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ROBERT SMITH; WILLIAM MARX; RICHARD MANTELL; PRISCILLA
MCNULTY; THOMAS ULRICH; ROBERT MCKINSTRY; MARK LICHTY;
LORAINE PETROSKY

(Intervenors in District Court)

JEFFREY CUTLER,
Appellant

Appedl from the Order/Judgment entered April 10, 2018 in the United States District
Court for the Middle District of Pennsyivania af No. 1-18-cv-00443

Petition for Panel Rehearing and Rehearing En Banc
Under Fed. R. App. P. 35(b) and 40(a)
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The petitioner, Jeffrey Cutler, acting pro se, respectfully requests the
granting of the instant Petition for Panel Rehearing and Rehearing En Banc Under
Fed. R. App. P. 35(b) and 40(a). In support of this petition, petitioner represents
the following:

I express a belief, based on a reasoned and professional judgment, that the
panel’s non-precedential opinion (attached as Addendum) conflicts with the
Supreme Court’s recent decision in United States v. Rita, __ U.S. __, 127 S. Ct.
2456 (2007), as well as the Sixth Amendment principles set out in Cunningham v.
California, _ U.S. _, 127 S. Ct. 856 (2007), United States v. Booker, 543 U.S.
220 (2005), Blakely v. Washington, 542 U.S. 296 (2004), and Apprendi v. New
Jersey, 530 U.S. 466 (2000), and consideration by the full Court is therefore
necessary. In addition, I express a belief, based on a reasoned and professional
judgment, that the panel’s opinion involves a question of exceptional importance:
Based on <ref> https://www.lwv.org/newsroom/press-releases/league-ceo-arrested-kavanaugh-protest
</ref> the president of the League of Women’s Voters (Virginia Kase )
demonstrated a non-partisan and marked bias representation of their true
represntation of their opinion and shows a demonstrated example of perjury in

their lawsuit. Based on Napue v. Illinois this should demand a full enbanc review.

Under 18 U.S.C. § 3553(a), to disagree on general policy grounds with the

Federal Sentencing Guidelines, or may they vary from the guidelines based only
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on “individual, case-specific factors”? This case presnts violations of 18, U.S.C.,,
Section 249 - Matthew Shepard and James Byrd, Jr., Hate Crimes Prevention Act
, Title 18, U.S.C., Section 241 - Conspiracy Against Rights, Title 18, U.S.C.,
Section 242 - Deprivation of Rights Under Color of Law, Title 18, U.S.C.,
Section 245 - Federally Protected Activities, Title 42, U.S.C., Section 3631 -
Criminal Interference with Right to Fair Housing. This case also has been
besieged with document tampering and obstruction of justice by unknown parties
as expressed with case 16-3164, document # 0031122444804, pages 7-10 were
obscured and made unreadable while the same pages were added to case 2:16-cv-
06287 document #16, pages 10-13 are perfectly preserved. This is a demostrated

violation of 18 U.S. Code § 1519.

Facts and Procedural History

Jeffrey Cutler pleaded guilty to nothing and was removed from office and
100% of his belongings stolen via an illegal act of conspiracy, by East Lampeter
Township/Lancaster County, Ralph Hutchinson, Amber Green Martin and others.
The resulting Guidelines range for Jeffrey Cutler should be zero months.
The judge intended to first based on perjured testimony steal all of the possesions
of Jeffrey Cutler, destroy his reputation just like Judge Kavanaugh but to also

incarcerate him for contempt of court. East Lampeter Township and Lancaster
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County have previously set-up false prosecutions and incarcerated persons based
on perjured testimony and manufactured evidence, and denied due process to many
individuals, especially Lisa Michelle Lambert. There have never been any Pre-
Sentence Reports for this case and none were used for William Henry Cosby in
case CP-46-CR-003932-2016 in the COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF
MONTGOMERY COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA (which is documented in case
5:17-cv-05025 document 39). Persons of the Democratic party or persons that
represent themselves as Republicans that are aligned together with the Democrats,
have formally corrupted the justice system which was evidenced in the hearings
and paid response of many of the protesters against the confirmation of Judge
Brett Kavanaugh for the Supreme court. On May 13, 1985, 11 black people were
assasinated in Philadelphia by the persons of the Democratic party with the aid of
bombs supplied by the FBI. Although 90% of the people involved are known, to
my knowledge not a single person was even fired for their participation in this
assisnatiion, and some were promoted. If the bombing is considered a church, then
it would violate the Title 18, U.S.C., Section 247 - Church Arson Prevention Act of
1996 and certainly violates Title 18, U.S.C., Section 844(h) - Federal Explosives
Control Statute plus Title 42, U.S.C., Section 14141 - Pattern and Practice. The
total censorship by every newspaper in Pennsylvania of this case appeal is just one

example of extent of the conspiracy involved in this crime.
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Then, exercising his discretion under 18 U.S.C. § 3553(a), the judge is supposed to
have considered what the Guidelines range would be if the a case is dismissed or
even a hearing in front of a jury is denied. 18 U.S.C. § 3553(a) is in reality an
extension of equal protection, of the United States constitution, then the
circumstances of each defendant, the judge sentenced Jeffrey Cutler to loss of life
possesions and all of his reputation destroyed. Since federal courts overrule the
actions of state courts on civil rights matters this case should be reheard and this
case was intended to be heard in conjunction with USCA case 17-2709 and all
briefs were written with that in mind.

The federal Court has reversed the sentences, holding that it was error for the
district court judge to “disagree with the 100-to-1 ratio as a policy matter.” /d. at
16. Instead, this Court held that the district court may “consider the crack/powder
differential” only in the context of case-specific facts that would warrant a
sentence outside the guideline range. Id. As the Court stated, “We conclude that
when a district court imposes a below-Guidelines sentence for a crime, the record
must demonstrate that the court focused on individual, case-specific factors.” /d. at
18. In so holding, the Court in part followed it prior decision in United States v.
Gunter, 462 F.3d 237 (2006), insofar as Gunter held that a district court has the

discretion to “consider the crack/powder cocaine differential . . . as simply
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advisory at step three of the post-Booker sentencing process (imposing the actual
sentence after considering the relevant § 3553(a) factors).” Id. at 249. But Ricks
restricted the holding of Gunter by placing limits on that discretion, barring the
district court from disagreeing with the policy underlying the 100-to-1 ratio, and
allowing consideration of the ratio only in the context of “individual, case-specific
factors.”

Reasons for Granting Rehearing

A.  The restriction in this case rhaf denies any hearing that district
courts may not disagree on general policy grounds with the
Guidelines is contrary to the Supreme Court’s decision in Rita.

This Court should reconsider its opinion because its limitation on the
district court’s consideration of the policies underlying the Guidelines is
contrary to Rita. The Supreme Court in Rita made clear that the district court, in
exercising its discretion under 18 U.S.C. § 3553(a), may disagree with the
Guidelines on general policy grounds and is not limited to case-specific facts in
determining whether a sentence outside the Guidelines range is warranted.
Rehearing is necessary to reconcile this contradiction.

Rita teaches that after a district court determines the advisory guideline range,
it may entertain arguments that “the Guidelines sentence should not apply,”

[1] “perhaps because (as the Guidelines themselves foresee) the case at
hand falls outside the ‘heartland’ to which the Commission intends
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individual Guidelines to apply,” or

[2] “perhaps because the Guidelines sentence itself fails properly
to reflect § 3553(a) considerations” or

[3] “because the case warrants a different result regardless.”

127 S. Ct. at 2465 (emphasis added). Further, a party may “contest[] the
Guidelines sentence generally under § 3553(a) — that is, [the party may] argue[]
that the Guidelines reflect an unsound judgment, or, for example, that they do not
generally treat certain defendant characteristics in the proper way. . . .” Id. at 2468
(emphasis added). Rifa thus establishes that a sentencing court may evaluate the
soundness of the policy judgments of the Sentencing Commission as embodied in
the Guidelines, and must do so in response to nonfrivolous arguments by either
party.

The district court’s freedom to disagree with the Guidelines on policy
grounds flows from the Supreme Court’s view of the proper role of the sentencing
court. As Rita explained, the sentencing court carries out the same function as, and
has a co-equal role with, the Sentencing Commission in making the determinations
required under 18 U.S.C. § 3553(a). Rita states, “In instructing both the sentencing
judge and the Commission what to do, Congress referred to the basic sentencing
objectives that the statute sets forth in 18 U.S.C. § 3553(a).” /d. at 2463. This

provision “tells the sentencing judge to consider” seven objectives under §
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3553(a), and “Congressional statutes then tell the Commission to write Guidelines
that will carry out these same § 3553(a) objectives.” Id. (emphasis in original).
“The upshot is that the sentencing statutes envision both the sentencing judge and
the Commission as carrying out the same basic § 3553(a) objectives, the one at
retail, the other at wholesale.” Id.

This co-equal role that the sentencing court and the Commission have in
making the § 3553(a) determinations is the basis for the “double reliability”
rationale in Rita, which in turn is the justification for the non-binding appellate
presumption of reasonableness. Rita explained that such a presumption on the
appellate level “simply recognizes the real-world circumstance that when the
judge’s discretionary decision accords with the Commission’s view of the
appropriate application of § 3553(a) in the mine run of cases, it is probable that the
sentence is reasonable.” Id. at 2465.] Barring the district court from considering
whether policy judgments in the Guidelines are unsound in light of the § 3553(a)

factors would vitiate this “double reliability” and undermine the rationale for Rita’s

1 Rita’s “double reliability” rationale strongly supports the below-guidelines
sentences the judge imposed here. In this case, “the judge’s discretionary decision
[to impose a sentence consistent with the 20:1 ratio] accords with the
Commission’s view of the appropriate application of § 3553(a) [to crack and
powder cases],” since it is the Commission itself which has so forcefully
advocated for the 20:1 ratio. Thus, under Rita, application of an appellate
presumption here would have to favor the sentences actually imposed.
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holding.

This case does just that, and it is therefore contrary to Rita. It should be
held that it is error for a district court to “disagree[] with the ratio as a policy
matter,” slip op. at 16, and that “when a district court imposes a below-Guidelines
sentence for a crime involving crack, the record must demonstrate that the court
focused on individual, case-specific factors.” /d. at 18. Such a restriction cannot
be reconciled with Rita’s language allowing district courts to consider whether the
“Guidelines reflect an unsound judgment.” 127 S. Ct. at 2465. Nothing in Rita
restricts the district court’s consideration of the § 3553(a) factors to “individual,
case-specific” facts.

The Court should therefore grant rehearing in order to address Rita
and make clear that the district courts do have the discretion under § 3553(a)
to consider whether the policy judgments underlying the Guidelines, such as

the crack/powder differential, are unsound.
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B.  The reversal of the below-guidelines sentences in this case
violates the Sixth Amendment because the Guidelines range was
based on facts that were neither admitted nor proven to a jury
beyond a reasonable doubt. No jury ever heard this case, Lisa
Michelle Lamabert’s case and others

Under the Sixth Amendment principle laid down in a string of Supreme
Court precedents since 2000, appellate courts may not reverse below-guidelines
sentences based on a failure to impose guidelines sentences that derive from facts
beyond the guilty verdict and any valid admissions. See Cunningham v. California,
127 S. Ct. 856, 860 (2007); United States v. Booker, 543 U.S. 220, 233 (2005);
Blakely v. Washington, 542 U.S. 296, 304-05 (2004); Apprendi v. New Jersey, 530
U.S. 466, 490 (2000). Reversal of such a sentence, as in this case, violates that
Sixth Amendment principle by effectively holding that the federal sentencing
system requires a sentence longer than that authorized by the jury found or
admitted facts. As the Supreme Court held most recently in Cunningham, “placing
sentence-elevating factfinding within the judge’s province[] violates a defendant’s
right to trial by jury safeguarded by the Sixth Amendment. . ..” 127 S. Ct. at 860
(holding that California’s determinate sentencing law, providing for enhanced

sentence based on a “circumstance in aggravation,” violates Sixth Amendment).

Marc and Michael Ricks never admitted to the quantity of drugs involved in a case,

and at their guilty pleas, they each “reserved the issue of the quantity of
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drugs that should be attributed to them.” Ricks, slip op. at 3. The judge held a
hearing at which the quantities were hotly contested, and he then made findings
to resolve the factual disputes.

This Court holds in the instant appeal that once the sentencing judge found the
facts regarding the quantity of crack cocaine, he was bound to impose an
enhanced sentence under the Guidelines for crack cocaine, unless he found
“individual, case-specific factors” warranting a lower sentence. /d. at 18. In so
holding, this Court effectively treats the Guidelines range as a mandatory and
binding on the sentencing judge — a range from which the judge can vary based
only on a finding of mitigating facts. Under the Ricks holding, case-specific facts
must be found to justify a variance because the judge may not disagree with the
Guidelines on general “policy” grounds. Id. at 16. Without the judicial fact-
finding regarding the quantity of crack, the Guidelines sentences for the Ricks
brothers would have been much lower.

The holding in this case thus effectively restores the Guidelines, at least in
cases, to their pre-Booker mandatory status. The variances allowed by Ricks are
no functionally no different than the departures for aggravating or mitigating
circumstances allowed under the mandatory Guidelines that Booker found

unconstitutional. Facts found by the judge raise the Guidelines range, and that
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range is mandatory unless the judge finds facts warranting a different sentence.

