legislation) 

into public personnel files and repeatedly distribute the document, along with Harris’ 

own defamatory letters asserting Schied was a “criminal” lying on his job application, 

to the public under the Freedom of Information Act. 
17 See the Michigan Court of Appeals case of Eric C. Frohriep and All Others Similarly 
Situated v. Michael P. Flanagan, Jeremy M. Hughes, and Frank P. Ciloski, 275 Mich 

App 456, 464; 739 NW2d 645 (2007). This is a case that began when MICHIGAN 

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION’s (“MDE’s”) “Superintendent of Public Instruction” 

Michael Flanagan ordered the MDE to distribute “lists of employees in their 
respective school systems with criminal convictions...[who]...had to be dismissed” 

from their employment, but without first verifying the validity and accuracy of the 

criminal history database being used. Public rulings and information about this case 

was compiled long ago and propelled back to the STATE and National court by 

“Private Attorney General” David Schied as posted on the Internet since 2015 and 

found on 12/8/18 as pp. 10–20 of the PDF file posted at: 

https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-

Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/073115MyOrder2StrikeAI

G&ICSOPNoSignPlunkCoony/Exhibits/Ex_25_WeavResgnLetr2006COArul&2008F

rohrieprul.pdf  

https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/071415_MyResponse2MMRMA1stMot2Dismiss/071415_MyResponse2Mot2DismissinLieuofAnswr/Exh_5_AGCornynOpinJC-0396.pdf
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/071415_MyResponse2MMRMA1stMot2Dismiss/071415_MyResponse2Mot2DismissinLieuofAnswr/Exh_5_AGCornynOpinJC-0396.pdf
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/073115MyOrder2StrikeAIG&ICSOPNoSignPlunkCoony/Exhibits/Ex_25_WeavResgnLetr2006COArul&2008Frohrieprul.pdf
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/073115MyOrder2StrikeAIG&ICSOPNoSignPlunkCoony/Exhibits/Ex_25_WeavResgnLetr2006COArul&2008Frohrieprul.pdf
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/073115MyOrder2StrikeAIG&ICSOPNoSignPlunkCoony/Exhibits/Ex_25_WeavResgnLetr2006COArul&2008Frohrieprul.pdf
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/073115MyOrder2StrikeAIG&ICSOPNoSignPlunkCoony/Exhibits/Ex_25_WeavResgnLetr2006COArul&2008Frohrieprul.pdf
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practice”18 offered sufficient proof that he was not dealing with constitutionally–

compliant “governments” at all, but instead with treasonous agents of self–serving 

private “service” corporations operating fraudulently in commerce under public (and 

stolen) funding.  

What resulted from the above amounted to nearly a full decade of costly filings 

of “criminal complaints” and a subsequent pattern and practice of “simulating a legal 

process” 19 and other “circus events” costing “Private Public Proxy” David Schied his 

reputation, his established career as a public schoolteacher, his family inheritance, 

his life savings, his retirement, his marriage, and his family...to ultimately force him 

to the social status of a financial pauper, a “slave” who was forced to become 

dependent upon the STATE OF MICHIGAN for support of his dependent child and 

himself. Even then and thereafter, the STATE OF MICHIGAN committed yet further 

crimes of tyranny and oppression. However, those events have been relegated herein 

to a separate set of consolidated “cases” reflecting the events that occurred between 

2012 and 2018, with additional “Bills of Attainder” created by the “continuing 

financial crimes enterprise” otherwise known as the STATE OF MICHIGAN.  

                                                            
18 See the 50–page “Sworn and Notarized Criminal Complaint of David Schied 

(2/10/2010),” naming, as criminal cohorts acting in a “chain–conspiracy” to “deprive 
of rights,” over 131 agents associated with at least 30 varying STATE and National 

agencies, departments, bureaus, divisions, offices, etc.. a copy of which was provided 

minimally to the U.S. COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE SIXTH CIRCUIT, to U.S. 

Attorney Terrance Berg, and to U.S. Attorney General Eric Holder, as it has been 

made available to the public for years on the Internet at:  

https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-

Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/082516_MyDefaultJudgm

ntFolwupCrimeRpt&MemofPeoplesRights/MyExhibits/Exhibits2AffidavitFollowUp/

EX_24_2010SwornCrimComplaint_compreh2SixthCirAGHolder.pdf 
19 Even the corporate, de facto, STATE OF MICHIGAN has recognized (as part of the 

fraudulent “dog and pony show” they put on for the public at large, that “simulating 
a legal process” is a crime. See MCL 750.157a (“Conspiracy to commit offense or legal 
act in an illegal manner”): “(d) Any person convicted of conspiring to commit a legal 
act in an illegal manner shall be punished by imprisonment in the state prison for 
not more than 5 years or by a fine of not more than $10,000.00, or both such fine and 
imprisonment...”  

