To:     The Honorable President of the U.S., President Barack Obama, Senator Chuck Grassely,  
           Chairman of the Senate Judiciary Committee, Senator Bob Goodlatte, Chairman of the 
           House Judiciary Committee, Congressmen and Congresswomen representing Maryland 

From:  Ms. Diana R. Williams

Re:      Request for an immediate investigation and resolution of my official complaint of  
            judicial misconduct by the judges representing the Supreme Court of the United States      
            and a Request for an immediate STAY on any decision by the Supreme Court relevant to 
            my Petition for a Rehearing until my complaint is addressed and resolved

Date:    5-6-16

Address:          1311 N. Ellwood Ave
                         Baltimore, Maryland  21213

Phone:               410-276-7551 
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                                     OFFICIAL COMPLAINT OF JUDICIAL MISCONDUCT

Complainant:  Diana R. Williams, Petitioner 

[bookmark: a]     Federal law, 28 U.S.C & 363, assigns judicial misconduct when judges act in ways that are considered unethical or otherwise violate the judges’ obligation of impartial conduct and establishes means in which the complainant can have her complaint investigated and resolved.  Thus, I, Diana R. Williams, would like for this letter to serve as an Official Complaint of Judicial Misconduct against the Supreme Court of the United States (“Supreme Court”) due to the accompanying exhibits which substantiate that the Supreme Court abused their discretion in failing to conclude that the evidence accompanying my Petition for a Writ of Certiorari to the Supreme Court (“Petition”) supports the allegation that the Court of Appeals of Maryland (“Court of Appeals”) intentionally committed the prejudicial error of perjury and such substantiated allegation is a compelling reason to have had my Petition granted.  Also, the evidence that accompanies my Petition substantiates the fact that the egregious deliberate prejudicial error of perjury by the Court of Appeals is such a departure from the accepted and usual course of judicial proceedings, thereby, it was essential that the Supreme Court exercise its supervisory power.  Furthermore, the evidence that accompanies my Petition substantiates the fact that it was vital for the Supreme Court to exercise their supervisory power because the egregious intentional prejudicial error of perjury by the Court of Appeals caused the Court of Appeals, a United States court of appeals, to sanction a departure by the panel of In Banc judges from the Circuit Court of Baltimore City (“lower court”) from the accepted and usual course of judicial proceedings that, again, make it mandatory that the Supreme Court exercise their supervisory power.  Moreover, since the evidence overwhelmingly supports the fact that the Court of Appeals knowingly and willingly committed the egregious prejudicial error of perjury, the Supreme Court should have concluded that such intentional behavior was indicative of judicial misconduct, and thereby, was a compelling reason to find that the Court of Appeals violated the Code of Judicial Conduct for United States Judges because their deliberate egregious prejudicial error of perjury breached the following Canons of the Code of Judicial Conduct for United States Judges, namely, 1.) Canon 1- failing to uphold the integrity and independence of the judiciary.  2.) Canon 2 – failing to avoid impropriety and the appearance of impropriety in all activities.  3.)  Canon 3 – failing to perform their duties of the office fairly, impartially, and diligently.  Consequently, as a result of the Supreme Court’s failure to determine that the substantiated allegation of the intentional prejudicial error of perjury by the Court of Appeals was a compelling reason to grant my Petition because such judicial misconduct infringes upon Canons 1, 2, and 3, of the Codes of Conduct for the U.S. judges, I’m asserting that the Supreme Court, also, violated Canons 1, 2, and 3 of the Codes of Conduct for the U.S. judges because such a substantiated allegation of the deliberate prejudicial error or perjury by the Court of Appeals not only effects public trust in our judiciary system, but  damages the credibility of our Government, challenges the integrity and independence of the judiciary, and gives the appearance of impropriety by the Supreme Court for failing to find that such a highly substantiated allegation of the intentional prejudicial error of perjury by the Court of Appeals is not a compelling reason to grant a Petition.  Still too, the failure of the Supreme Court to determine that the deliberate prejudicial error by the Court of Appeal is not a compelling reason to grant a Petition is indicative that the Supreme Court can’t perform their duties in office unfairly, impartially, and with diligence when it comes to addressing judicial misconduct against another branch of the Government.   Moreover, I’m requesting that a STAY be placed on the authority of the Supreme Court to rule on my Petition for a Rehearing (Exhibit 1) because I don’t trust the Supreme Court to honor my Motion to STAY their ruling on my Petition for a Rehearing (Exhibit 2) until Honorable President Barack Obama and the other members of our Government cited above have investigated and resolved the allegation of judicial misconduct by the Supreme Court.  Still too, I believe that, because I’ve filed this complaint of judicial misconduct against the Supreme Court and because my complaint calls into question the credibility, fairness, ethics, impropriety, and public trust of the Supreme Court, unless the President and the other Government official cit  ed above immediately put a STAY on any decision germane to my Petition for a Rehearing by the Supreme Court, this branch of Government will quickly deny my Motion for a STAY and my Petition for a Rehearing before the investigation and resolution have been rendered.  
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SUBSTANTIATED FACTS TO SUPPORT THE ALLEGATION, THE NEED FOR STAY, 
                  AND AN IMMEDIATE INVESTIGATION AND RESOLUTION   