Rehearing should therefore be granted because the opinion this case conflicts with

the Supreme Court’s Sixth Amendment jurisprudence.

In summary:

1. Zero crack cocaine is involved in this case.

2. The court failed to disqualify the documents from the opposing parties for

non-compliance and the entire case is based on perjured testimony bassed
on the press release of October 5, 2018 by the League of Women Voters.

3. East Lampeter Township assigned Tax Collection to the Lancaster

9.

County Treasurer on Feb 23, 2017, even though they knew she never had
a surety bond and was collecting taxes illegally.

They robbed 2 Fulton Bank accounts of Jeffrey Cutler on April 3, 2017
based on a note written by Judge Margaret Miller on March 17, 2017.

A vice president of Marketing at Fulton Bank (Mark Katkovcin) executed
the bank robbery, and committed an act of Mail Fraud on Sep 20, 2018 #
C1884921.

Persons within the courts assisted with these criminal acts.
The civil rights of Brett Kavanaugh, William Henry Cosby and the

president of the United States have been equally violated by paid
protesters.

. The professional opinion of Jeffrey Cutler is based on being a sequestered

juror on the first trial of UNITED STATES of America v. John H.
NACRELLI. Crim. No. 78-65-.1 and an engineer with a degree from
Drexel University. At no time do I recall seeing Judge Steven O’Neill at
Drexel or handing out fliers about Klu Klux Klan meetings.

It is possible to destroy evidence, but the truth cannot be destroyed.

WHEREFORE, for all the foregoing reasons, petitioner respectfully
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requests that this Court grant the instant Petition for Panel Rehearing and
Rehearing En Banc. Judge Maryanne Trump Barry and Judge Midge Rendell
should recuse themselves from this case because of conflict of interests and
relationships to persons possibly involved.

Respectfully submltted

jg ey Cutler, pro se

215-872-5715 (phone)

eltaxcolleclior@gmail.com

P.O. Box 2806
York, PA 17405

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on October 9, 2018, I filed
the foregoing with the Clerk of the Court for the
United States Court of Appeals for the Third
Circuit. Participants in the case who are registered
CMV/ECF users will be served by the appellate
CMV/ECF system. I further certify that all of the
other participants in this case are registered

CM/ECE ysers.
% )7 ) Z ol

1értt /e§ Cutler
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CERTIFICATION OF COMPLIANCE

This brief complies with the type-volume limitations of Fed. R. AP. P. 35(b)(2)
and Circuit Rule 40-1 because this brief contains no more than 15 pages,
excluding the parts of the brief exempted by Fed. R. AP. P. 32.

Respectfully submitted,

9 7
o/ /
DATE: Qoctzore //w // éé_._

effrgy Cutler, pro se
215-872-5715 (phone)

eliaxcollector@amail.com

P.O. Box 2806
York, PA 17405
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Submitted Pursuant to Third Circuit LAR 34.1(a)
September 14, 2018

Before: VANASKIE, COWEN and NYGAARD, Circuit Judges

(Opinion filed: September 25, 2018)

OPINION"

PER CURIAM

Jeffrey Cutler appeals from an order of the District Court denying his motion to
intervene and for reconsideration and from an order dismissing the plaintiffs’ complaint
and denying injunctive relief. For the reasons that follow, we will affirm in part and
dismiss in part for lack of jurisdiction.

The Pennsylvania Supreme Court invalidated Pennsylvania’s 2011 districting map
as an unconstitutional partisan gerrymander under the Commonwealth’s constitution.
That court granted the General Assembly a period of time to enact replacement
legislation, subject to the court’s new legislative redistricting criteria. When the General
Assembly failed to do so, the court imposed its own redistricting map.

Plaintiffs Senator Jacob Corman, in his official capacity as Majority Leader of the
Pennsylvania Senate; Senator Michael Folmer, in his official capacity as Chairman of the
Pennsylvania Senate State Government Committee; and eight Republican members of

Pennsylvania’s delegation to the U.S. House of Representatives filed suit in the United

* This disposition is not an opinion of the full Court and pursuant to 1.O.P. 5.7 does not
constitute binding precedent.
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States District Court for the Middle District of Pennsylvania, contending that the state
supreme court’s decisions to strike the 2011 map and issue its own map violated the
Elections Clause of the U.S. Constitution. Specifically, the plaintiffs alleged in Count I
that the state supreme court’s imposition of mandatory redistricting criteria violated the
Elections Clause by usurping congressional redistricting authority vested exclusively in
the General Assembly. In Count II, they alleged that the court further violated the
Elections Clause when it developed its own map without providing the General Assembly
an adequate opportunity to do so. The plaintiffs asked the District Court to enjoin the
defendants from implementing the replacement map for the upcoming election and to
require them to conduct the 2018 election cycle under the 2011 map. Pursuant to 28
U.S.C. § 2284(a), a three-judge panel was convened.!

The Pennsylvania Supreme Court’s rulings came in a lawsuit filed in June, 2017 in
the Commonwealth Court of Pennsylvania by the League of Women Voters and eighteen
individual Pennsylvania voters. Following a hearing on March 1, 2018, the District Court
granted the eighteen individual state-court petitioners leave to intervene and participate in

the action as defendants (“the intervenor-appellees”).? The District Court denied motions

1 Under 28 U.S.C. § 2284(a), “[a] district court of three judges shall be convened ... when
an action is filed challenging the constitutionality of the apportionment of congressional
districts.”

2 Those intervenor-defendants are: Carmen Febo San Miguel; James Solomon; John
Greiner; John Capowski; Gretchen Brandt; Thomas Rentschler; Mary Elizabeth Lawn;
Lisa Isaacs; Don Lancaster; Jordi Comas; Robert Smith; William Marx; Richard Mantell;
Priscilla McNulty; Thomas Ulrich; Robert McKinstry; Mark Lichty; and Lorraine
Petrosky.
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to intervene filed by the League of Women Voters and the National Democratic
Redistricting Committee. The defendants then moved to dismiss the complaint for lack
of jurisdiction and failure to state a claim upon which relief may be granted, Fed. R. Civ.
P. 12(b)(1) and 12(b)(6). The intervenors moved for judgment on the pleadings under
Rule 12(c). The Rule 12 motions contended that the District Court lacked jurisdiction
over the action because the plaintiffs did not have constitutional or prudential standing to
bring their Elections Clause claims. Numerous amici briefs were filed and a hearing was
held on March 9, 2018. In an order entered on March 19, 2018, the District Court
granted both the defendants’ motion to dismiss and the intervenors’ motion for judgment
on the pleadings. The complaint was dismissed with prejudice for lack of standing; the

plaintiffs’ motion for injunctive relief also was denied. See Corman v. Torres, 287 F.

Supp.3d 558 (M.D. Pa. 2018).

On April 3, 2018, and thus 15 days after judgment was entered, pro se litigant
Jeffrey Cutler, who had not previously participated in the lawsuit, filed a post-judgment
motion to intervene as a plaintiff and motion for reconsideration. Cutler claimed that the
Pennsylvania Supreme Court’s replacement map violated the United States and
Pennsylvania Constitutions and he sought to stay the May 15, 2018 primary election. In
an order entered on April 10, 2018, the District Court denied the motion as both untimely
and without merit. The Court concluded that Cutler could not satisfy Rule 24’s
requirements for intervening, and that, even if he could assert a proper basis for

intervention, his motion for reconsideration was untimely filed under the local rules.
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Cutler filed a timely notice of appeal on April 12, 2018, seeking review of the District

Court’s order denying his motion to intervene and for reconsideration.

We have jurisdiction. See McKay v. Heyison, 614 F.2d 899 (3d Cir. 1980) (order

denying intervention as of right immediately appealable). See also Isidor Paiewonsky,

Inc. v. Sharp Properties, Inc., 998 F.2d 145, 149-50 (3d Cir. 1993) (post-judgment orders

are final and immediately appealable); Plymouth Mutual Life Insurance Co. v. Illinois

Mid-Continent Life Insurance Co., 378 F.2d 389, 391 (3d Cir. 1967) (same). On April

16, 2018, Cutler filed an amended nbtice of appeal, seeking review of the District Court’s
March 19, 2018 order dismissing the plaintiffs’ complaint with prejudice and denying
injunctive relief. Prior to briefing, Cutler filed a motion for an injunction pending appeal,
Fed. R. App. P. 8(a), which a motions panel of this Court denied.

We will affirm in part and dismiss for lack of jurisdiction in part. The District
Court properly denied Cutler’s post-judgment motion to intervene and for
reconsideration.? A proposed intervenor is not entitled to intervene as of right unless,
among other things, the motion is timely, the proposed intervenor has an interest in the
litigation, and the interest is not adequately represented by an existing party in the

litigation. Fed. R. Civ. P. 24(a)(2).* A proposed intervenor must demonstrate that its

3 Cutler’s pro se brief is devoid of any argument pertaining to the District Court’s
appealable order denying his post-judgment motion to intervene. In this instance only,
we will address the issue on the merits in recognition of our general preference for
reaching the merits of issues and because the issue is straightforward.

* Rule 24(a)(2) provides:
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interest is “specific to [it], is capable of definition, and will be directly affected in a

substantially concrete fashion by the relief sought.” Kleissler v. U.S. Forest Service, 157

F.3d 964, 972 (3d Cir. 1998). Permissive intervention is discretionary with the District
Court. Fed. R. Civ. P. 24(b)(2).

Cutler did not file his motion to intervene until after the case was over. He also
did not show a sufficient interest in the litigation in that he did not seek to intervene to
prosecute some aspect of the case that applies specifically to him. Although federal

courts often permit intervention by voters, see Clark v. Putnam County, 168 F.3d 458,

461 n.3 (11th Cir. 1999) (referring to intervention of voters as “normal practice” in
reapportionment disputes), they tend to do so when elected officials may represent only
part of the electorate, id. Cutler’s motion does not address how his particular
participation would be required to achieve in some concrete fashion the relief sought.
We note that, in seeking to intervene on the defendants’ side, the eighteen individual
state-court petitioners, who were granted leave to intervene by the District Court, were
the only parties to present evidence at trial of the 2011 map’s invalidity and the qualities
of a map that would comply with the Pennsylvania Constitution. Cutler, in contrast,

offered nothing of this nature.

(a) Intervention of Right. Upon timely application anyone shall be
permitted to intervene in an action: ... (2) when the applicant claims an
interest relating to the property or transaction which is the subject of the
action and he is so situated that the disposition of the action may as a
practical matter impair or impede his ability to protect that interest, unless
the applicant’s interest is adequately represented by existing parties.

Fed. R. Civ. P. 24(a)(2).
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Cutler also failed to show that his interests are not adequately represented by the
plaintiffs. A proposed intervenor’s interests are not adequately represented if they
diverge sufficiently from the interests of the existing party, such that “the existing party
cannot devote proper attention to the applicant’s interests.” United States v. Territory of
the Virgin Islands, 748 F.3d 514, 520 (3d Cir. 2014). This burden to show that one’s
interests are not adequately represented is regarded as minimal, see Mountain Top

Condominium Ass’n v. Dave Stabbert Master Builder, Inc., 72 F.3d 361, 368 (3d Cir.

1995), but it does vary with each case, see Kleissler, 157 F.3d at 972. Here, Cutler made

no showing at all that there is any divergence between his interests on the one hand and
those of the plaintiffs on the other, or that the plaintiffs cannot devote proper attention to
his interests.

Since the District Court properly denied Cutler’s motion to intervene, he is neither
a party nor an intervenor. He thus lacks standing to appeal the District Court’s March 19,
2018 order dismissing the plaintiffs’ complaint with prejudice and denying the motion to

enjoin the implementation of the replacement map. See IPSCO Steel (Alabama). Inc. v.

Blaine Construction Corp., 371 F.3d 150, 153 (3d Cir. 2004) (“Ordinarily, only parties of
record before the district court have standing to appeal.”). Cutler is not “a party
aggrieved by” the March 19, 2018 judgment, see Deposit Guaranty Nat’l Bank v. Roper,
445 U.S. 326, 333 (1980). Moreover, as a general matter, an appeal from the denial of an
injunction by a three-judge panel lies directly to the United States Supreme Court, not the

Court of Appeals. See 28 U.S.C. §§ 1253, 1291; Idlewild Bon Voyage Liquor Corp. v.

Epstein, 370 U.S. 713, 715-16 (1962) (per curiam).
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For the foregoing reasons, we will affirm the order of the District Court denying
Cutler’s post-judgment motion to intervene and for reconsideration. We will dismiss
Cutler’s appeal from the District Court’s March 19, 2018 order dismissing the plaintiffs’

complaint and denying injunctive relief for lack of jurisdiction.
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AND CORRECTION. The Appellaht was told by the clerk’s office that “All
Courts are Different” July 27, 2018 when asking why the document filed on July
26, 2018 was not part of the docket at that time. Even though the Appellant has no
formal legal traihing he believes this is obstruction of justice, violation of equal
protection (United States Constitution Amend 5) and violates 28 United States
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replace the equivalent pages submitted on July 16, 2018 for minor omissions, and
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT EASTERN DISTRICT OF

PENNSYLVANIA
JEFFREY CUTLER, . . g Torer
EAST LAMPETER TOWNSHIP ) CASENO- 2:17-co-00954
ELECTED TAX COLLECTOR )
)
Plaintiff, )
. v. )
AMBER GREEN, )
RALPH HUTCHINSON,
CHRISTINA HAUSNER, )
RON MARTIN —~ WGAL )
AND SELECTED PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC ) F"_ED
OFFICIALS (BOTH ELECTED AND
NON-ELECTED), et al. i AUS 04 2017
). KATE BARKMAN, Cla
Defendants ) By_—Dep. Clerk
NOTICE OF APPEAL

| Notice is hereby given that Jeffrey Cutler, Plaintiff in this matter, hereby appeals to the
United States Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit from the Order of the United States District
Court for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania dated July 21, 2017 denying Plaintiffs Motion for
Reconsideration and denying Plaintiff's Motion for Default Judgment. On July 25, 2017 the
United States Postal System acknowledged the 190,000 counts of Mail Fraud referencéd in docket
42 is now identified as C#1841062 (new evidence). Protecting the public from 190,000 counts of
Mail Fraud should not be considered groundless or vexatious conduct, and ignoring such events
could be considered obstruction of justice like the email of the FBI of Jan 30, 2017.