https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/082516_MyDefaultJudgmntFolwupCrimeRpt&MemofPeoplesRights/MyExhibits/Exhibits2AffidavitFollowUp/EX_24_2010SwornCrimComplaint_compreh2SixthCirAGHolder.pdf
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/082516_MyDefaultJudgmntFolwupCrimeRpt&MemofPeoplesRights/MyExhibits/Exhibits2AffidavitFollowUp/EX_24_2010SwornCrimComplaint_compreh2SixthCirAGHolder.pdf
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/082516_MyDefaultJudgmntFolwupCrimeRpt&MemofPeoplesRights/MyExhibits/Exhibits2AffidavitFollowUp/EX_24_2010SwornCrimComplaint_compreh2SixthCirAGHolder.pdf
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/082516_MyDefaultJudgmntFolwupCrimeRpt&MemofPeoplesRights/MyExhibits/Exhibits2AffidavitFollowUp/EX_24_2010SwornCrimComplaint_compreh2SixthCirAGHolder.pdf
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For the “Legal and Factual Background” to the conglomerate of compounded 

cases resulting from this criminal dereliction by the “judges” of the MICHIGAN 

COURT OF APPEALS, both individually and collectively, as well as the “justices” of 

the MICHIGAN SUPREME COURT that refused to provide remedy when repeatedly 

presented with the facts – and by their having set up a corrupt system of “checks” via 

a corrupt MICHIGAN STATE BAR operating through the “JUDICIAL TENURE 

COMMISSION” and “ATTORNEY GRIEVANCE COMMISSION” – see again 

“APPENDIX H”. 

Immediately upon receipt of the erroneous FBI “criminal history” report in late 

2003, the interim superintendent of the Lincoln Consolidated Schools, “Dr.” Sandra 

Harris placed into the school district’s “public personnel file” bearing David Schied’s 

name, and she and others began repeatedly disseminating that report to the public 

under FOIA request – in criminal violation of a plethora of laws and public policy – 

along with her own defamatory letters accusing David Schied of being a liar and a 

criminal as written to a laundry list of peer teachers, supervising principals, and to 

seniors of local teacher’s union. Grievant/Crime Victim/Claimant David Schied filed 

“crime reports” on these occurrences in 2004, again in 2006 with another provable 

FOIA occurrence, and again in 2009 with evidence of yet another occurrence. Yet 

throughout this time the MICHIGAN STATE POLICE, the local (incorporated 

WASHTENAW) county prosecutor, and the STATE OF MICHIGAN “departments” of 

“attorney general” and “civil rights” all refused to address these matters.    

Similarly, in 2005, in retaliation for Grievant/Crime Victim/Claimant David 

Schied pursuing civil and criminal claims against the Lincoln Consolidated Schools, 

a second STATE OF MICHIGAN school district (Northville Public Schools) 

administration – seeing the former school district employer getting away with their 

crimes in the face of the “Frohriep” class action case and David Schied’s own litigation 

– Leonard Rezmierski, David Bolitho, and Katy Doer–Parker of the Northville Public 

Schools teamed up with their representative attorneys at the KELLER–THOMA law 

firm; and, in additional defiance of a written hiring agreement for David Schied for 

him to provide the TEXAS “expunction” document until he had successfully 
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completed his “challenge and correction” of the 2004 erroneous FBI report that this 

second school district received, they also began disseminating the TEXAS 

“expunction” document in 2005 to yet a third hiring school district (Brighton Area 

Schools) acting criminally “under color of law” and in violation of their hiring contract, 

as well as disseminating that “non–public” document to the public in response to 

FOIA requests received in 2006 and again in 2009. Again, throughout this time the 

MICHIGAN STATE POLICE, the local (incorporated WASHTENAW) county 

prosecutor, and the STATE OF MICHIGAN “departments” of “attorney general” and 

“civil rights” all refused to address these matters.   

Beginning in 2006, Grievant/Crime Victim/Claimant David Schied began filing 

additional “crime report(s)” and “requests/demand(s) for criminal grand jury 

investigation” into these crimes while continuing to pay a STATE BAR OF 

MICHIGAN member to bring these issues to the UNITED STATES DISTRICT 

COURT FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF MICHIGAN. Meanwhile, the STATE 

OF MICHIGAN court system and statewide “law enforcement” systems joined with 

the FBI, the U.S. Attorney for the EDM, the U.S. Attorney Generals (Mukasey and 

Holder), the “judges” of the 6TH CIRCUIT COURT, and other U.S. DEPARTMENT 

OF JUSTICE personnel in grossly “omitting” any legitimate address of these criminal 

matters in their persistent “decisions” against “Plaintiff/Crime Victim” David Schied.  

Thus, on November 26, 2008, Grievant/Crime Victim/Claimant David Schied 

filed joint civil and criminal “complaints” with the UNITED STATES DISTRICT 

COURT FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF MICHIGAN, naming three (3) “U.S. 

COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE SIXTH CIRCUIT” judges (Daughtrey, McKeague 

and Tatenhove), two FBI “agents” (Andrew Arena and Rod Charles); the U.S. 

Attorney General (Michael Mukasey), the then current and the former U.S. Attorneys 

(Terrence Berg and Stephen Murphy respectively) for the EDM  (i.e., the latter went 

through the revolving door to become a “federal” judge), the TEXAS attorney general 

(Greg Abbott), several US DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE personnel in 

WASHINGTON, D.C. (Shanetta Cutlar and Marie O’Rourke), a former U.S. Pardon’s 

Attorney and AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION member (who stole $2,000 under 
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false pretense of pursuing a TEXAS attorney general opinion on David Schied’s case 

of receiving both a “set aside” and a “pardon”) Margaret Colgate Love, and other 

“DOES” of the U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE (“USDOJ”). The case was 

criminally “dismissed with prejudice” by the so–called “federal judge” Lawrence 

Zatkoff of the EASTERN DISTRICT OF MICHIGAN on 3/25/09. 