     As the evidence of my Petition to the Supreme Court (Exhibit 3) substantiates, I primarily filed my Petition because the evidence that accompany my Petition to this Court supports the fact that the Court of Appeals  deliberately committed the prejudicial error of perjury and, thus, not only violated my 14th Amendment right, but, also, infringed upon   A-104, A-106, C-101, C-102, Rules 1.1, 1.2(a), 1.2(b), 2.2, 2.15 (a), 2.15(b),  2.15(c) and 2.15(d) of the Maryland Code of Judicial Conduct.  As Officers of the Court, each of you know that a prejudicial error changes the whole outcome of a case in Court; therefore, once the Court has been made aware of the evidence in the record before them which, unequivocally, prove that such a prejudicial error was made, then the Court must make the correction, otherwise innocent parties may suffer injuries and other injustices.  Each exhibit in this complaint, also, accompanied my Petition to the Supreme Court.  As stated in my Petition to the Supreme Court, the Court of Appeals denied my Petition to their Court grounded on the allegation that my Petition was filed late as cited in their Order dated 9-21-15 (Exhibit 4).  Even after I filed my Motion for Reconsideration (Exhibit 5) to the Court of Appeals which referenced this Court to the evidence in their record which substantiates that my Petition was filed in a timely fashion and, thus, this branch of Government made the egregious and prejudicial error of perjury, the Court of Appeals still refused to change their prejudicial error as substantiated in their Order dated 11-23-15 (Exhibit 6).  Also, in my Petition to the Supreme Court and in my Motion for Reconsideration to the Court of Appeals, I pleaded with these two branches of Government to correct the prejudicial error of perjury by the Court of Appeals so that my Petition to the Court of Appeals would be granted because the only reason the Court of Appeals cited for not granting my Petition is due to their erroneously stating that my Petition was filed late.  Moreover, in my Petition to the Supreme Court and my Motion for Reconsideration the Court of Appeals, I, again, pleaded that my Petition to the Court of Appeals be granted because the prejudicial error of perjury by the Court of Appeals caused the decision of the In Banc judges from the Circuit Court of Baltimore City (“lower Court”) to be upheld.  Still too, in my Petitions to the Supreme Court and the Court of Appeals, I cited that the evidence which accompanied my Petition to the Court of Appeals, irrefutably, substantiate that the panel of In Banc judges  from the lower Court who, too, represent a branch of our Government, also, intentionally violated my 14th Amendment right and abused their discretion as a result of: refusing to address and correct their prejudicial error of perjury and, thereby, breached A-104, C-101, C-102, Rules 1.1, 1.2a, 1.2b,  and 2.2, 2.15 (a), 2.15(b), 2.15(c), and 2.15(d) of the Maryland Code of Judicial Conduct and perverted justice from taking place.  Also, in my Petitions to the Supreme Court and the Court of Appeal, I cited that the evidence that accompany my Petition to the Court of Appeals substantiate the facts that the panel of In Banc judges from the lower Court abused their discretion as a result of: (1.)  refusing to address and correct their prejudicial error of affirming that the Respondents are entitled to absolute judicial immunity although Federal Law 42 U.S.C & 1983 authorizes claims or civil actions against the Defendants.  (2.) refusing to address and correct their prejudicial error of affirming that the Defendants are entitled to absolute judicial immunity although Federal Law 42 U.S.C & 1985 authorizes claims or civil actions against the Defendants.  Further, in my Petition to the Supreme Court and my Motion for Reconsideration the Court of Appeals, I, again, pleaded that my Petition to the Court of Appeals be granted because the prejudicial error of perjury by the Court of Appeals caused the dismissal of my civil case in the lower Court against the Defendants, who represent state agencies and, thus, other branches of our Government. 