Respectfully submitted:

Cutler

. Box 2806
ork, PA 17405-2806
(215) 872-5715

4AUGUSTOL7-REV] Page 1 of 16
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£ ‘celebratlons-extemal@lnpnews.com
R to me ;=

Lanqjast nhne

THANK YOU for your ad submission!
This Is your cenfirmetion that your order has been submiited. Below are the details of your transaction, Plsase savs this confirmation for your

records.
Job Details Schedule for ad number W00226680
Order Number:  W0022G09
: i FeiSep 1,2017

Classification: Memﬂarfus Lancaster Celebrations Al Zones
Packege: tn temoriem
Total Cost: 38500
Payment Type: Mastercard
Account Details
Jeffrey Cutler
P.O.BOX 2806
YORK, PA 17405

s 15

O .COm

Crecdt Card - Mastercard **2sss2222224103

Mﬂhm# 247-
%0098 uyingto
]nmeutthe publu:
from 130,000 counts
of Mall Fraud More

KIA and MIA

www.armyaircarps-376bg.com/kia_mia.htmi v

MIA, Benghazi, Libya, July 13, 1942: Officers ... Cutler, lrving (NMI) 13027278 Radio Operator .
< Messina, Sicily, July 14, 1943 ** This was a 389th BG plane.

DATE 29AUG2017
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Pro Se Appellant
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foregoing with the Clerk of the Court for the United
States Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit.
Participants in the case who are registered CM/ECF
users will be served by the appellate CM/ECF
system. I further certify that all of the other
participants in this case are registered CM/ECF
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Fulton Bank

September 26, 2018

Jeffrey Cutler
67 Cambridge Village
Lancaster PA 17602

Re: CFPB Complaint #180918-3482888
Dear Mr. Cutler:

I write in response to the complaint we received from the CFPB on September 18, 2018. tn the
complaint, you stated that based on an “illegal” order from Judge Margaret Miller, Fulton Bank,
N.A. (the “Bank”) executed a “bank robbery” by removing funds from Bank accounts ending in
8603 and 8612. Your resolution, per the complaint, was to have the Bank restore the accounts
and all the funds that were removed, compensate plaintiffs for cases 5:18-CV-00987 and 2:17-
CV-02763, which are lawsuits believed to be unrelated to your complaint, and open a Bank
branch in Overbrook Park, Philadelphia, PA.

The Bank has reviewed your complaint and is unable to ascertain specific allegations with
respect to Bank process or procedure. However, after investigation, the Bank has determined
that a Court Order (“Order”) dated March 17, 2017, required it to take certain actions with
respect to the above-referenced tax collection accounts. The Bank has found no evidence to
support your claims with respect to the illegality of the Order or your assertion that a “bank
robbery” was committed by the Bank or any of its employees.

We appreciate this opportunity to respond to your complaint. Should you have any further
questions concerning this matter or require any additional information, please feel free to
contact me using the information below.

Sincerely,

A ere—

Bryan L. Holmes
Executive Vice President
Fulton Bank
(570)271-3405
bholmes@fnbbank.com

Fulton Bank, N.A. Member FDIC.
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No. 16-3164 D
IN THE UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 1 c 5—{-;‘ 4% st (0
FOR THE THIRD CIRCUIT L e
Before the Honorable Fisher, Shwartz

. and Barry
(Opinion filed October 13, 2016)

EAST LAMPETER TOWNSHIP,
Plaintiff-Appellee,
V.
JEFFREY CUTLER,
Defendant-Appellant.

On Appeal From The United States District Court
For The Middle District of Pennsylvania

Honorable Sylvia Rambo
Senior United States District Judge

U.S.D.C. No. 16-1159

PETITION FOR REHEARING
EN BANC

JEFFREY CUTLER
Jeffrey Cutler, pro se
215-872-5715 (phone)

eltaxcollector@gmail.com
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. STATEMENT OF REASONS FOR EN BANC REVIEW

The opinion in this case holds that once a judge has found possible
Deficiencies against a defendant’s case, a corrupt government entity may compel a
defendant to loose all rights to fair and equitable trial. This is an unprecedented
expansion of government power to force defendants who have never been convicted
of anything to and must accept the King’s law. The Court has previously struggled
in deciding the point in the justice process at which the government’s interest an
individual’s right to integrity and privacy. Friedman v. Boucher, 580 F.3d 847 (9th
Cir. 2009); United States v. Kriesel, 508 F.3d 941 (9th Cir. 2007); United States v.

Kincade, 379 F.3d 813 (9" Cir. 2004)(en banc). This case presents a question of

exceptional importance that should be decided by this Court sitting en banc. Fed. R.
App. P. 35(a)(2).

The majority opinion also squarely conflicts with this Court’s prior opinions
that persons arrested have more rights than persons being persecuted by corrupt
government entities. In Friedman, 580 F.3d 847, and United States v. Scott, 450 F.
3d 863 (9'h Cir. 2006). In Friedman, this Court held that the government could not
constitutionally profile a non-detained alleged offender charged with any offenses. In
Scott, this Court held that the government could not search a pretrial releasee without
probable cause. Both cases rejected the argument that pretrial defendants can
constitutionally be searched for evidence without a warrant or probable cause.
Consideration by the full Court is necessary to secure and maintain uniformity of this
Court’s decisions. Fed. R. App. P. 35(a)(1).

II. PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND

Mr. Cutler was charged in Mandamus. On June 19, 2015 (case 15-05424),

judge Wright was assigned to the case. Mr. Cutler was charged with 3 main

counts. Mr. Cutler hired a lawyer and paid him $7,000. Mr. Cutler filed a cross

complaint pro se in common pleas court on June 30, 2015 (case 15-05682).

Nothing was done until on January 4, 2016 Mr. Cutler requested Judge Wright

Page 2 of 15



Cheassiznnddo o mER: Ha TehIed Sote andguIinUNy Rt KASS BIonDrwas
assigned. Judge Miller was assigned prior to the start of the case. Mr. Cutler
was elected to the position of tax collector in the election of November 2013.
After taking his “Qath of Office and on December 31, 2013 Mr. Cutler filed a
pro se challenge to Obamacare, case 1:13-cv-2066 to defend the constitution
of the United States and his constituents that are Amish. Mr. Cutler had hired
Fulton bank to assist him with the collection process, an institution with 16
‘Billion in Assets under management and over 80 locations in which tax payers
could pay their taxes at the time the agreement was made. The bank hours vary
by location but generally exceed 40 hours per week spread over 6 days. On
November 11, 2015 the American Freedom Law Center filed a Petition for
Writ of Certiorari for his case against Obamacare (1:13-cv-2066, 14-5183. 15-
632). The United States Government declined to respond to the petition. In
December of 2015 East Lampeter Township filed an Injunction against Mr.
Cutler in an attempt to remove him from office and alter the outcome of the
election of 2013. The township manager had committed an act of mail fraud
(complaint #1773989) and misrepresentation in the verification in the support
of the injunction. The lawyer for Mr. Cutler requested an additional payment of
$ 5,000. Judge Wright based on the injunction ordered that Mr. Cutler
personally had to be in attendance at a location and that the tax bills must be
altered. In December 2015 Mr. Cutler noted unexplained intrusions in his
apartment, and some surveillance equipment was installed. Also in December
2015 all three vehicles of Mr. Cutler were vandalized at various times in the
apartment complex where he resides. A police report was filed for each
incident with the East Lampeter Police Department. This even included a
Swastika being keyed on the door of his Dodge vehicle. Mr. Cutler does not
outwardly demonstrate he is Jewish. The estimate of damage exceeds $
5,000.00 On January 6, 2016 Mr. Cutler published a Youtube video about the

challenge in the Supreme Court

(hitps://www.youtube.com/watch?v=mpCle8F_zUk), and uses it to leave
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Sunday January 10, 2016 in the early morning Mr. Cutler was stopped in the
parking lot of his apartment complex by 2 Officers of the Pennsylvania State
Police for DUI. Mr. Cutler had drank less than $ 10.00 worth of beer and
driven less than 1.5 miles to his apartment complex. Mr. Cutler was tested
with a breath analyzer and it recorded a number under the legal limit. Mr.
Cutler was still transported in handcuffs to Lancaster General Hospital and
blood was drawn. Mr. Cutler requested an additional tube of blood to be
drawn, but that request was not honored. Mr. Cutler has been sent bills for
drawing blood on January 10, 2016. Also on January 10, 2016, Mr. Cutler
recorded an intruder in his apartment while he was not present and in
Philadelphia. On January 11, 2016 the United States Supreme Court declined
to hear the Petition for Writ of Certiorari for his case against Obamacare (15-
632).

On January 20, 2016 Judge Miller was directed to handle case 15-5424 with no
other explanation given and Judge Wright only transferred this case, not any
other cases. On February 2, 2016 Mr. Cutler formally requested by letter to the
East Lampeter Township police chief that the Swastika “keyed” on Mr.
Cutler’s vehicle be upgraded to a hate crime, since conversations with 2
different police officers in the East Lampeter Township police force failed to
get the desired result. To date there has been no reporting of any progress on
any investigation in this matter. On February 22, 2016 Judge Miller dismissed
case 15-5682 without PREJUDICE. On March 17, 2016 Judge Miller
dismissed case 15-5682 with PREJUDICE. It was essentially dismissed for
improper service, (not being served by the Sheriff), even though a provision in
the law allows a non-sheriff service if the sheriff office is involved. It should
be noted that presently the sheriff is on administrative leave and his legal fees
are being paid by Lancaster County. In March 2016 Mr. Cutler went to an
office of the FBI and talked to Joesph A. Milligan (special agent) and played
the recording from his apartment of January 10, 2016. On April 15, 2016
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East Lampeter Township by stipulation. The lawyer for Mr. Cutler informed

him that there was going to be a trial for Count III in 30 days (essentially an
amended complaint) and Mr. Culler informed the lawyer that to ask for an
extension, jury trial and to subpoena a list of witnesses. The lawyer told Mr.
Cutler that a jury trial was not possible or an extension and refused to send
subpoenas to his list of witnesses. He was terminated from the case by Mr.
Cutler. Mr. Cutler filed a pro se challenge to the case and a request for an
extension but it was stricken by judge Miller. Judge Miller also un-terminated
the lawyer Mr. Cutler had terminated in the case 15-5424. On June 6, 2016
the Agenda for the East Lampeter Supervisors meeting item 7a was
“Consideration of Memorandum of Understanding with the FBI”. On June 16,
2016 Mr. Cutler filed a Move Order to federal court pro se (case 16-1159) and
a Stop order in Lancaster court of Common Pleas. Case number 16-1159 was
remanded back to Lancaster in one day. A trial was held on June 17, 2016
without Mr. Cutler or the court being notified, of the remand order. Mr. Cutler
filed a motion to reconsider the order to remand. On July 18, 2016 Mr. Cutler
filed an appeal pro se with the USCA third circuit case number 16-3164. On
July 21, 2016 Mr. Cutler emailed the lawyer of record for case 15-5424 that he
was not authorized to file anything in case 15-5424 without his written consent,
and he had made an error in an unauthorized filing he mailed to Mr. Cutler on
July 12. 2016, item 9. Mr. Cutler requested he correct the public record. As
of this date no correction has been made. This filing was also a request to
withdraw. On September 15, 2016 Mr. Cutler found a notice of move out
inspection for Monday September 18, 2016 on the doorknob outside the
apartment. On September 27, 2016 High Inc. (the largest holder of real estate
in East Lampeter Township) at the request of East Lampeter Township filed a
motion to evict Mr. Cutler from the apartment complex where he resides for
failing to sign a lease that allows the complex to allow the East Lampeter

Police to perform warrantless search or seizure and violate Mr. Cutler’s Fourth
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District Justice office (MJ-02302-LT-0000158-2016) on October 18, 2016
found Mr. Cutler guilty even though he noted the complex filed the motion
prior to the move out date, did not serve it properly, Mr. Cutler noted the
representative from High Inc. made false statements to the court, and the third
witness subponeaed failed to show up (Joesph A. Milligan, FBI Special Agent).
No contempt of court citation was issued. On October 20, 2016 Mr. Cutler
went to the office of Joesph A. Milligan, FBI Special Agent, and met with him
outside the building and asked why he failed to be present at the hearing. He
stated he never received the subpoena. He confirmed that a receipt received
from the district Justice office for sending out the subpoenas signified this
could be a case of mail fraud and obstruction of justice. Since Mr. Cutler has
become the Tax Collector of East Lampeter Township and Lancaster County
have conspired to not pay half the cost of postage and printing as required by
law of the approximately 5465 tax bills sent out each year, and pay no other
office costs or legal fees, as an effort to be able to RIG elections after the fact.
In fact Mr. Cutler has spoken to at least one individual that is presently 86
years old that many years ago he was transported by bus to Philadelphia to vote
for Frank Rizzo. It is apparent from the Wikileaks releases being made pubic
that government officials have a long established dislike for religion and want
to change the First Amendment. It should be noted that both J. King and Seth

Rich are both deceased.
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R Ie 164533,

o Section T2 P8 § SSTLES af'the D ocal Tax Collection Law provides
the tax collector shall in person. or by some person duly outhorized, be in
attendance for the pumaee o sceis g wid succipting for taxes on o1 least three
days of cucl week during the Jast twe weebs of the period or periods during
which discounts are allowed, a1 his residence or seme other appropriate place, to
be designated by him in the tax notice. 72 P.S. $S11.13.