The essence of all this decade–long history of strife and suffering by Private 

Public Proxy David Schied in effort to find some form of remedy and accountability 

in STATE and National government systems, is that both before 2009 and since then 

through 2012, Grievant/Crime Victim/Claimant David Schied had gone through the 

MICHIGAN court system and the National court system (on multiple cases) in 

repeated report of compounding injuries due to the continuing crimes against him by 

de facto (“DEEP”) STATE OF MICHIGAN and National “government” officials.  

On 4/11/2011, Private Public Proxy David Schied sent the “one supreme” Court 

copies of a plethora of STATE and National “judicial misconduct” complaints, along 

with clear and concise statements in reference to the “Appendix of Exhibits” 

accompanying “Petitioner” David Schied’s “Motion to Extend Time to File Writ of 

Certiorari” in an offshoot case of “David Schied v. Ronald Ward, Ken Hammon, Kirk 

Hobson, Patricia Meyer, Karen Ellsworth, Jessica Murray, Jennifer Bouhana, 

Patricia Ham, and Joe D. Mosier, in both their individual and official capacities”, 

being those associated with the BRIGHTON AREA SCHOOL DISTRICT, a former 

employer of David Schied that retaliated (by conspiracy) when it/they found out in 

2007 that David Schied was on “appeal” to the COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE 

SIXTH CIRCUIT on a previous “federal” suit against three “superintendents” of other 

MICHIGAN school districts (Sandra Harris and Fred Williams of LINCOLN  

CONSOLIDATED SCHOOLS and Leonard Rezmierski of NORTHVILLE 

SCHOOLS), the MICHIGAN governor (Jennifer Granholm), and the STATE OF 

TEXAS’ “director” of the DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY (Thomas Davis). The 

filing has long been posted publicly in the Internet since 2011, being hosted by the 

University of Michigan as of 3/12/18 at: 
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https://ctools.umich.edu/access/content/user/dschied/Public%20Portfolio%20Files/BA

SMot2ExtndTime4WritofCert.pdf     

Importantly, this 106–page filing to the “Supreme Court of the United States” 

included detailed “judicial misconduct” complaints, a follow–up letter of complaint 

dated 2/13/2010 about the “mishandling of judicial misconduct complaint” by the 6th 

CIRCUIT COURT’s “Circuit Executive” Clarence Maddox (p.54 at the above–

referenced link), and a letter sent just five days after that (dated 2/18/18) addressed 

to “Chief Justice” John G. Roberts, Jr. and to James C. Duff as “Director” of the 

Administrative Office of the United States Courts (p.58 at the above–referenced link). 

In a familiarly established “pattern and practice,” none of these formal 

communications were ever addressed by the de facto National actors as addressees. 

On that same date of 4/11/2011, Private Public Proxy David Schied sent a 

second set of the same “appendix” documents to the “one supreme” Court on the 

second of three actual cases filed in that Court, the third case being for a “Petition for 

Writ of Mandamus” ordering the ceasing and desisting of the criminal acts going on 

in the STATE OF MICHIGAN and in the “federal” EASTERN DISTRICT OF 

MICHIGAN. 20  

The second of these three cases filed with the Court in Washington, DC 

pertained to a case that Private Public Proxy David Schied had filed on behalf of his 

dependent child, “Student A,” against the agents 21 of the NORTHVILLE PUBLIC 

SCHOOLS, the KELLER–THOMA law firm, the MICHIGAN DEPARTMENT OF 

EDUCATION, the MICHIGAN DEPARTMENT OF CIVIL RIGHTS, the CHARTER 

COUNTY OF WAYNE’s “RESA” (REGIONAL EDUCATIONAL SERVICE 

AGENCY), and the U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION’S OFFICE OF CIVIL 

                                                            
20 An Internet news article about these filings of Private Public Proxy David Schied 

was written by Sharon Rondeau of The Post & Email as still posted on 3/21/18 at:  

https://www.thepostemail.com/2011/08/30/michigan-citizen-files-two-judicial-

corruption-cases-with-u-s-supreme-court/   
21 Those specifically named in this case were: Scott Snyder, Lynn Mossoian, Kenneth 

Roth, Richard Fanning Jr, David Soebbing, Harvalee Saunto, Donna Paruszkiewicz, 

Mary Fayad, Susan Liebetreu, Donald Yarab, Catherine Anderle, and Arne Duncan, 
in both their individual and official capacities. 

https://ctools.umich.edu/access/content/user/dschied/Public%20Portfolio%20Files/BASMot2ExtndTime4WritofCert.pdf
https://ctools.umich.edu/access/content/user/dschied/Public%20Portfolio%20Files/BASMot2ExtndTime4WritofCert.pdf
https://www.thepostemail.com/2011/08/30/michigan-citizen-files-two-judicial-corruption-cases-with-u-s-supreme-court/
https://www.thepostemail.com/2011/08/30/michigan-citizen-files-two-judicial-corruption-cases-with-u-s-supreme-court/
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RIGHTS, and the U.S. SECRETARY OF EDUCATION. This case involved the 

continual “dismissal” of civil complaints about school officials repeatedly violating of 

the “Individuals With Disabilities in Education Act” (“IDEA”) in retaliation against 

former employee David Schied through action taken tortuously against his child 

where David Schied’s former employer, the MICHIGAN school district of 

NORTHVILLE PUBLIC SCHOOLS was also where Grievant/Crime Victim/Claimant 

David Schied’s child attended elementary school while all of the above was playing 

out on the “employment” front.    