     As cited in my Petitions to the Supreme Court and the Court of Appeals, in 2014 and 2015, I’ve filed a complaint of crimes against justice and/or several addendums to my complaint to the Department of Justice (DOJ”) against the Court of Appeals and other Officers of the Court, sent copies of my Petitions and Motions for Reconsiderations to the Supreme Court and the Court of Appeals along with the accompanying exhibits to the DOJ in order to further substantiate my allegation of crimes against justice.  However, the DOJ has yet to investigate or resolve the serious and substantiate allegations of crimes against justice by the Court of Appeals and the other Officers of the Court.  Still too, as asserted in my Petition to the Supreme Court, I’ve filed 4 different complaints and/or addendums to my complaint and the supporting exhibits relevant to the allegation that the Court of Appeals intentionally committed the prejudicial error or perjury and, thus, committed misconduct in office to the Governor of Maryland, the Honorable Larry Hogan.  Amongst other things, I requested that an unbiased and transparent investigation and resolution be done and the findings revealed publicly because of such serious allegation against this branch of our Government should be of public interest, because I have nothing to hide, and because my integrity to me is priceless and will never be for sale.  Since the Governor who appoints the judges to the Court of Appeals, also, failed to respond to my complaint and/or addendum after nearly two months, I filed my Petition to the Supreme Court and started a petition on www.Change.Org   in which I’m pleading to the public to request that the Governor initiate an unbiased and transparent investigation into the substantiated allegation and reveal the outcome publicly.  The Plea to the Governor cites the following:   
     “WE, the people who represent the public, have access to read Ms. Williams’ allegation of perjury by the Court of Appeals of Maryland as cited in her Complaint dated 12-2-15, Addendum to her Complaint dated 12-17-15, and in her Plea  dated 12-23-15 for an unbiased and transparent investigation by Maryland’s Chief Executive Officer, the Honorable Governor Hogan.  Also, Ms. Williams is asserting that the Court of Appeals of Maryland refused to correct their perjury even after they were referenced to the evidence in their record which substantiates the alleged perjury.  Since the Governor appoints judges to the State judiciary like the Court of Appeals of Maryland and it is of great public interest to know if the allegation of perjury against the Highest Court in Maryland is true, then, we, the Public, are requesting that an immediate investigation be undertaken and the outcome be made known to the public.”  

     Maryland rule allows 30 days to file a Petition to the Court of Appeals, with the first day starting when the clerk files the final judgment of the judge/s from the lower Court.  Exhibit 7 is a copy of page 9 of the history of the proceedings in the lower Court which cites July 6, 2015 as the clerk’s filing date of the final judgment of the panel of In Banc judges from the lower Court.  Exhibit 8 is a copy of the docket receipt from the Court of Appeals which substantiate that the clerk of this Court docketed my Petition on August 3, 2015.  Thus, it doesn’t take a Mathematician to determine that from July 6, 2015 to August 3, 2015 is less than 30 days.  However, in their Order dated 11-23-15, this Court stated in one sentence that they denied my Motion for Reconsideration, even though they considered it which is implicative of the fact that the Court of Appeals read my Motion but still knowingly and willingly decided not to change their egregious prejudicial error of perjury.  