2 Tux notices sent by Cutler do not indicate when and where Cutler will be in
atwndance for the puepase of recciving and receipting taves as requined by 72 IS, 5511.13.

8. Tax natices sent by Cutler 0 taxpayers hist 8 sost office Sox located outside the
Township as his address. In particular, Cutler lists an adceess of P.O. Box 26, Eost Petessbury,
PA 17520 an tax nutices sent 1o ' ownship residents, True and comect copies of tax notices sent
by Curler in 2004 and 21 S are attached hereto and mcorporated hetein ay Exhibit A,

9. rax potices semt 2y Cutlar in 2019 and 2015 state an nddress of “EAST
FAMPETFR BRANCIT 528 GREENFIELD ROAD™ printed umder the fext “OFFICE HOLRS:

PAY AT ANY FULTON BANK." See Eahibit =A™,

1U.  No Fulton Bank locations exist within East Lampeter Township.

11, Tex notices sent by Cutler in 2015 list “six of over 80 Fulton Bunk locations that
accept payment of this wx hill.™ See Exhibit A"

12 Tan natices sent by Cutler tn faxpayers are sent in envelapes indicating a sepacate
Fost oftice box lecuted outside the cotnty In pastivule, Cutler lists an address of P.O. Box 2506,
Yark, PA 17405-2K00 on tan nodice envelupes. A true and correct vapy of a tax putice envciope
sent by Cutler is attached hereto and incomosated herein as Exhibit 8™

13. Upon informat:on and belicf, Cutler hus never maintained office kours at any of

the various addresses listed e the tax notices Cather sent to taxpayers.
. Letters reccived by the Toswnship fiom Cutler are on Township letterhead, with a

steted address of 2250 O Phitadelphia Pike, Luncaster. PA 12602, Cutler has indicated in a2
lezst one such letter to the Township that “the physical sddress for tux puywmients is: Fulton Bank
Locikbox Dept.. Juellrey Cutler lax Colloctar, 1695 State Street, Eust Petersburg, PA 17520." A
truz and comect copy of a letter foum Cutler is uttached hereto and incorporated herein os
Exhibit ¢,

15.  Business cards distributed by Cutler also indieate the Township Office nddress as
the Tan Collector sddiess, und display the Township’s wudemark loge in addition to an
"Obmucare Violates the 1 and 5% Amendments™ advertisement. A ttue and correct copy of
Cutler's business card is uttached hercta and incamporated hetein as Exhibit ©1)".

16. Cutlcr docs not, and has acver. msiniined on office at the Fownship Office
lncated at 2250 Old Philudelphia Pike, Lancaster, PA 17607,

12 To date, Cutler has failed 10 designate an office address or office hours on

notices a< requiredt by Local Tun Collectivn Law.
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ge: 8 Date Filed: 10/24/2016

Case: 16-3164 Neiot8rcrdiate Filed: 10/22/2018

Case: 18-1816 &9

18 Local Tan Collecnon Law tequires that 2 tax cullector shall, witk; the approvat of
2 faxing district and the tax collectoss sufely, sppoint a deputy tax collector who shall collect ard
ssttle banes during any ncapssitation of the tas collector.” 72 B.S, § 851023,

19. On becembu 5, 083, Lutler's bonding surcty sent Cutler 2 letter reguesting that
Cutler appoint a deputy tax cotlector and explaining the legal requirement 1 du so, A true and
coreet wopy of a letter from the banding mzety is atlached hereto ang incorporvtad kercin as
Exking ~p"

0. On June 2, 2015, Township eceived a copy of a lener from the Office of e
County Treasurer to Cutles explainiag the nequiremicnt and precedure for appointing a deputy tax
callvetor and indicating Cutler's filire 1o do s, A true and comeet copy of the letter from the
county Treasurer is artached hereto and incorporated hercin as Fxhihit “F~,

2L o date, ne deputy sux colleetor has Seer appointed by Cutier in vialation of the
Local Lax Callection Law,

CCOUNT 1T . FAMLLRE 1O KEFY ACCOUN IS AND RECORDS

22 Local Tax Cellection Law tequires that “the fx collector shali keap o comeat

account of all meacys collected by him s waes ..~ 72 PS. § 551205

Below is the notice mailed and addressed to the defendant, showing the court
clearly estalishes the proper jurisdiction. So since the court and post office identify

the York address as the proper jurisdiction it is correct.

GrHER cod 1ML Ay,

MARCIA M. WALDRON Usnn Syans Cotrror Arrias t1EroNT
CLERK £33 THE DIRD CRCLTT 215,407 294

SISMNNIIEN AT § s 2O
W N AR 1 S Rt
FHIADELENMIA 1A 1l

Website wuw vyt SRS oV

July 22, 2016

Jeffrey Cutler

67 Cambndpe Village
P.O. Box 2500

York. PA 17405
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unquestionably implicates Mr. Pool’s right to personal security embodied in the
Fourth Amendment. United States v. Pool, 2010 U.S. App. LEXIS 19133, *10, No.
09-10303 at p. 14023 (Sept. 14, 2010).

Based on the judicial determination of probable cause for the crime charged. the
majority opinion employs the “totality of circumstances” test, even though Mr. Cutler

has not been convicted of a crime.

The dissenting opinion notes that no circuit has ever before approved such a
warrantless search or seizure before an individual has been convicted of any crime,
and would hold that the government failed to justify a Fourth Amendment exemption
of this magnitude. 1d., at *62, p. 14055. It emphasizes that the Supreme Court has
upheld searches as a condition of release under the “totality of circumstances” test
only after an individual has been convicted of a crime and hence has a lowered
privacy interest. Id., at *63, p. 14055. The dissenting opinion points out that the

majority and concurring opinions conflict with both Friedman and Scott in holding

that a probable cause determination, rather than a conviction, constitutes the
“watershed event” that results in a diminished expectation of privacy. Id., at *69, p.
14058. In addition, the decision in Friedman squarely forecloses the government's
reliance on using the DNA samples of pretrial defendants to solve past and future

crimes. Id., at ¥74,
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Ill. ARGUMENT

This Case Presents Issues of Exceptional Importance.
A. Amendment | of the United States Constitution is absolute when it says

“to petition the Government for redress of grievances”. Because the government has
put such a high threshold and cost in allowing these grievances to be heard, criminal
acts by a government entities in violation of the basic rights are being ignored despite
the majority’s attempt to limit its application to defendants for whom it has been
found acceptable by a judge, there is no such limitation in the Amendment itself.
Even when significant illegal activities such as mail fraud (complaint #1773989) exist
and making false statements to the court exist. As in previous item 12 BASIS FOR
MANDAMUS in Count 1, it is obvious the township withdrew the arguments by
stipulation and now try to use it to exclude everything. This is a Fraud on the court.

This is not a defect in jurisdiction, only an interpretation of the Judges of a
defect in jurisdiction. From the movic “Miracle on Thirty Fourth Street”, who is the real Santa Claus.

B. Amendment | of the United States Constitution is absolute when it says

“CONGRESS SHALL MAKE NO LAW respecting an establishment of religion,
or prohibiting the free exercise thereof: The government has a history of
persecuting the Amish. East Lampeter Township also has singled out the Amish and
been involved in a previous federal lawsuit 97-cv-5034. The religious exemption
within Obamacare allows the government to send a swat team to enforce religious
practices. The supporting documentation of this is theWrit of Certiorari for case 15-
632, prepared by the American Freedom Law Center and Robert Muise. Kinzer
Pennsylvania is only a couple of miles from East Lampeter Township.

The history in Circuits highlights the sensitive and contentious nature of this issue. This Court has previously
struggled over cases challenging things like the seizure of DNA samples from convicted defendants. In
United States v. Kincade, 379 F. 3d 813 (9th Cir. 2004), the en banc Court addressed the constitutionality of
things such as DNA profiling felons on supervised release for a narrow range of serious "qualifying federal
offenses." Five members of the Court applicd the totality of the circumstances test to conclude that DNA
profiling of convicted felons on supervision was constitutional. Yet in this case a decision of moumental
importance can be decided without cven without consideration.

In Friedman, this Court held. “The warrantless. suspicionless, forcible extraction of a DNA sample from a
private citizen violates the Fourth Amendment.” 568 F.3d at 1130. Friedman directly precludes the
majority’s holding that the government can constitutionally compel DNA from Mr. Pool. It is axiomatic that
a three-judge panel may not overturn Ninth Circuit precedent. Nichols v. McCormick, 929 F.2d 507, 510 n.5
(9th Cir. 1991).

This Court considered Mr. Friedman a “private citizen” despite the fact that he had previously been
convicted of sex offenses and was in custody charged with Because Mr. Friedman had previously been
convicted and was in

- custody. there is no rationale by which he had more Fourth Amendment rights

than Mr. Pool. As in Friedman. the search in Mr, Pool’s case is warrantless and
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suspicionless. Further, it is forcible: the government “may use or authorize the use

czf such means as are reasonably necessary to detain. restrain, and collect a DNA
sample from an individual who refuses to cooperate in the collection of the
sample.” 42 U.S.C. § 14135a(a)}(4)(A). Mr. Puui’s pretrial tibeny wottld depend
on his submission to DNA testing. and he is subject to pro secution and
punishment for failing to cooperate. 42 U.S.C. § 14135a(a)(5)(A).

The majority opinion in Pool attempts to distinguish Friedman on the

ground that Mr. Pooi’s DNA furthers the government’s interest in establishing his
identity. Yet. the only “identity”™ at issue is the attempt to identify Mr. Pool as a

suspect in other crimes. The dissenting opinion correctly points out that the burden is on the government to
support the search. and that it failed to do so. Pool. at #70-71, p. 14060.

The majority opinion attempts to distinguish Friedman on the basis that here the “government has probable
cause to believe that Pool committed the crime.” but it elides the distinction, also present in Friedman,
between cause lo arrest somcone for any crime. and causc to search someone for evidence of a specific
crime. In Friedman, the government had probable cause against the person they wanted to DNA test — he was
in custody for new offenses. However. this Court clearly held that despite Friedman’s status as an inmate, a
convicted sex offender, and a criminal defendant. the government could not constitutionally DNA test him
without a warrant or probable cause. 580 F.3d at 858.

“[A] statute does not trump the Supreme Court’s holdings regarding ‘programmatic’ searches

compel this conclusion.” Pool. at *58, p. 14052. However, the DNA statute does not constitute a
“programmatic™ search because of its law enforcement purpose. Indianapolis v. Edmond, 531 U.S. 32 (2000)
(programmatic search with primary purpose of crime control unconstitutional); cf. Florida v. Wells, 495 U.S.
1. 4 (1990) (inventory scarch that protects owner’s property. insures against claims of lost, stolen, or
vandalized property, and guards

police from danger gonstitutional): Colorado v. Bertine. 479 U.S. 367. 374 n.6 (1987) (same). The

panel did not look at any facts in this case because there were no facts to look at. There is no method

by which law enforcement or lower courts can reconcile that the cases to can comply with the law. The

issue must be resolved by the en banc Court.

2. Uniled States v. Scott, 450 F.3d 863 (9" Cir. 2006)

In Scott, this Court considered whether the police may conduct a search based on less that probable
cause of an individual released while awaiting trial. Scott. 450 F.3d at 864. This Court held that the
defendant’s privacy interest was not diminished by his status as a pretrial releasee. |d. at 873-74. The Court
stated that the dissent’s inability to see a constitutionally relcvant distinction “between someone who has

been convicted of a crime and someone who has been merely accused of a crime but is still presumed

innecent. overlooks both common sensc and our caselaw.” En banc review is merited.
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1. The limitation of an elected official to petition the Government for redress of grievances”
violates the U.S. Constitution amendment 1,

t2

The ability of the United States Governmuent o cullect or access penalties FOR FAILURE to
comply with established tenets or teachings of such sect or division of ANY religion is in
violation of the U.S. Constitution amendment 1

!.o.l

Warrantless search or seizure before an individual has been convicted of any crime, is in
violation of the U.S. Constitution amendment 4.

4. The prevention of equal treatment in federal court is in violation of the U.S. Constitution
amendment 5.

5. The prevention of the right to a jury trial is in violation of the U.S. Constitution amendment 6.

6. The prevention of the ability to call witnesses is in violation of the U.S. Constitution
amendment 6.

7. The prevention of a jury trial in a civil matter exceeding a $ 20.00 fine is in violation of the
U.S. Constitution amendment 7.