By 2012, (“Private Public Proxy”) David Schied had completed numerous 

documentaries on the victimization of others with varying but similar horror stories 

of finding no remedies in the STATE OF MICHIGAN, in the U.S. DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE EDM, and in the SIXTH CIRCUIT “courts.” In 2012, Private Public Proxy 

David Schied completed yet another video explaining his own endeavors while levying 

criminal indictments upon the MICHIGAN attorney general and governor, upon the 

so–called “justices” of the MICHIGAN SUPREME COURT, upon the then acting U.S. 

Attorney General Eric Holder, and upon the “justices” of the so–called “UNITED 

STATES SUPREME COURT”. That 42–minute narrated documentary, captioned 

“David Schied Levies Criminal Allegations Against Eric Holder and the U.S. Supreme 

Court Justices” has been posted since 2012 – and remains posted as of the date of this 

writing – on the Internet at: 

http://www.powercorruptsagain.com/category/videos/      

Throughout this decade between 2003 (when Lincoln Consolidated Schools’ 

interim–superintendent “Dr.” Sandra Harris first initiated her own and the others’ 

ongoing crimes) and 2013, the agents of the “DEEP STATE” – operating as members 

of the STATE BAR and the AMERICAN BAR in “simulated legal process” opposing 

the civil and  criminal allegations presented by David Schied – placed Grievant/Crime 

Victim/Claimant David Schied under a false light of acting with “angst” as a 

disgruntled and vindictive “paper terrorist”. They did so while also painting the 

opposite picture of the de facto STATE and National agents – despite the clear intent 

of their dereliction of fiduciary duties, their criminal negligence, their tortuous 

http://www.powercorruptsagain.com/category/videos/
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“errors and omissions”, and their other “domestic terrorism” acts – as being entitled 

to “immunity” while “in performance of their jobs.” 22 

 

CASE #2 –  

A CASE OF TREASON AND DOMESTIC TERRORISM INVOLVING  

“CRIMINAL ABDUCTION” AND “FALSE IMPRISONMENT” 

 

On June 8, 2012, Grievant/Crime Victim/Claimant David Schied was sitting 

quietly in the public gallery of the “17TH DISTRICT COURT,” a “continuing financial 

crimes enterprise” operating within the “CHARTER TOWNSHIP OF REDFORD” in 

the “CHARTER COUNTY OF WAYNE” when he was terrorized, criminally abducted, 

and falsely imprisoned six counties away for 30 days under a trumped up charge of 

“criminal contempt of court” by the named “domestic terrorist” Karen Khalil and her 

entourage of criminal thugs. Grievant/Crime Victim/Claimant David Schied had been 

invited earlier that week to sit along with four others on that day to “witness” that 

day what was otherwise supposed to be the “informal hearing” for a “Redford 

Township” resident who believed he was being criminally harassed and “shaken 

down” by extortion threats, and through “simulated legal process” being conducted 

by a racketeering organization operating as if they were legitimate government 

entities.  

The events that actually occurred that day were recorded by sworn and 

notarized Affidavits of the witnesses, 23 showing how the maniacal actions of that 

                                                            
22 As shown by the case of Miller v. United States, [569 U.S. ____ (2013)], there is no 

“immunity” for acts committed that go beyond the scope of authority that has been 

delegated; that is, ultimately, the scope of authority delegated “knowingly” and 

“willingly” by the “consent” of the people, being the “free Persons” referenced by the 

organic “federal” Constitution of the United States for the United States of America.  
23 Three of the affidavits of these witnesses that were present on the day of the 

terrorist event, as they were initially filed along with the common law tort and 

trespass “Cause of Action” filed in the de facto National court and posted publicly on 

the Internet since that date, are posted online as found on 12/8/18 at: 

https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-

Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/Complaint&ClaimforDam

ages/   

https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/Complaint&ClaimforDamages/
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/Complaint&ClaimforDamages/
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/Complaint&ClaimforDamages/


21 
 

STATE–sponsored “judge” shocked the conscious of all who experienced those “state–

created dangers” for David Schied. These unchallenged and irrefutable affidavits, as 

well as by “press releases”24 issued by a respected “senior citizen” who was present to 

the terrorist event, as he was one of those present and auditing the activities of those 

operating the taxpayer–funded so–called “courtroom”. These witness “affidavits” with 

factual testimony describing what happened that day, as well as several days later 

when trying (repeatedly) unsuccessfully to retrieve copies of transcripts, a judgment 

order, docketing records, (or any other formal documentation of the event), have been 

posted since that day in which Grievant/Crime Victim/Claimant David Schied was 

placed into a continuing “STATE–created danger.” 

 

Over 40 individual “sworn and notarized affidavits” that have never been 

challenged or rebutted and stand in common law as irrefutable facts 

 

This “CASE #2,” chock full of a long history and an overwhelming amount of 

publicly–posted evidence proving “domestic terrorism” at the STATE and National 

(“DEEP STATE”) levels as centralized in the “EASTERN DISTRICT OF MICHIGAN” 

and within the domain of the “COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE SIXTH CIRCUIT,”  

began with “Private Public Proxy” David Schied sitting quietly along with other in 

the public gallery of a local SE MICHIGAN “DISTRICT COURT” courtroom (who 

were quietly auditing this court as “court–watchers”) and being violently threatened 

to stand by gun–toting bailiffs, shockingly kidnapped by instruction of a maniacal 

“judge” Karen Khalil, and falsely imprisoned six counties away under what was a 

year–and–a–half later uncovered to be a fraudulent “Judgment Order” constructed 

and signed by Khalil.  