     Although the “Rules” of the Supreme Court gives this Honorable Court judicial discretion to grant or deny a Petition, the “Rules”, also, cite that a Petition may be granted for compelling reasons. A reasonable mind would assume that the Supreme Court would conclude that it’s essential and compelling to grant my Petition since the evidence before them, unequivocally, substantiate the Court of Appeals who just recently ruled on an issue in the well-publicized Freddie Gray’s case where, again, lives are at stake, not only committed the prejudicial error of perjury, but refused to correct their lie even after being referenced to the evidence in their record that prove their perjury. Also, a reasonable mind would assume that the Supreme Court would find that the evidence of the prejudicial error of intentional perjury by the Court of Appeals is not a good faith error and, thus, the Court of Appeals has so far departed from the accepted and usual course of judicial proceedings that the Supreme Court must exercise its supervisory power to correct such injustice and abuse of power by the Court of Appeals.  Further, a reasonable mind would assume that the Supreme Court would, also, take immediate corrective actions because such outright deliberate lying by this branch of Government causes a breach in public trust of our Government and, also, violates A-104, A-106, C-101, C-102 and Rules 1.1, 1.2(a), 1.2(b), 2.2, 2.15 (a), 2.15(b),  2.15(c) and 2.15(d) of the Maryland Code of Judicial Conduct that all judges must adhere to.  Moreover, according to the Rules of the Supreme Court, a Petition may be granted if a United States Court of Appeals has sanctioned a departure by a lower court as to call for an exercise of the Supreme Court’s supervisory power.  As cited in my Petition to the Supreme Court and the in my Petition to the Court of Appeals, the evidence that accompanied my Petition to the Court of Appeals support the fact that the panel of In Banc judges from the lower court, also, intentionally violated my 14th Amendment right and abused their discretion due to their refusal to address and correct their prejudicial error of perjury and, thereby, breached A-104, C-101, C-102, Rules 1.1, 1.2a, 1.2b,  and 2.2, 2.15 (a), 2.15(b), 2.15(c), and 2.15(d) of the Maryland Code of Judicial Conduct and perverted justice from taking place.  Further, the panel of In Banc judges from the lower Court abused their discretion as a result of: (1.)  refusing to address and correct their prejudicial error of affirming that the Respondents are entitled to absolute judicial immunity although Federal Law 42 U.S.C & 1983 authorizes claims or civil actions against the Defendants.  (2.) refusing to address and correct their prejudicial error of affirming that the Defendants are entitled to absolute judicial immunity although Federal Law 42 U.S.C & 1985 authorizes claims or civil actions against the Defendants.  Further, in my Petition to the Supreme Court and my Motion for Reconsideration the Court of Appeals, I, again, pleaded that my Petition to the Court of Appeals be granted because the prejudicial error of perjury by the Court of Appeals caused the dismissal of my civil case in the lower Court against the Defendants, who represent state agencies and, thus, other branches of the Government. Thus, a reasonable mind would assume that the Supreme Court would have found that another compelling reason for exercising their supervisory power is because due to the Court of Appeals intentionally committing the prejudicial error of perjury, these issues that were raised in my Petition to the Court of Appeals, though compelling reasons for the Court of Appeals to grant my Petition were never addressed or resolved by the Court of Appeals.  
     
     The “Rules” in the Supreme Court permits the Defendants to file a Brief in Opposition to my Petition to their Court.  The Brief in opposition allows the Defendants to present other arguments for denying my Petition and, also, allows the Defendants to address any misstatement of fact or law in my Petition. Although there are 6 Defendants who were given 30 days after my Petition was placed on the docket in the Supreme Court, not one of them filed a Brief in Opposition.  A rational being would assume that, if the 6 Defendants waived their right to file a Brief in Opposition, then there is no denial of the facts or law cited in my Petition.  Yet, the Supreme Court of the United States still denied my Petition on 4-25-16 as evidenced in the public record of this Court which has assigned my Petition as Case # 15-8340. 
 