8. The prevention of equal treatment in state court is in violation of the U.S. Constitution
amendment 14,

For the reasons set forth above. we respectfully request that the Court grant this petition for

rehearing en banc.

Dated: October 24, 2016
Respectfully submitted,

JEFFREY CUTLER

%?OS &‘/// 2/ 06rol 6

yJe fréy Cutler, pro se
215-872-5715 {(phone)
eltaxcollector@gmail.com
P.0O. Box 2806
York, PA 17405
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" CIRCUIT RULES 35-4(a) AND 40-1(a)
FOR CASE NO. 16-3164

This brief complies with the type-volume limitation of Fed. R. App. P. 35(b)(2)
and Circuit Rule 40-1 because this brief contains no more than 15 pages, excluding

the parts of the brief exempted by Fed. R. App. P. 32.

Dated: October 24, 2016
Respectfully submitted,

JEFFREY ,CUTLER

[T/

y gutler;pro se
-5715 (phone)

zy/ OC[ 00

eltaxcollector@gmail com

P.O. Box 2806
York, PA 17405

Defendant-Appellant
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CLD-003 October 6, 2016
UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE THIRD CIRCUIT

C.A. No. 16-3164
EAST LAMPETER TOWNSHIP
VS.
JEFFREY CUTLER. Appellant
(M.D. Pa. Civ. No. 16-cv-1159)
Present: FISHER. SHWARTZ and BARRY. Circuit Judges
Submitted is
1) By the Clerk for possible dismissal due to a jurisdictional defect;
2)  Appellant’s motion for partial summary judgment;

3)  Appellec’s response to Appellant’s motion for partial summary
Jjudgment:

4)  Appellee’s motion to dismiss appeal: and
5} Appellant’s response to Appellee’s motion to dismiss appeal
in the above-captioned case.

Respectfully.

Clerk
MMW/ACT/mlr
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EAST LAMPETER TOWNSHIP
VS.

JEFFREY CUTLER. Appcliant

C.A. No. 16-3164

Page 2

ORDER
Appellee’s motion to dismiss the appcal is granted, and the foregoing appeal is dismissed
for lack of appellate jurisdiction. Appellant appeals from the District Court’s orders
entered June 16. 2016. remanding this matter to statc court, and June 22, 2016, declining
to reconsider that ruling. We lack jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1447(d) to review
remand orders that arc authorized under 28 U.S.C. § 1447(c)—i.e., those based on a lack
of subject matter jurisdiction or on “any defect,” meaning a conclusion that removal was
not authorized by law. See Powerex Corp. v. Reliant Energy Servs., Inc., 551 U.S. 224,
229-30 (2007): Cook v. Wikler. 320 F.3d 431, 434-35 (3d Cir. 2003). The District Court
concluded. on motion from the opposing party. that remand was appropriate because the
notice of removal was untimely and venuc was improper. The District Court’s remand
for these reasons was thus based on a *‘defect™ under § 1447(c) and a conclusion that
removal was not authorized by law. Sce Cook, 320 F.3d at 435-36. We also lack
jurisdiction over the District Court’s order denying reconsideration of the remand order.
Agostini v. Piper Aircraft Corp., 729 F.3d 350, 356 (3d Cir. 2013). Appellant’s motion
for partial summary judgment is denied.

By the Court,

s/Marvanne Trump Barry
Circuit Judge

Dated: October 13, 2016
MLR/JK/cc: Susan P. Peipher. Esq.
Jefirey Cutler
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF
PENNSYLVANIA

-

JIBL STEIN and RANDALL ) No.: 2:16-cv-06287-PD
REITZ

Plaintiffs, ;
V. )
)
PEDRO A. CORTES, etal. )

Defendants )

MOTION TO COMBINE CASES

NOW COME, Jeffrey Cutler, Plaintiff in a related case requests this cay

with case 1:16-cv-1159/case 16-3164 to the United States Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit
of Pennsylvania which was dismissed on 10NOV2016 for JURISDICTIONAL DEFECT. Both
' cases involve rigging elections, civil rights violations and a relationship to the President Elect
Donald Trump. Jeffrey Cutler is an elected official and resident of Pennsylvania and
documented previous organized voter fraud in Pennsylvania. If case 1:16-cv-1159 is flawed
because of [URISDICTIONAL DEFECT, then case 2:16-cv-06287-PD is also flawed by
JURISDICTIONAL DEFECT. The decision for Case 16-3164 was written by the sister of
President Elect Donald Trump. Because of this relationship both cases should be heard
together or decided together by the Supreme Court of the United States.

Respectfully submitted: /»

By: f’""’ / W///\/ 0¢ New 2o/
FO. ﬂoﬁcéso&/

\V\grkf PA 17405-2806
(215) 87255715

Date: 66NOVEMBER2016
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18.  Loca] Tax Collection Law requires that “a tax collector shall, with the approval of
a taxing district and the tax collector’s surety, appoint a deputy tax collector who shall collect and
scttle taxes during any incapacitation of the txx collector.,” 72 P.S. § 5511.22.
19.  On December 5, 2014, Cutler's bonding surety sent Cutler a letter requesting that
Cutler appoint a deputy tax collector and explaining the legal requiremest to do so. A truc and
corvect copy of a letter from the bonding surety is attached hereto and incorporated herein as
Exhibit “E".
20. On June 2, 2015, Township received a copy of a letter from the Office of the
County Treasurer to Cutler explaining the requiremeat and procedure for appointing a deputy tax
collector and indicating Cutler’s failure to do s0.-A true and comvect copy of the letier from the
county Treasurer is attached hereto and incorporated herein as Exhibit “F™.
21.  To date, no deputy tax collector has been appointed by Cuder in violation of the
Local Tax Collection Law.

COUNT Il - FAILURE TO KEEP ACCOUNTS AND RECORDS

22.  Local Tax Collection Law requires that “the tax collector shall keep a8 correct
account of all moncys collccted by him as taxes . . .” 72 P.S. § 5511.25.

Below is the notice mailed and addressed to the defendant, showing the court
clearly estalishes the proper jurisdiction. So since the court and post office identify

the York address as the proper jurisdiction it is correct.

OFFCE OF THE CLERK
MARCIA M. WALDRON Unirren Startes Court oF ArpEaLs TELEPHONE
CLERK FOR THE THIRD CIRCUTT 215.597-2995
- 25400 UNITED STATES COURTHOUSE
Al 60t MARKET STREEY

PHILADELPHIA, PA 19106-3790

Website: www e 3.uscouris.sov
July 22, 2016

Jeffrey Cutler

67 Cambridge Village
P.0. Box 2806

York, PA 17405

2:16-cv-06287-PD Page 10 of 20
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ln:ginethamuﬁun an 2 hazy moraing in April. The sun
has ot yer cixets and you are still in bed, resting and think-
ing about the hiburious day ahead workiog on your farm. Bur
instead of being wakened by yous alarm clock, you are yanked
out of bed by a govemment agens. Imagine your day begin-
ning with an uaannounced government caid—two U.S. mar-
sh:hsndamlmpcr mmin;yuur&mmrh-mm
20d looded wespons in hand.
\mwnuldmdwbtbewmdenngwlmmh:dm
wrong, how this sbrupt mtrusion had come about and why.
thymmﬂmhmthtymxhdkmlﬁcmnﬁ
yradong sung operation conducted by the federal govermment.
This ;ni’lght w;md like the eraiter for same upcoming action
mevie. It is not. Iris i
olry precisely whar happened to Amish farmer
) D?nid Allgyer, his wifc, Rachl. and their ¢ight chitdren
live in 2 town called Kinzers io Lanaaster County, Pransy-
vasia. Like most Amih Gmilies, they live simple ties while
operating their dairy farm, Rainbow Acres Farm. They mun
2 sall agriculnie) tusiness from their Girro, where they sell
fresh cheese, buuer, milk, and produce. You might be won-
ddering what made the seemingty innocent Amish dairy faemer

2 Govornment Buliios

ﬂgycu mgc;vyonb} of federal search and scizure. Was Mr.
mhinsnokmma?%hcxmnsdmyﬁom
- huhotnc!&%lww:gmmimb?
qundwgyumsdlnng&uhmmﬂkmhundndsof
buyetsdmuxhonuhcmhan Amish dairy farms aperate
upder the guidelines of Opdnung, a set of rukes long acocpted
lamiobcyedbydx:\mnh mmunixy The guidelines include
| certain limitations on cveryday living and prohiblt oc limit
dmmcdpmﬂmd«my.dgphonc automobiles, and
- wodaud:mThcAmuhﬁwdw:kﬂy lives withour ntany
* 1o the modern’ udmolopul coovepicnces mox Americans
bt'm:mrdyon.l)umthac simple nandards of liv-
k lng.u kmmthnrh:da{ryyndmpmdwd
hyRambow Acrurznnwmmnpmmmcdur treated with
‘ nwdcnpmdmmnmahods.l'harnﬁlk\mnu
- The rsw milk market is 3 significant onc—there are over teo
imillion sw milk consamers in ouz country. Mr. Allgyer was
a very well-known and well-respected dairy farmee through-
out the Northeast. Counticss penple depended on his faem for
eheir dairy, Liz Reitzig began buying aaw milk from Allgyer
when her deughter wis having a hard time digesting pasteur-
xzndmxlk.stscheamamhrcwtmwofmbm Actes
: Pam.nymg.“Weﬁktthcmy they farm, we fove twir prod-
et Tt s super-high-quality and they are wonderful. It is jusca
wonderful arrangement.”
-But the Food and Drug Administration disagrees—the
- agency does not think the sake of aw milk is wonderful. In
fact, this federal sgeocy has gone to extreme mecasures 1w auake
munsthupw&nmcw&blydxﬂknk.
In 1987, :h:mxbunmdtht imesstatc sale of aw mitk.

Public Enctmy No. §: Amish Raw Milk 227

Since then, the ageacy has vowed o do ewrything it can to
regulate this busitiess, If ir was within the FDA's jucisdiction,
the agency woukd ban thic sale of raw milk alvogether. It is the
FDA's pasition that raw milk should never be consumed,” said
Tamara N. Ward, spakeswoman for the FDA.

There are potential problems if a corporarion wanted to dis-
tribute raw milk nationally, but these problems don’t accessar-
tly apply to family businesses, farms, and co-ops that distribute
and share at local, state, and regional levels. No one is say-
ing we should mass-produce raw milk commercially. The FDA
fails 1o recognize this imporuut distinction.

The agency insists on zaking a strong stance Opposing the
sale of raw milk. A stance so strong that the FDA saw fit o
spend taxpayer dollars to fund 2 yearlong'sting operation to
prosecute an Amish dairy farmer, ‘The food freedom blog
hartkeisanline com described Allgyer'’s aperation:

Federal regulators often cite food safety concems 10
justify their sctions that shut down private coterpriscs.
Ler's look at Dan Allgyer's track record. At the time of
his farm's closure, he was farming around 100 acres. He
provided an impressive range of nutricat dense foods o
his club members: raw milk, geass-fed meats, suy-froe
chickens/cggs to neady 500 Gamilies. Never, in 6 years,
did a elub sncmber regors o food borne illness frow trading
dircetly with Dan {emphasis added].

According to the ten-page complaine-that was filed against
Allgyer, the FDA began to jnvestigate Rainbow Acres Farmin
-, late 2009, An investigatar located in Baltimore used aliases to

2:16-cv-06287-PD Page 11 of 20
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signup fora Yahoo! user group for Rainbow Acrcs” customers.
The investigator began placing ordess for raw milk and woald
have these orders delivered to a private residence in Masyland.

Bmuetheordmwuebemsm&omztxl‘mnsylum
ﬁm:oatu{duweinMaryhnd.ubmuafcdazlmlwon
and thus—you guessed it—under the jurisdiction of the FDA.
This was the plan fram the beginning of this sting operation—
that by crossing scaze lines, the distribution of the milk woutd
<ome under the interstate comemerce clause, thus making Dan-
. jd Aligyer s bawbreaker. Afier months of surveillance, investi-
" gators visited Rainbow Acres Farm. Allgyer turned them away,
teﬂmgthanth:ydndnmhmdumedocummumm
wd:haproperty “This angered the FDA, 30 they returned
mmomhshlcr &t the erack of dawn, with a warrant and
wapmmmwmnkand:rmtbir Allgyee. Pete Ken-
mdy.pmdauofdnkm w-&nmml.ealbcfmse,ulls
uy'thar “[undercover sting opmnm] happen quite a bit. It is
alnonﬁkcthqnuluwmﬂkucmk. 1t has happened in 2
siumber of scites and at the foderal level™ ]

“During the raid of Rainbow Acrcs Farta, investigators
found coalers labeled “w be delivered™ to varicus towns in
Maryland. This raid led to a cease-and-desist order from the
FDA, The agency.démanded that Aligyer stop sclling his dairy
products acruss state lines. But instead of ccasing all business,
Allgyer fonmed a club of sorts. He mxde customers sign an
agreement stating that they supported and undersiood the
aperations of his faem and were nor trying to emrap the own-
ey, and he qualified all members w become sharcholders in
the farm’s produce, paying only for the farmer's labor. Raw
milk advocates boped this agreement would allow Rainbow
Acres to evade the EDA's definition of “comnerce,” thius tak-

[

IR Erei . 1: At REow

ing the matter out of the federal government's pusview alto-
gether. You cannat have commerce with yourself, If you are 2
part owner in the cow in question, then the commerce clause
doesn't apply—you are simply receiving what is already yours.