                                                            
24 A series of press releases began being issued the day following Grievant/Crime 
Victim/Claimant David Schied’s abduction and false imprisonment, by eyewitness 

David Lonier as posted since 2015 and found still on the Internet as of 12/8/18 at:  

http://heros-heroines.blogspot.com/2012/06/michigan-court-watcher-david-

schied.html    

http://heros-heroines.blogspot.com/2012/06/michigan-court-watcher-david-schied.html
http://heros-heroines.blogspot.com/2012/06/michigan-court-watcher-david-schied.html
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After nearly three years of seeing that no STATE BAR attorney would dare to 

take the case against the “system” that employs them, Grievant/Crime 

Victim/Claimant David Schied eventually filed his own “Cause of Action” 25 as an 

“Article III Court of Record” 26 in the de facto National criminal enterprise known as 

the U.S. DISTRICT COURT FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF MICHIGAN. 27   

On 8/25/16, after over a full year of attorneys for the “defendants” conducting 

a “simulated legal process” at mostly the “taxpayer” expense, then “Private Attorney 

General” David Schied submitted “61 Exhibits” to the U.S. DISTRICT COURT FOR 

THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF MICHIGAN 28 as proof that the MICHIGAN STATE 

BAR attorneys defending MICHIGAN “judge” Karen Khalil, operating the 17TH 

DISTRICT COURT in the CHARTER TOWNSHIP OF REDWORD, were lying when 

informing the “federal” court (between 2015 and 2016) that “Private Attorney 

Generals” David Schied’s and Cornell Squires’ had nothing but bogus claims against 

                                                            
25 The initial documents of filing for that case, with sufficient (“sworn and notarized 
affidavit”) statements and evidence to prove “domestic terrorism,” have been posted 

since that case began in mid–2015 where they are still, as of 3/21/18, at: 

https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-

Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/Complaint&ClaimforDam

ages/ 
26 The entirety of documents comprising that “Article III Court of Record” has been 

posted to memorialize the manner in which an unaccountable 92–year old, lifetime 

employed “federal judge” and two criminal accomplices posing as “Article I federal 
magistrates” conspired to “simulate legal process” for more than a full year before 

then “procedurally dismissing” that case.     
27 The case also meticulously documents how and when the U.S. COURT OF 

APPEALS FOR THE SIXTH CIRCUIT “judges,” “clerk of the court,” and “case 
manager” all participated “in concert” with the STATE BAR OF MICHIGAN 

members operating in the STATE OF MICHIGAN to criminally deprive 

Grievant/Crime Victim/Claimant David Schied of all forms of civil “due process,” and 

to “victim protection” from his alleged criminal perpetrators, as otherwise required 

under STATE and NATIONAL “crime victims’ rights” laws. 
28 Evidence of the 8/25/16 submission to the (USDCEDM) has been posted since that 

date, and stands still posted as of 12/8/18 at:  

https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-

Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/082516_MyDefaultJudgm

ntFolwupCrimeRpt&MemofPeoplesRights/MyExhibits/Exhibits2AffidavitFollowUp/  

https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/Complaint&ClaimforDamages/
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/Complaint&ClaimforDamages/
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/Complaint&ClaimforDamages/
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/082516_MyDefaultJudgmntFolwupCrimeRpt&MemofPeoplesRights/MyExhibits/Exhibits2AffidavitFollowUp/
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/082516_MyDefaultJudgmntFolwupCrimeRpt&MemofPeoplesRights/MyExhibits/Exhibits2AffidavitFollowUp/
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/082516_MyDefaultJudgmntFolwupCrimeRpt&MemofPeoplesRights/MyExhibits/Exhibits2AffidavitFollowUp/
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the CHARTER COUNTY OF WAYNE’S criminal operatives and their corporate “risk 

management” insurance companies. These “61 Exhibits” were accompanied by a 

second tier of sworn and notarized statements explaining the relevance of these 

documents by numbered statements under the captioning of:  

“Sworn Follow–Up Affidavit and Crime Report of David Schied in 
Report on 8/22/16 of Additional Crimes Committed by Magistrate 
Stephanie Davis, Who is Working as a ‘Domestic Terrorist’ Along With 
Other U.S. District Court Judges, Clerks and Magistrates Under 
Employ in the Eastern District of Michigan and in the U.S. Court of 
Appeals for the Sixth Circuit to Coerce the People and the Government 
of this District.”29  

 

Within a week afterwards (on 8/30/16), David Schied sent these same “61 

Exhibits” to U.S. Attorney General Loretta Lynch, the former U.S. Attorney General 

of the UNITED STATES in Washington, D.C., and her two cohorts, (former “Deputy”) 

Attorney General Sally Yates and Associate Attorney General William Baer, in all of 

their private capacities as well as in their official capacities.30  

As a matter of significant public importance, the “Sworn Follow–Up Affidavit 

and Crime Report of David Schied in Report on 8/22/16...” contained 28 itemized 

paragraphs, many with subparagraphs, summarily detailing the contents of the each 