     I’ve been blessed to have been educating our leaders of tomorrow as a Mathematics teacher for over 30 years, have been exposing lead poisoning in our public schools for almost 20 years, have been accredited by the Maryland Department of the Environment since 1997 as an accredited Lead Abatement Contract, Lead Expert, an Inspector Technician, and an Clearance Examiner, and have written a documentary which, amongst other things, traces my public exposure of the lead poisoning in some of the public schools in Maryland since 1996.   My documentary is entitled THANKS, PRAISE, HONOR, AND GLORY TO THE TRIUNE GOD FOR LEADING AND GUIDANCE IN DOCUMENTING LEAD POISONING IN THE PUBLIC SCHOOLS AND THE OBSTRUCTIONS OF JUSTICE IN ORDER TO CONCEAL THE INDISPUTABLE TRUTHS.  My documentary reveals lead poisoning in four different schools in Maryland through lead-contaminated drinking water and/or leaded dust from lead-based paint hazardous school buildings.  The footnotes documents the evidence in the Courts, including the Supreme Court, which substantiate the fact that some of Defendants who represent our Government in my civil complaint, which was ultimately dismissed due to the substantiated intentional perjury by the Court of Appeals, are named as being responsible for knowingly and willingly exposing our children in Maryland to lead poisoning and/or failing to uphold their responsibility to protect our children from being exposed to lead poisoning.  Again, these Defendants represent branches of our Government.  The evidence in my documentary and in the record in the Courts supports the fact that since my whistleblowing from 1996 to the present, I’ve endured persecutions, with the latest being having my livelihood as a Mathematics teacher being wrongfully and illegally taken away from me for the second time.  Also, I’ve had to file for bankruptcy, had my home foreclosed on, and apparently have been blacklisted because for over six years I’ve been unable to find a job in my profession, can get unemployment benefits due to the false allegation against me, and I’m presently without an income and, thus, living below the poverty level.  Moreover, the fact that, along with my Petition to the Supreme Court,  I had to file a Motion for Leave to Proceed In forma Paupers to the Supreme Court (Exhibit 9) reveal that my only source of money is the monies that our son gives me which still have me living below the poverty level.  I believe that the Government has been attempting to silence me not only because I’ve exposed lead poisoning in the schools in Maryland, but because I continue to publicly advocate that our Government, which includes some of the Defendants in my civil complaint, compensate our children that have been damaged by lead poisoning because the negative effects of being poisoned by lead on the major organs of the human body can last a life time.  The footnotes in my documentary give reference to the evidence in the Courts that substantiate the facts that various agencies in the Government, which includes some of the Defendants in my civil complaint, have obstructed justice as a means of concealing the fact that they not only knowingly and willingly exposed our children and others to this potentially deadly poison, but refused to test all the children that may have been exposed to lead poisoning. Our children and the children in Flint Michigan that have been exposed to lead poisoning but haven’t been tested need to tested for lead exposure using the special XRF-machine that tests the shin bone to determine the accumulative amount of lead in the body because after about 8 weeks lead is no longer in the blood stream but is in the bone and stays there for nearly 30 years.  Thus, my prayer is that, after you, Honorable President Obama, have met with the families in Flint Michigan that have been exposed to lead-tainted drinking, you will, also, meet with myself and others here in Baltimore that have been concerned about our children being exposed to lead poisoning, including lead-contaminated drinking water, in our schools for nearly two decades.  

     Since you, President Obama, as our Commander and Chief, have the privilege of selecting members of the Supreme Court, since you and the other names cited above have a responsibility to ensure that the substantiated allegations against the Supreme Court are investigated fairly and transparently in order to ensure public trust and the integrity of our judicial system, our Government, and since the evidence overwhelming support the fact that the fact that the Supreme Court committed judicial misconduct in office by not adhering to the Rules in the Supreme Court for granting Petitions nor enforcing the Code of Conduct for the U.S. judges as cited in Canons 1, 2, and 3, since the Supreme Court has failed to find the Court of Appeals’ intentional egregious prejudicial error of perjury a compelling to grant my Petition, and since I continue to be deprived of my livelihood due to the  accompanying evidence which easily supports the allegation that the Court of Appeals has deliberately committed the prejudicial error of perjury, it is my plea prayer that an expeditious investigation be undertaken and a STAY be placed on the decision of the Supreme Court relative to their having the authority to render a decision on my Petition for a Rehearing until the results of the investigation has been   made and a resolution has been made.  Therefore, I’m pleading that your office and the offices of the other branches of Government named in this Official Complaint would not turn the other cheek because you’re compelled to investigate and resolve the serious allegation against another branch of Government, namely, the Supreme Court of the United States.  And, since this allegation should be of public interest and I’m releasing copies of this complaint and the exhibits to the public because I want to be transparent, it is my prayer that the results of this investigation are made public.  
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