Not sorprisingly, this tactic didn’t save Allgyer from the
FDA’s wrath. The agency filed svit against Rainbow Acres
Farnw. Judge Lawrence F. Stengel ruled that Allgyer could no
fonger ship raw milk to other states. Most of Allgyer’s custom-
efs reside outside Pennsylvania, so due to this court ruling he
was required to shut down his farm. Putting Raicbow Acres
Famomofbunmwnﬁwl’bﬁwlumgnal:hmughom
this entire saga.

This case goes far beyond the debate about the health fac-
vors that come with consurning raw milk. This prosccution by
the FDA and ruling by Judge Lawrence comp!exdy disregards
individual libertics. This scenario acts as proof that the FDA
aow has jurisdiction over private property use. A Rainbow
Acres Farm customer describes this ontrageous situation, stat-
ing his disbelicf: “I cannot believe in 2012 our federa) gov-
ernment is raiding Amish farmers at gunpoint all over a basic
kuman right to car natural food. In Maryland they force tax-
payess to fund abortions, but God forbid we want to deink the
same raw milk that our grandpaceats and great-grandparcnts
drank.”

2:16-cv-06287-PD Page 12 of 20
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF
PENNSYLVANIA

JEFFREY CUTLER ) No.: 5:17-cv-05025

Plaintiff,
V.

ALAN SCHNITZER,
CHAIRMAN THE TRAVELER'S
COMPANIES INC.

EDWARD MCVEY, THE
PENNSYLVANIA INSURANCE
DEPARTMENT

Richard S. MILLS, McEiroy,
Deutsch, Mulvaney, &
Carpenter, LLP

KIANDRA BAIR, McNEES
WALLACE & NURICK

SAM JANESH, THE LNP
MED!IA GROUP

DENNIS STUCKEY,
LANCASTER COUNTY
CHAIRMAN

BRIAN HURTER,
LANCASTER COUNTY
CONTROLLER

MARK DALTON,
LANCASTER COUNTY COURT
ADMINSTRATOR

DAVID BUCKWALTER,
EAST LAMPETER TOWNSHIP
CHAIRMAN

MIKE SHIRK, HIGH INC.
CHAIRMAN

JUDGE DENISE
CUMMINS .
DISTRICT JUSTICE JUDGE
DAVID ZUILKOSKI,

CONESTOGA VALLEY SCHOOL
DISTRICT

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

o e S Nt Nt S A S o L S R S e S N N N g e

St

Defendants

MOTION TO CORRECT RECORD FOR CLERICAL ERRORS AND
MOTION FOR FINAL JUDGEMENT

Fix Errors & Final Judgement 5 17-cv-05025 Page 1 of 26
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Here comes Jeffrey Cutler, Plaintiff in this case and requests the motion
to correct a clerical errors, either accidental or deliberate per action by the
clerks office rule 60 (Error Correction). In case 1:17-cv-1740 from the Middle
district of Pennsylvania, the case that was transferred to this court, Roy Shirk
has been omitted from the official list of defendants even though his name was
clearly identified on the original and all subsequent documents. He was
properly served in this case via service to his attorney’s firm and continues to
be listed via their lawyer. Apparently the name was not included in the
transfer documents to the Eastern District of Pennsylvania. For case CP-46-
CR-003932-2016 in the COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF
MONTGOMERY COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA the clerk’s office refused to
accept the documents and stamp them. A handwritten note was required and
that was time stamped 2018 SEP 20 PM 2:08. A second attempt at getting
the documents introduced on 2018 SEP 25 PM 12:35 was also not successful
because of the clerk’s actions. The office of Penns.ylvania Attorney General by
not charging Amber Green Martin has also violated the United States
Constitution Amendment 14, by the fact that Amber Green Martin has been
violating the law in plain sight in not securing a surety bond until July 18,
2018, in an amount that is significantly less than required by law (the law
requires 75% of the amount at risk). The office of Pennsylvania Attorney

General is also complicit in aiding and abetting employees of the State of

Fix Errors & Final Judgement 5 17-cv-05025 Page 2 of 26
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Helicopter avoid prosecution for murder. Susan Peipher and Christina Hausner
were involved in suborning perjury, destroying or concealing evidence, witness
tampering, and concealing income or assets. Since the original claim and
assignment of tax collection was based on the furtherance of a crime the
default judgment should be made final, see documents from the Lancaster
Court of Common Pleas case # CI-17-09663 as presented in docket item 31.
Mark A. Katkovcin a Senior Vice President, Consumer Sales Manager at
Fulton Bank was responsible for closing Mr. Cutler’s account ending in 8603
on or about 18SEP2018, and committing Mail Fraud. Although Mr. Cutler has
no formal legal training a blind man could see. discrepancies in how the law
was being applied and violations of equal protection. Recently in the federal
court Rob McCord was sentenced to 30 months in prison and allowed to
remain out of prison, yet Seth Williams (the first black DA in Philadelphia)
was incarcerated instantly on pleading guilty to one count of bribery until a
sentence was imposed. Marvin Mychal Kendricks (case 2:18-cr-00368) was
charged with insider trading while Jon Corsine was never criminally charged
relating to the MF Global theft of customer money. Bill Cosby was
incarcerated right after sentencing, while the FBI (supplied the bomb), elected
public and non-elected public officials were never even charged with killing 11
black individuals in Philadelphia just 4 months afier the alleged date of Mr.

Cosby’s alleged crime. The president of the United States is being harassed by

Fix Errors & Fina! Judgement 5 17-cv-05025 Page 3 of 26
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Hillary Clinton made the statement “At this point why does it matter” after 4

people were killed in the embassy in Libya.

pae: _L 150500 % . /

Jdffitey Cutler, pro se
215-872-5715 (phone)
eltaxcollector{@gmail.com
P.O. Box 2806

York, PA 17405

Fux Emrors & Final Judgement 5 17-cv-05025 Page 4 of 26
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF
PENNSYLVANIA

JEFFREY CUTLER ) No.: 5:17-cv-05025

Plaintiff,
V.

ALAN SCHNITZER,
CHAIRMAN THE TRAVELER'S
COMPANIES INC.

EDWARD MCVEY, THE
PENNSYLVANIA INSURANCE
DEPARTMENT

Richard S. MILLS, McEiroy,
Deutsch, Mulvaney, &
Carpenter, LLP

KIANDRA BAIR, McNEES
WALLACE & NURICK

SAM JANESH, THE LNP
MEDIA GROUP

DENNIS STUCKEY,
LANCASTER COUNTY
CHAIRMAN

BRIAN HURTER,
LANCASTER COUNTY
CONTROLLER

MARK DALTON,
LANCASTER COUNTY COURT
ADMINSTRATOR

DAVID BUCKWALTER,
EAST LAMPETER TOWNSHIP
CHAIRMAN

MIKE SHIRK, HIGH INC.
CHAIRMAN

JUDGE DENISE
CUMMINS

DISTRICT JUSTICE JUDGE
DAVID ZUILKOSKY,

CONESTOGA VALLEY SCHOOL
DISTRICT

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

St N Nt e N e S S Nt Nt et N S N e o e W N N

V\wv

Defendants

A
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AND NOW, this day of , 2018 upon consideration Plaintif's Motion

for Default Judgment and for good cause shown, it is hereby ORDERED the Motion is
GRANTED. SO ORDERED.

a. Order the Default Judgment against all defendants be granted and made FINAL at one million dollars per day

b. Order the order of Judge Margret Miller made March 17, 2017 against Jeffrey Cutler vacated, the order by Judge
Margaret Miller against Jammaal Harris vacated and order by Judge Lawrence Stengel against Lisa Michelle
Lambert vacated and all persons similarly situated such as William Henry Cosby.

c. Order the summary judgment of all other cases filed by Mr. Cutler in every court also be granted.

d. Order all vandalism perpetuated against Mr Cutler to be compensated, and hsted

e. Provide documentation to the court of how much all court costs and legal fees have been to date, and list cost or
legal hours and ALL LEGAL FIRMS used to try to change the outcome of a certified election in all future actions
with the court by East Lampeter Township Lancaster County Legal fee documentation should start with the
actions of the solicitor on and East Lampeter Township starting in 05NOV2013

f. Order East Lampeter Township to reveal all persons or individuals that have expréssed interest in this case,
especially any officials of the United States Government, and all payments by any George Soros organization.

g. Order a one million dollar a day penalty per named defendant, until Mr Cutler’s reputation and crednt are restored
or individual agreements are reached with each party.

h. Bar all Pennsylvania judges from submitting remedies which knowingly violate the Pennsylvania constitution, and
their OATH OF OFFICE TO DEFEND THE PENNSYLVANIA CONSTITUTION

i. Declare executive ORDER 9066 UNCONSTITUTIONAL

j. Barthe review, and distribution, of documents seized of Mr. Cutler®ir Cohen and the suspension of further
action in NY cases known as 1.18-cv-03501 and 1.18-mj-0316 1KMW

k. Order Susan Peipher Esquire, East Lampeter Township, Lancaster County Courts and unnamed others show
cause why they should not be charged with violations of the RiCCO ACT, both 18U SC §§ 1961-1968 RICO
violations, and 18 U.S.C § 1964. Civil RICCO Act

I.  Order Susan Peipher Esquire, Christina Hausner, East Lampeter Township, East Lampeter Township Police,
Lancaster County Courts, Ralph Hutchinson, Judge Margaret Miller, Scott Martin, Elam Herr, Mark Katkovcin, all
named defendants in this case and unnamed others show cause why they should not be charged with violatons
of 18 U S C § 2113 (bank robbery)

m. Order Fulton Financial to return all money for accounts ending with 8603 and 8612 with penalties

n. Order Fulton Financial to compensate the plaintifis for cases 5 18-cv-00987 and case 2 17-cv-02763 as
demanded in their respective lawsuits

Fix Errors & Final Judgement 5-17-cv-05025 Page 6 of 26
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p. Order the Democratic National Committee to also show why they are not a party to Religious discrimination.

q. Order Susan Peipher Esquire, to be barred from participation in the Federal Court CM/ECF system.

r. Order Robert Mueller to Cease and Desist any further prosecutions until the activities can be verified as not
violating equal protection, just like the email Mr Cutler received from the FBI on January 30, 2017 about reporting

cnmes of Bank and Insurance fraud

s. Order the United States Govemment to stop collecting or accessing penalties FOR FAILURE to comply with
established tenets or teachings of such sect or division of ANY religion n violation of the U.S.
Constitution amendment 1 and declare the ACA unconstitutional , based on the 89 page writ of USCA case

17-2709 on page 314A.

Dated: _ ,2018__

BY THE COURT

Fix Efrors & Final Judgement 6 17-cv-05025 Page 7 of 26
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF

JEFFREY CUTLER, EAST
LAMPETER ELECTED TAX
COLLECTOR

V.

ALAN SCHNITZER,
CHAIRMAN THE TRAVELER’S
COMPANIES INC.

EDWARD MCVEY, THE
PENNSYLVANIA INSURANCE
DEPARTMENT

Richard S. MILLS, McElroy,
Deutsch, Mulvaney, &
Carpenter, LLP

KIANDRA BAIR, McNEES
WALLACE & NURICK

SAM JANESH, THE LNP
MEDIA GROUP

DENNIS STUCKEY,
LANCASTER COUNTY
CHAIRMAN

BRIAN HURTER,
LANCASTER COUNTY
CONTROLLER

MARK DALTON,
LANCASTER COUNTY COURT
ADMINSTRATOR

DAVID BUCKWALTER,
EAST LAMPETER TOWNSHIP
CHAIRMAN

MIKE SHIRK, HIGH INC.
CHAIRMAN

DAVID BUCKWALTER,
EAST LAMPETER TOWNSHIP
CHAIRMAN

DAVID ZUILKOSKI,
CONESTOGA VALLEY SCHOOL
DISTRICT

. g ">
p”’ Wi 5¢ ["MM' D;efendants

Plaintiff,

PENNSYLVANIA

) No.:

[:1-cv- 1140

Ju,f(\/ [ &1 L

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
) '(-?(: "Rue 57’{:”’9
)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

) Frave. Ors TH € cOTT

< MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGEMENT

NOW COME, Jeffrey Cutler, Plaintiff in this case and related state court cases

numbered CI-16-09640 and M]-02302-LT-0000158-2016 which are characterized as landlord

tenant dispute, but in reality are attempts at QOBSTRUCTION OF JUSTICE and

Middle Distnet Page 1 of 151
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Michelle Lambert for life and the Possible murder of federal prosecutor Jonathan Luna, who
may have been part of a vetting process. Mr. Cutler is the elected tax collector of East
Lampeter Township, and has endured significant harassment since getting elected in
November 2013. He discovered that individuals within Lancaster County had conspired to
send out fraudulent real estate tax assessments to the approximate 190,000 property owners
of Lancaster County. He also was subject to fraudulent Municipal Liens, by East Lampeter
Township (David Buckwalter) and Lancaster County (Dennis Stuckey). This benefits High
Inc. and LNP media group which are partners is several real estate projects. Mr. Mills stated
by phone that to Mr. Cutler that “he new the claims were false and he did not care because
he got paid $ 500.00 per hour and over $ 250,000.00 by the democratic party. This statement
shows he was not representing Travelers Insurance exclusively but others and failed to make
the proper notice of appearance. Mr. Cutler believes he has been under surveillance by the
FBI and others and that phone call was recorded. LNP media group is providing
unreported campaign contributions in the form of negative reporting about Mr. Cutler, even
though they have records of the case. This is the same crime Senator Menendez is presently
be tried in New Jersey. High Inc., East Lampeter Township and others have made tried to
cover-up crimes of perjury, false verification, and potentially murder. The eviction I because
the parties have conspired to file false documents ans make false statements by mail. In case
Number 4051 CD 2017 lawyers have made by mail and other false statements to try and
dismiss the case. Because of conspiracy among parties, perjury and fraud on the court this

case should be awarded Summary Judgement.