                                                            
29 This second of two distinctly different “crime reports” was time–stamped as having 

been received about that same date (on 8/25/16) by the “U.S. DISTRICT COURT 
FLINT MICHIGAN”. The “Sworn [and Notarized] Follow–Up Affidavit and Crime 
Report of David Schied...” has been posted on the Internet since that date where it 

was to be found as of 12/8/18, at: 

https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-

Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/082516_MyDefaultJudgm

ntFolwupCrimeRpt&MemofPeoplesRights/MyExhibits/EX_A_SwornFollowUpAffida

vit2Lynchwith42AffidavitLinks.pdf     
30 Evidence of the 8/30/16 second “follow–up report on ongoing racketeering and 
corruption crimes being carried out ... under the nose of U.S. Attorney Barbara 
McQuade...”, as submitted to Attorney General Loretta Lynch and her “Deputy AG” 

Sally Yates, has been posted ever since that date, and stands still posted as of 12/8/18, 

at: 

https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-

Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/083116_2ndCrimeReport2

USAttnyGeneralLynchonEvents+MagisCrime/ 

https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/082516_MyDefaultJudgmntFolwupCrimeRpt&MemofPeoplesRights/MyExhibits/EX_A_SwornFollowUpAffidavit2Lynchwith42AffidavitLinks.pdf
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/082516_MyDefaultJudgmntFolwupCrimeRpt&MemofPeoplesRights/MyExhibits/EX_A_SwornFollowUpAffidavit2Lynchwith42AffidavitLinks.pdf
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/082516_MyDefaultJudgmntFolwupCrimeRpt&MemofPeoplesRights/MyExhibits/EX_A_SwornFollowUpAffidavit2Lynchwith42AffidavitLinks.pdf
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/082516_MyDefaultJudgmntFolwupCrimeRpt&MemofPeoplesRights/MyExhibits/EX_A_SwornFollowUpAffidavit2Lynchwith42AffidavitLinks.pdf
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/083116_2ndCrimeReport2USAttnyGeneralLynchonEvents+MagisCrime/
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/083116_2ndCrimeReport2USAttnyGeneralLynchonEvents+MagisCrime/
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/083116_2ndCrimeReport2USAttnyGeneralLynchonEvents+MagisCrime/
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of the “61 Exhibits” that had been “filed” – first, with the U.S. DISTRICT COURT, 

and second, with the Office of the U.S. Attorney General Loretta Lynch and her 

associates – included (at least) 42 sworn and notarized Affidavits depicting the 

reported crimes of “(DEEP STATE) domestic terrorists”.31 Yet, there has since been 

absolutely no response to any of these irrefutable and unrebutted criminal and 

factual allegations, by either the named “co–Defendants” of the de facto National 

court of the EDM, or by any of the named agents of the USDOJ. 

  Just the month prior to that, on 7/18/16, Private Attorney General had sent a 

5–page cover letter addressed to “U.S. Attorney General” Loretta Lynch, 32 which was 

accompanied by a different, previously–sent 23–page “Sworn Affidavit and Crime 

Report of David Schied”.33  In response, the U.S. Department of Justice had (in 

delayed fashion) at least issued an “ID number” (#3482111). Nevertheless, that such 

acknowledgement was deceptively one of receiving what USDOJ misleadingly 

construed to be a “letter” while grossly “omitting” any reference to the “Sworn 

                                                            
31 See APPENDIX K for the “Sworn Follow–Up Affidavit and Crime Report of David 
Schied in Report 0n 8/22/16 of Additional Crimes Committed by Magistrate 
Stephanie Davis, Who is Working as a “Domestic Terrorist” Along With Other U.S. 
District Court Judges, Clerks and Magistrates Under Employ in the Eastern District 
of Michigan and in the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit to Coerce the People 
and the Government of this District.” 
32 This first “cover letter” has been posted publicly since 12/8/16 remains on the 

Internet at:  

https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-

Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/071816_CrimeReport2US

AttnyGeneralLynchonEvents+MagisCrime/071816_CoverLetter4CrimeRpt2LynchD

C.pdf  
33 The fuller title of this 23–page document is “Sworn and Notarized Crime Report of 
David Schied in Report on 7/18/16 of Crimes Committed by U.S. District Court 
Judges, Clerks and Magistrates Under Employ in the Eastern District of Michigan 
and in the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit”. It referenced in this case as 

APPENDIX L, and has been posted on the Internet since 7/18/16 and remains, as of 

the date of this writing, at:  

https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-

Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/071816_CrimeReport2US

AttnyGeneralLynchonEvents+MagisCrime/071816_SWORNAFFIDAVITOFDAVID

SCHIED.pdf  

https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/071816_CrimeReport2USAttnyGeneralLynchonEvents+MagisCrime/071816_CoverLetter4CrimeRpt2LynchDC.pdf
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/071816_CrimeReport2USAttnyGeneralLynchonEvents+MagisCrime/071816_CoverLetter4CrimeRpt2LynchDC.pdf
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/071816_CrimeReport2USAttnyGeneralLynchonEvents+MagisCrime/071816_CoverLetter4CrimeRpt2LynchDC.pdf
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/071816_CrimeReport2USAttnyGeneralLynchonEvents+MagisCrime/071816_CoverLetter4CrimeRpt2LynchDC.pdf
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/071816_CrimeReport2USAttnyGeneralLynchonEvents+MagisCrime/071816_SWORNAFFIDAVITOFDAVIDSCHIED.pdf
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/071816_CrimeReport2USAttnyGeneralLynchonEvents+MagisCrime/071816_SWORNAFFIDAVITOFDAVIDSCHIED.pdf
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/071816_CrimeReport2USAttnyGeneralLynchonEvents+MagisCrime/071816_SWORNAFFIDAVITOFDAVIDSCHIED.pdf
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2015_SchiedvJudgeKarenKhaliletalinUSDCEDM/071816_CrimeReport2USAttnyGeneralLynchonEvents+MagisCrime/071816_SWORNAFFIDAVITOFDAVIDSCHIED.pdf
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Affidavit and Crime Report” that accompanied that letter, which was referenced right 

on pp.2–3 of that 5–page letter.  

Notably, since that time in mid–2016, the American people have uncovered the 

crimes committed by Loretta Lynch and Sally Yates, as well as others of their 

associates under employ of the de facto USDOJ, and these people are now demanding 

criminal prosecution of these DEEP STATE operatives for their “treason” and 

“obstruction of justice.” For instance, see any of the following as reported into the 

national news:  

a) The Hill reported (Jonathan Easely on 6/23/17) that...  

“... a majority of voters say former Attorney General Loretta Lynch 
should be investigated for [her] election year [‘tarmac’] meeting [on 
6/29/16] with former President Bill Clinton that took place while the FBI 
was investigating Hillary Clinton’s use of a private email server from 
her time as Secretary of State.” 34 

 

b) As also reported by the Legal Insurrection alternative news websites, 

“[T]he key facts we know now but did not know then are...” 35 

1. The tarmac meeting was planned, not spontaneous, as previously 

misrepresented to the public by Loretta Lynch, with clear evidence 

that the mainstream media was colluding with the DOJ to bury this 

profound impropriety immediately after the meeting. 36 

2.  On August 7, 2017, Loretta Lynch used alias “Elizabeth Carlisle” to 

email about the Bill Clinton tarmac meeting 37 and afterwards was 

compelled to solicit edited “talking points” from DOJ attorney Paige 

Herwig for Obama administration press statements. 38  

                                                            
34 See this article as found on 3/23/18 at:  

http://thehill.com/homenews/administration/339238-poll-former-ag-lynch-should-be-

investigated  
35 See https://legalinsurrection.com/2017/08/aclj-doj-document-dump-shows-lynch-

clinton-tarmac-summit-planned-media-coverup/ 
36 Id. 
37 See https://legalinsurrection.com/2017/08/loretta-lynch-used-alias-elizabeth-

carlisle-to-email-about-bill-clinton-tarmac-meeting/  
38 See https://legalinsurrection.com/2017/08/why-did-loretta-lynch-need-doj-talking-

points-about-a-meeting-she-alone-attended/  

http://thehill.com/homenews/administration/339238-poll-former-ag-lynch-should-be-investigated
http://thehill.com/homenews/administration/339238-poll-former-ag-lynch-should-be-investigated
https://legalinsurrection.com/2017/08/aclj-doj-document-dump-shows-lynch-clinton-tarmac-summit-planned-media-coverup/
https://legalinsurrection.com/2017/08/aclj-doj-document-dump-shows-lynch-clinton-tarmac-summit-planned-media-coverup/
https://legalinsurrection.com/2017/08/loretta-lynch-used-alias-elizabeth-carlisle-to-email-about-bill-clinton-tarmac-meeting/
https://legalinsurrection.com/2017/08/loretta-lynch-used-alias-elizabeth-carlisle-to-email-about-bill-clinton-tarmac-meeting/
https://legalinsurrection.com/2017/08/why-did-loretta-lynch-need-doj-talking-points-about-a-meeting-she-alone-attended/
https://legalinsurrection.com/2017/08/why-did-loretta-lynch-need-doj-talking-points-about-a-meeting-she-alone-attended/
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3. The FBI has tried its best not to produce documents regarding the 

tarmac meeting, and when it did, those documents focused heavily 

on how the meeting was discovered. 39  

4. Though the FBI decided not to charge Hillary Clinton, the drafts of 

the exoneration statement now are public, and show a concerted 

effort to reword the language to support exoneration; and that these 

drafts took place prior to the tarmac meeting and prior to the 

interview of Hillary on July 4th (2016) weekend. 40    

5. Senior FBI agent Peter Strzok, who was part of the team 

investigating Hillary, was removed from the Mueller investigation of 

supposed Russia collusion in the summer  of 2017 for sending anti–

Trump text messages (though the removal was not disclosed for 

several months). Strzok was involved in editing and softening the 

draft exoneration statement of FBI Director James Comey after he 

had taken over a role that the DOJ would have normally taken in the 

matter. 6) Strzok was having an affair with FBI lawyer Lisa Page, 

and based on publicly released text messages, they concluded that 

Hillary Clinton would not be charged and suggested that Loretta 

Lynch knew the outcome of the FBI’s probe into Hillary well in 

advance. 41  

 

c) With regard to Sally Yates, it suffices to show that U.S. House of 

Representatives Paul Gosar (Arizona) named Yates along with James Comey, 

FBI Deputy Director Andrew McCabe, and Attorney General Rod Rosenstein, 

as being those against which “treason charges” are persistently being 

demanded in 2018. 42 

 