Respectfully submitted:

Jeffrey Cutler

Middie District Page 2 of 151
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‘ U ! CLOSED,HBG,PROSE , REOPEN
P
éi& United States District Court
Middle District of Pennsylvania (Harrisburg)

CIVIL DOCKET FOR CASE #: 1:17-cv-01740-SHR

Cutler v. Schnitzer et al ’ Date Filed: 09/26/2017
Assigned to: Honorable Sylvia H. Rambo Date Terminated: 11/06/2017
Cause: 28:1331 Federal Question: Other Civil Rights Jury Demand: Plaintiff

Nature of Suit: 370 Other Fraud
Jurisdiction: Federal Question

Plaintiff

Jeffrey Cutler represented by Jeffrey Cutler
67 Cambridge Village
P.0O. Box 2806
York, PA 17405
PRO SE

!

v. .=

Defendant

Alan Schnitzer :

Chairman The Traveler's Companies

Inc.

Defendant

Edward McVey

Pennsylvania Insurance Department

Defendant

Richard S. Mills
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney, &
Carpenter, LLP

Defendant

Kiandra Bair
McNees, Wallace & Nurick

Defendant -

Sam Janesh
The LNP Media Group

Defendant

Dennis Stuckey
Lancaster County Chairman

Defendant '

httenlonf mamAd nernurte nr\ulr-ni-hinmldp nt nl‘77°76700166§ l 984-I . 1 0'] 1 1/7/20 l 7
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Case: 18-1816 Document: 003113067347 Page: 53  Date Filed: 10/22/2018

Brian Hurter .
Lancaster County Controller '
i

Defendant

Mark Dalton
Lancaster County Court Administrator

Defendant

David Buckwalter

East Lampeter Township Chairman
Defendant

David Zuilkoski
Conestoga Valley School District

Defendant
‘Dennise Commins

Date Filed # 1 Docket Text

09/26/2017 COMPLAINT for FRAUD ON THE COURT AND MOTION FOR
SUMMARY JUDGMENT against All Defendants ( Filing fee $400, Receipt
Number 111021082) filed by Jeffrey Cutler, (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit(s), # 2
Civil Cover Sheet, # 3 Proposed Order)(ve) (Entered: 09/26/2017)

09/26/2017 2 | Summons Issued as to All Defendants and I;rovided TO PLAINTIFF VIA U.S.
MALIL for service on Defendant(s)in the manner prescribed by Rule 4 of the
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. (ve) (Entered: 09/26/2017)

Jom

097262017 |3 { PRO SE LETTER ISSUED w/ Notice & Cansent Form. (ve) (Entered:
09/26/2017)

09/26/2017 4 | STANDING PRACTICE ORDER informing the parties of their briefing and
other responsibilities. Signed by Honorable Sylvia H. Rambo on 9/26/2017. (ve)
(Entered: 09/26/2017)

09/27/2017 5 | ORDER DISMISSING CASESigned by Honorable Sylvia H. Rambo on

9/27/17. (ma) (Entered: 09/27/2017)

09/27/2017 Receipt of payment from JEFFREY S CUTLER in the amount of $400.00 for
CIVIIL FILING FEE. Transaction posted on 9/26/2017. Receipt number
111021082 processed by aarlidge. (jjs, ) (Entered: 09/27/2017)

10/27/2017 6 | MOTION for Reconsideration re 5 Order Diismissing Case by Jeffrey Cutler.(ve)
(Entered: 10/27/2017)
11/06/2017 7 | ORDER: Pltfs mtn for reconsideration 6 is GRANTED in that this matter shall

be transferred to the ED of Pennsylvania. Signed by Honorable Sylvia H. Rambo
on 11/6/17. (ma) (Entered: 11/06/2017)

rr_.-—————————______—_—_————-—‘-——‘————l

https://ecf.pamd.uscourts.gov/cgi-bin/DktRpt.pl 729767003665 19.84—L__1 _0-1 11/772017
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Fw: Case ready for transfer
InterDistrictTransfer PAED to: Steve Tomas 11/06/2017 03:34 PM
Sent by: Nicole D'ursp

From: InterDistrictTransfer PABD/PAED/O3NJSCOURTS

To: Steve Tomas/PAED/03/USCOURTS@USCOURTS

Sent by: Nicole D'urso/PAED/O3/USCOURTS

—- Forwarded by Nicole D'urso/PAED/O3/USCOURTS on 11/06/2017 03:33 PM —-

From: PAMDEfilingstat@pamil.uscourts.gov

To: InterdistrictTransfer_PAED@paed.uscourts.gov
Date: 11/06/2017 12:40 PM

Subject: Case ready for transfer’

CASE: 1:17-cv-01740
Title : Cutler v. Schnitzer et al
NOS : 370 (Other Fraud)
Cause : 28:1331cv (28:1331 Federal Question: Other Civil Rights)
Remarks: Motion for Reconsideration Granted.

REASON: Case is ready for transfer from Middle District of Pennsylvania.
DETAILS: Copy and paste this URL into the Prepare Transferred Case program.

//ecf.pamd.circ3.dcen/cgi-bin/TransferDataFile.pl?file=./paed/pamd_117cv01740_t
ar.gz&checkSum=26452sfileSige=6438321
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KANE, PUGH, KNOELL, TROY & KRAMER LLP
BY: PAUL C. TROY, ESQUIRE
ATTORNEY LD. NO. 60875

510 SWEDE STREET Attorney for Defendant
NORRISTOWN, PA19401 Kiandra Bair, Esquire
(610) 275-2000

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA

JEFFREY CUTLER
v. . NO. 17-cv-05025

ALAN SCHNITZER; EDWARD MCVEY;
RICHARD S. MILLS; KIANDRA BAIR;

SAM JANESH; DENNIS STUCKNEY;

BRIAN HURTER; MARK DALTON;

DAVID BUCKWALTER; MIKE SHIRK; :
DAVID ZUILKOSKO; and DENNISE COMMINS :

DEFENDANT, KIANDRA BAIR, ESQUIRE'S RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO
PLAINTIFF’'S MOTION TO COMBINE CASES WITH CASE 5:18-cv-00987

2:17-¢v-02763 AND FINAL JUDGMENT

Plaintiff has filed a Motion to Consolidate this action with two other actions, namely Dally
etal. v. Lafayette Ambassador Bank, 5:18-cv-00987, and Robbins v. Fulton Bank., N.A., 2:17-cv-
02763, but has failed to articulate any common question of law or fact that would warrant the
consolidation of these actions as they do not involve any discernable common questions of law or
fact.

Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 42 governs the consolidation of actions. It states in
pertinent part:

(a) Consolidation. If actions before the court involve a common
question of law or fact, the court may:
(1) join for hearing or trail any or all matters at issue in the
actions;
(2) consolidate the actions; or
(3) issue any other orders to avoid unnecessary cost or delay.

00295117 1
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F.R.C.P. 42(a). As the moving party, Plaintiff bears the burden of proof. See State Farm Fire &
Cas. Co. v. Spector,No. 15-6752, 2016 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 153942, at *24 (E.P. Pa. Nov. 4, 2016)
(citing McLenaghan v. Turi, No. 11-2761, 2011 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 105476, 2011 WL 4346339, at
*1 (E.D. Pa. Nov. 20, 2002).

Although Plaintiff has asked this Court to consider consolidating these two actions to the
instant matter, he has failed to articulate any common question of law or fact that would justify the
consolidation. The exhibits attached to his motion have nothing to do with the two actions he
wants consolidated with this matter. His motion does not address in any fashion what facts or law
may be in common between this action and the two actions he wishes to consolidate. Plaintiff
does nothing more than state the case name and the docket number. Further, a review of the
dockets in the dockets in the two cases Plaintiff asks this Court to consolidate does not reveal
common issues of fact or law. It should also be noted that Plaintiff only served the defendants in
this action with a copy of his motion requesting consolidation and not the parties of the other two
actions.

Plaintiff has failed to articulate, much less meet, the threshold requirement for this Court
to even consider consolidation. “Whether a common question of law or fact exists is the threshold
requirement for determining whether consolidate is permissible. Although the court has l.aroad
discretion in deciding whether consolidate is appropriate, it must balance the potential for
prejudice, expense, or confusion against the benefits of judicial economy.” /d at #24-25 (citations
omitted).

Plaintiff has failed to provide this Court with any basis whatsoever to consolidate these two

actions. Accordingly, Defendant, Kiandra Bair, Esquire, respectfully requests that this Honorable

00295117 1 2
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Court deny Plaintiff’s Motion to Combine Cases With Case 5:18-cv-00987, 2:17-cv-02763 And
Final Judgment.

Respectfully submitted,

KANE, PUGH, KNOELL, TROY & KRAMER, LLP

BY: /s/ Paul C. Troy, Esquire
PAUL C. TROY, ESQUIRE

Attomey for Defendant,
Kiandra Bair, Esquire

002951171 3
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KANE, PUGH, KNOELL, TROY & KRAMER LLP
BY: PAUL C. TROY, ESQUIRE
ATTORNEY 1.D. NO. 60875

510 SWEDE STREET Attorney for Defendant
NORRISTOWN, PA1940]1 Kiandra Bair, Esquire
(610) 275-2000

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA

JEFFREY CUTLER
V. NO. 17-¢cv-05025

ALAN SCHNITZER; EDWARD MCVEY;
RICHARD S. MILLS; KIANDRA BAIR;

SAM JANESH; DENNIS STUCKNEY;

BRIAN HURTER; MARK DALTON;

DAVID BUCKWALTER; MIKE SHIRK; :
DAVID ZUILKOSKO; and DENNISE COMMINS :

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Paul C. Troy, Esquire, hereby certify that a true and correct copy of Defendant, Kiandra
Bair, Esquire’s Response in Opposition to Plaintiff’s Motion to Combine Cases with Case 5:18-
cv-00987, 2:17-cv-02763 and Final Judgment has been filed with the Court and served on all

counsel via e-filing and regular mail on August 29, 2018,

Jeffrey Cutler (pro se)
67 Cambridge Village
P.O. Box 2806
York, PA 17405

Richard S. Mills, Esquire (pro se)
Emily A. Cathcart, Esquire
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
225 Liberty Street, 36" Floor
New York, NY 10281}

00295117 1 4
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Nathan P. Heller, Esquire
DLA Piper, LLP
One Liberty Place
1650 Market Street, Suite 4900
Philadelphia, PA 19103

Susan P. Peipher, Esquire
Blakinger Thomas Law Firm
28 Penn Square
Lancaster, PA 17603

Christina L. Hausner, Esquire
Lancaster County Solicitor
150 N. Queen Street, Suite 714
Lancaster, PA 17603

Jeffrey D. Litts, Enquire
Kegel, Kelin, Almy & Lord, LLP
24 North Lime Street
Lancaster, PA 17602

Josh Shapiro, Attorney General
Office of the Attorney General
1600 Arch St, Suite 3000
Philadelphia PA, 19103

KANE, PUGH, KNOELL, TROY & KRAMER, LLP

BY: /s/ Paul C. Troy, Esquire
PAUL C. TROY, ESQUIRE

Attorney for Defendant,
Kiandra Bair, Esquire

00295117.1 5
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF MONTGOMERY COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA

Plaintiff : DOCKET NO. CP-46-CR-003932-2016
V. . . '
WILLIAM HENRY COSBY, Jr.
Defendant
JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

NOTICE OF CASE REMOVAL TO FEDERAL COURT
TO THE CLERK OF THE COMMON PLEAS COURT OF MONTGOMERY COUNTY
Un-named Defendant Jeffrey Cutler Identified this case as part of his case in
Federal court on March 9, 2017 case # 2:17-cv-00984. The case is now before the UNITED
STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE THIRD CIRCUIT.
It is identified as Cases 17-2709, 18-1816 plus OFFICE OF CIVIL RIGHTS 031824282429

To the Clerk of the Common Pleas Court of Montgomery County, Pennsylvania, the
aforementioned state court proceeding shall proceed no further unless this

case is settled by the UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE THIRD CIRCUIT.

Respectfully Submitted,

Date: 7o S Pzal/ s

tler, pro se
5-87Z-5715 (phone)
eltaxcollecto: ail.com
P.0. BOX 2806

YORK, PA 17405

PAGE 1OF2
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF MONTGOMERY COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA

COMMONWEALTH OF DOCKET NO. CP-46-CR-003932-
PENNSYLVANIA ; 03932-2016
)
)
Plaintiff, )
V. )
WILLIAM HENRY COSBY, )
r ) JURY TRIAL REQUESTED
)
Defendant )
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I Jeffrey Cutler, do hereby centify that I by this day served a copy of documents filed on 20SEPTEMBER2018 f0 ALL
PARTIES upon the following of by directly serving to lawyers of record via U.S. mall, postage prepaid, addressed as
follows or email to all individuals.