 

 

 

                                                            
39 See https://www.judicialwatch.org/press-room/press-releases/judicial-watch-

releases-29-pages-fbi-clinton-lynch-tarmac-meeting-documents-previously-withheld-

justice-department/  
40 See again, https://legalinsurrection.com/2017/08/aclj-doj-document-dump-shows-

lynch-clinton-tarmac-summit-planned-media-coverup/ 
41 See https://legalinsurrection.com/2018/01/report-fbi-agents-texts-suggest-loretta-

lynch-knew-outcome-of-fbi-hillary-probe-in-advance/  
42 See http://www.ntd.tv/2018/02/03/lawmaker-demands-treason-charges-against-

former-top-fbi-and-doj-officials/  

https://www.judicialwatch.org/press-room/press-releases/judicial-watch-releases-29-pages-fbi-clinton-lynch-tarmac-meeting-documents-previously-withheld-justice-department/
https://www.judicialwatch.org/press-room/press-releases/judicial-watch-releases-29-pages-fbi-clinton-lynch-tarmac-meeting-documents-previously-withheld-justice-department/
https://www.judicialwatch.org/press-room/press-releases/judicial-watch-releases-29-pages-fbi-clinton-lynch-tarmac-meeting-documents-previously-withheld-justice-department/
https://legalinsurrection.com/2017/08/aclj-doj-document-dump-shows-lynch-clinton-tarmac-summit-planned-media-coverup/
https://legalinsurrection.com/2017/08/aclj-doj-document-dump-shows-lynch-clinton-tarmac-summit-planned-media-coverup/
https://legalinsurrection.com/2018/01/report-fbi-agents-texts-suggest-loretta-lynch-knew-outcome-of-fbi-hillary-probe-in-advance/
https://legalinsurrection.com/2018/01/report-fbi-agents-texts-suggest-loretta-lynch-knew-outcome-of-fbi-hillary-probe-in-advance/
http://www.ntd.tv/2018/02/03/lawmaker-demands-treason-charges-against-former-top-fbi-and-doj-officials/
http://www.ntd.tv/2018/02/03/lawmaker-demands-treason-charges-against-former-top-fbi-and-doj-officials/
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CASE #3 –  

A CONSOLIDATED HISTORY OF MULTIPLE CASES  

DATING FROM 2016 – 2018 (PRESENT) VERIFYING BY “DECLARATION OF 
TRUTH” THE “COMPOUNDING OF RACKETEERING CRIMES” BY STATE AND 

NATIONAL “CONTINUING FINANCIAL CRIMES ORGANIZATIONS” 

  

During the two–week period between 11/27/17 and 12/11/17, Private Public 

Proxy David Schied spent time composing – with fully supportive documents and 

video documentaries – yet another of his many indisputable factual accounts 

describing a plethora of criminal acts constituting racketeering, treason, and 

domestic terrorism. While compiling the supporting documents on what was 

eventually to be itemized as sixteen (16) separate “examples” of “criminal” situations 

in which he was targeted for (multi–tiered) victimization, he placed these situational 

accounts in the form of a 54–page sworn and notarized “Declaration of Truth,” which 

he autographed before a STATE notary public on 12/11/17. 43 

This sworn and notarized “Declaration of Truth” serves also now as an 

undisputed compilation of “ledgers of damages” depicting the extent to which he has 

been forced by “fiduciary officials” to go – thus far – in order to get proper remedy for 

crimes of domestic terrorism that have been perpetually ignored and left unresolved 

by certain “patterns and practices” of DEEP STATE behaviors. Thus, this 

“Declaration of Truth” provides the detailed documentation of the “ways and means” 

in which Private Public Proxy David Schied had established “Claims of Damages in 

Commerce” that are inextricably intertwined with the many “Criminal Complaints” 

that he has “filed” since just 2016 against the various corporate “persons” or “actors” 

associated with the STATE OF MICHIGAN and the de facto National corporation 

herein referred to as the “DEEP STATE.” Significant to these “ledgers” that have all 

                                                            
43 See APPENDIX M. This sworn and notarized 54–page “Declaration of Truth” has 

been posted since 12/11/17 and remains available, as of the date of this writing, at 

the following Internet location:  

https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-

Schied/2017_ProofofState&Nat'lFinanCrimeSyndicates/121117_EXAMPLEDocsofC

ompoundRacketeeringCrimes.pdf  

https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2017_ProofofState&Nat'lFinanCrimeSyndicates/121117_EXAMPLEDocsofCompoundRacketeeringCrimes.pdf
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2017_ProofofState&Nat'lFinanCrimeSyndicates/121117_EXAMPLEDocsofCompoundRacketeeringCrimes.pdf
https://constitutionalgov.us/sub/Michigan/Cases/David-Schied/2017_ProofofState&Nat'lFinanCrimeSyndicates/121117_EXAMPLEDocsofCompoundRacketeeringCrimes.pdf
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been properly “served” – many by a third–party “notary witness” – is the fact that 

those named as the “respondents” and “debtors” to these claims have all left these 

claims unchallenged. In common law terms, such silence to these “Affidavit(s) of 

Obligation(s)” and “Claim(s) of Debts in Commerce” against these alleged criminal 

perpetrators amounts to acquiescence.  