JOESPH PATRICK GREEN, Jr. . MONTGOMERY COUNTY DA

138 W GAY STREET . P.O0.BOX 311

WEST CHESTER, PA 19380-2915 NORRISTOWN, PA 19404-0311
Respectfully Submitted,

Jeffrey Cutler
Date: Zo SeP 2ex & %/ /_'.'L‘

titbfy Cutler, pro se
15-872-5715 (phone)
eltaxcollecto ail.com
P.O. BOX 2806
YORK, PA 17405
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FORTBBDISTRICTOFCOLUMBIA

NOTICE OF DESIGNATION OF RELATED CIVIL CASES PENDING
IN THIS OR ANY OTHER UNTYED STATES COURT

Civil Action No.
(Tobe wpphadbydn Clesk)

NOTICE TO PARTIES:

Pursuant to Rule 40.5(b)(2), yon ar¢ sequiced to prepare and submit this form at the ane of filing any civil action which is
mhmdm:aypeudmgcamorwlichmhuthcmmsmmwﬂumatb;ec:mmofanydumucdulmdnm
This form pmst be prepared in soffictent quantity to provide one copy for the Clerkes records. one copy for the Judge to whom the
:manmg:edmdmcopy for each defendant, so that you must prepace 3 copies for 3 one defendant cave, 4 copies for 3 two

fendant case, et

NOTICE TO ALL COUNSEL
Rule 40.5(b)(3) of this Coust sequites that s so0n as an atomey for a pasty becomes aware of the existeace of a selated case

or cases, such attorney shall irornediarely notify, s uriting, the Judges on whase calendars the cases appeas aod shall sesve such notice
o counsel for all other pasties.

The plaintiff , defendant or counnel ninst complete the following.

1 RELATIONSHIP OF NEW CASE TO PENDING RETATED CASE(S).

:;wcmudemdnluedroaasemdmgmﬂusormuurvs Coun if the new case: [Check sppeopniate box{e:s)
W] LI

7] @  refates 1o common propeny
[E (b) mvolves common issues of fact

EI © grows out of the same event or tranyaction
Ej @ srvolves the validity or infrangement of the same patent

O] 13 filed by pro se litigaur
2, RELA OF NEW CASE TO DISMISSED TEDC
Az case 1y deemed related 1o 2 case disuissed, wath or without prejudice, s thus or any other U.S. Coust, of the new case
involves the same partses and same subject matter.

Check box if new case 1s related to 3 dismiseed case’ D

3 NAME THE UNITED $TATES COURT IN WHICH THE RELATED CASE IS FILED (IF OTHER THAN THIS
COURTY:
LANCASTER & MONTGOMERY GOUNTY COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

4, CAPTION AND CASE NUMBER OF RELATED CASE(ES). IFMOB.EROOMISNEEDPLEASBU‘SEO’IEERSDE

HARRIS . v. LANCASTER COUNTY COURT OF GOUNON PLEAS - CA No. ;}p-cw)u_n
COMMORWEALTH v WILLIAM HENRY COS8Y, JR. C.A No mm‘
JUANITA WAY v. ASPIRA OF PENNSYLVANA ~ * C.A No, Vo
. KANN v. o ESHELEMAN, stel’ C.A No, HTEIEEY
TRANSCONTINENTAL GAS PIPELINE v KANN, ot . CA No. EIT-OvTTe
BOWMAN, et ol. CA No. CH17000310
09MAR2017
DATE Signanxe of

09MARZD17-REVI Page 13cf 20
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:g:lSPIRRCY TO COMMIT BANK & INSURANCE o8
U =

2 Jaftrey cmm ’l’oNL Machod ls e TAX oot md page Zeftdtom.. o Jmsa &

-

2 Milligan, Jonnh A. (PH) (FBR) <Joseph. Mmlgﬂ@ne Bl Jan3DTr, z -
to nw, John, SAN.MCOERMOTT, Dava -

Mr. Cutler,

Ceass and desls! adding myself and ADA McOwmatt to any more of your
smails regarding Ithis matier.  Spucial Agent Miligan

From: Jeffrey Cutler [mail
Sent Sunday. Janus

RS Fphitd
s

v wa-u«i RGN fi:‘ *"
out X e q‘f"

LI L el -0.. .t
eilen

& Jeffrey Cuiler <eltaxcollactor@gmseil.com> o Jansn e r g in
to mncmrclml.jm!dns dyerushaimi, cjacob, lalobell, Dave i<

sage finlew 1 unhtﬁ}lnchp n
%{Wﬁ ﬂgtmq:aum m’

i) '_t..j, !5 Igate

-,_an - —rpeoSvpeprpesse

%3 VALIOATION_ERR.., 49 - ELSUTStop, OR.. 9"

SenGdee
"‘.‘..'3;3“

”~ mm-ﬂ*

W stm‘.omrmc l

ﬁ Dcvthmb .h!rrey. do not contect me agamfot sny mam. h‘yw de Jmm 'ﬁr

——— @ A e ¢ te™ o een o o

2 Jun'uy leor Lormit Na Frisnds JoS Cutler Jan au '{z
x Joﬂuy Cull« Jus!n. & must be my breath. Jo&f Cunter Jan 30 ';’r .
e dAUGUSTOI T-REVI Page3 of 16
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Case: 18-1816 . Document: 003113067347 Page: 66 Date Filed: 10/22/2018

Case L18:cy-0443:GEL-KAJBS Docuriit 189-1 Filed 94103118 Rage 74 of 100
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Case 2:17-cr<00137-PD Document 131 Flied 06/29/17 Page 15 0f 40

(717) 3009921
RIS
1N WL4ATIE
. S Exst Lo aatn amatilp
Ol Pioladefphier
”ﬁm PA mo?"
June 28, 2017
Central Pean Collegs
Atin; Or. Karen Scolforo
600 Valiey Road
P.0.Box 309

Summerdale, PA 17093-0308

Re: ETHNIC DISCRIMINATION AT CENTRAL PENN COLLEGE

Dear Karen;
On June 27, 2017, | walked into the office of Centrat Pen e in Lancaster o lnqg‘re
about cotrses being offered in July. | have a degree from In Electrical

Engineering, but thought | would possibly fike totake a course during the summer, | asked
about whai was being offered. | saw the course list and asked about the nature of some of

the courses. mmmamm%-lmlmwﬂd
hagks on my compister usage from individyals fre and Saudi Arabia. | was told
the price per credit hour and left the site.

uterﬂmlevanhglgmamtlfmanoﬂberofﬂwmmmpdbe
department and toid § Wit.t, BE ARRESYED ¥1 enter the she again. | went to the tovmship
office and requested a copy of the complaint. They told me k was a Repoit. They told me
I have to file a Right Yo Know request to get a copy of the Report

Three of my vehicles have been previously vandalized in East Lampetar Township, and a
Swastika was keyed on the side of one vehicle.

Please get back to me ASAP, sbout this matter. My email address is
shaxcoflector@omal com.

) attached 2 documents you may find informative about this and me.
Sincerely,

Jeffrey Cutier
Tax Colfaclor East Lampeter Township, Pennsylvania

21720032 JUNE 23 Page 14 of 4}

TUULY2012-REV] Page2lef 28

126a




Case 5:17-cv-05025-JLS Document 39 Filed 09/27/18 Page 26 of 26

Case: 18-1816 Document; 003113067347 Page: 67  Date Filed: 1072272018

Case 1:18-cv-00443-CCC-KAJ-JBS Document 139-1 Filed 04/03/18 Pg%e 75 of 100

Case: 17-2709 Document: 003112842898 Page: 28 = _Date Filed: 0
Case 2:17-cv-00984-TON Document 42 Filed 07/14/17 Page 22 ‘of 25
Case: -2:17-cr-00137-PD  Document 131, Filed 06/29/17 Page 16 of 40
EAST LAMPETER TOWNSHIP . ?‘u:”?%
Pogﬁe DEPARTMENT m .
o B

TO: Mr. feffrey Cutler

FR: Chief John Bowman

SUBJ: Police Repart 1312008599
Date: Febnmary 2, 2016

Dezr Mr. Cutler,

In responsa to your letter dsted February 2, 2018, we have sdded an sdditions! cude to orighhat event
for Ethnic Intimidation which trthe Pennsylvania State for a hate crims. ,

Best,

P —
(jwmcm:

A pennsyivanis Law Enforcemnent Accradited Ageacy
’ Cakfage 1 ¥ 2

3 lfm. I IMELNPage 1ol 41

JJULY20( 7-REVI Page X2 of 2§

127a
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Case: 18-1816

Page: 68

Case 5:17-cv-05025-JLS Document 41 Filed 10/02/18 Pa?e 1of4
Document: 003113067347

Date Filed: 10/22/2018

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF

JEFFREY CUTLER

V.

ALAN SCHNITZER,
CHAIRMAN THE TRAVELER'S
COMPANIES INC.

EDWARD MCVEY, THE
PENNSYLVANIA INSURANCE
DEPARTMENT

Richard S. MILLS, McElroy,
Deutsch, Mulvaney, &
Carpenter, LLP

KIANDRA BAIR, McNEES
WALLACE & NURICK

SAM JANESH, THE LNP
MEDIA GROUP

DENNIS STUCKEY,
LANCASTER COUNTY
CHAIRMAN

BRIAN HURTER,
LANCASTER COUNTY
CONTROLLER™

MARK DALTON,
LANCASTER COUNTY COURT
ADMINSTRATOR

DAVID BUCKWALTER,
EAST LAMPETER TOWNSHIP
CHAIRMAN

MIKE SHIRK, HIGHINC.
CHAIRMAN

JUDGE DENISE
CUMMINS

DISTRICT JUSTICE JUDGE
DAVID ZUILKOSKI,

CONESTOGA VALLEY SCHOOL
DISTRICT

Plaintiff,

Defendants

PENNSYLVANIA

) No.: 5:17-cv-05025

e S it ey S S Saw et gt s N Nmer N o S N Y Vg W N N

~ N Nt Nmer

[ —
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JL 0CT - 2 208 ;U,

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

ERATTA FOR DOCUMENT OF 9/27/2018

Eratta 5 17-cv-05025 Page | of 4
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| Here comes JofErey Cutler, Phsiniff in this caso and roqpecses the motion
to carrect & clexital erroas, githey eecidantal or delemic por action by the
closks office sule 60 (Emor Comrection). In case §:17.¢v1740 from the Middle
disteict of Pennsylvaniz, the case that was transferred (o this count, IKESM&
ins becn amitted from the officinl list of deferdams cven though his neme was
clearly idemtifiad on the original and afl subsequent documentn. He was
mropeily eerved b Gils case via sorvios to his exorssy’s fivm and comtimees to
te listed via their lavvger. Apparently the aame was not inghaded tn the
tansfer docitments to the Enstam District of Pannsylvania. For case CP-46-
CR-003932-2016 in the COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF
MONTGOMERY COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA the clerk's effice refused to
aooept the documents end stamp them. A fmdwritten note wag requirsd and
{53t was time stamped 2018 SEP 20 PM 2:08. A second attempt at getting
the docornems introdeced on 2018 SEP 25 PM 12:35 was also not suceessful
becase of the clerk’s actions. The offico of Penmsylvania Awnmey Geners) by
a0t charging Amber Cireen Martin has slso violatod the United States
Constinnion Amendment 14, by o £:2 thep Amtber Green Murtin has beon
viodsting (e 1w in ploin sight in not securing & Stvety bond untit July (8,
2018, inan emount that is significantly Jesa than required by low {the faw
requires 7% of ﬂ:u amaunt at risk). Tho office of Penngylvania Attomney
Genetal s also compticit in aiding and sbetiing employees of te State of
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Mcopsaramdp:mnm for munder. Sosep Peipher and Civisting Honer
srero valued in suborniag peuzy, destroylng or cancealing evidense, witness
tempering, sy comzcafing bveome of asscis. Since the original clalm and
assigament of toc cofleetion was based on the furtherance of a crime the
doftult judgnent should be mode final, sce documents (hom (e Lansaster
Coust of Common Mass case § Cl-17-00663 a5 prestxted in docket icen 31.
Mezk A. Kathowein a Senior Viee President, Consemer Sales Mansger at
Folimm Baok wes responsible for alosing Mr. Outler’s account endlng in 8603
on o zbout 18SEP2018, and commitdng Madl Fraud. Although Mr. Cutler has
nnihrmallcgalminingablindnmmu!dsee.&mpmwiesmwm:kw
was being nppliad and violations of equsl protection. Recexsly in the fedesal
court R MeCord wes senienced 1o 30 months in prisea and allowed 1o
resain ow of paison, yet Sesh Wilfams {the first black DA in Philadelphia)
s Incarecrated instantly an pleaditig guilty 1 one count of bribery watil a
sontence was imposed, Marvin Myohal Kendricks {case 2:18<¢r-00368) was
charged with insider trading whilo Jon Coraine wis never criminally charged
elating 1o (ho IF Globe! thefi of cxmstomer money. Biil Coshy was
incameratzd dght aftes sentencing, while the FBI (supplied the bomb), olectad
poblic and non-elected public oﬂi:iasb em g??}a %\g? charged with killing 11
black individuals in Philadciphia just m@mhmmwm
Cosby's alioged crime. The praside of (e United States is bing hasassed by
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