IN THE MATTER OF * IN THE

STATE OF MARYLAND *
* CIRCUIT COURT
#
vs. ¥ FOR
*
DIANA R. WILLIIAMS * BALTIMORE COUNTY
¥ Case No. C-03-CR-20-002995

****#***********************************************************#********************

MOTIONS FOR A STAY AND A HEARING ON THE DEFENDANT’S MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION OF
JUDGE D. ROBINSON JR.’S FINDINGS AND ORDERS DOCKETED ON 6-16-26 AS PERMITTED UNDER
MARYLAND RULE 2-311 IN ORDER TO DETERMINE IF: 1.) DEFENDANT’S 24™ MOTION FOR
DISQUALIFICATION OF JUDGE D. ROBINSON JR. FOR VIOLATING HER 14™ AMENDMENT, 2"°
AMENDMENT RIGHT, AND HER CIVIL RIGHT UNDER TITLE 18, U.S.C, SECTION 242 BY BREACHING
FEDERAL STATUTE 28 U.S.C & 455 (a) AND, THUS, FOR THE 24™ TIME COMMIITTING FRAUD UPON
COURT AND TREASON TO THE CONSTITUTION AS THE PRESIDING JUDGE OVER THE DEFENDANT’S
MOTIONS MAILED ON 6-9-26 BECAUSE THERE IS AN APPEARANCE THAT JUDGE D. ROBINSON JR.
WOULD BE IMPARTIAL AND/OR BIAS SINCE JUDGE D. ROBINSON JR., ALONG WITH ALL OF THE OTHER
FORMER PRESIDING JUDGES, WHICH INCLUDE JUDGE D. ROBONSON JR., HAVE, COLLECTIVELY AND
FOR OVER 46 TIMES, INVADED UPON THE DEFENDANT’S 14™ AMENDMENT RIGHT, 2"° AMENDMENT
RIGHT, AND HER CIVIL RIGHT UNDER TITLE 18, U.S.C., SECTION 242 DUE TO, COLLECTIVELY AND FOR
OVER 46 TIMES, COMMITTING THE FEDERAL CRIMES OF VIOLATING FEDERAL STATUTE U.S.C & 1621,
FEDERAL STATUTE U.S.C & 1623, FEDERAL U.S. CODE, 18 U.S.C & 1091 — GENOCIDE, AND/OR HAVE
ATTEMPTED TO AND/OR HAVE CONSPIRED TO VIOLATE FEDERAL U.S. CODE, 18 U.S.C, & 1091
(CRIMES AGAINST HUMANITY”) AND DUE TO BREACHING, COLLECTIVELY AND FOR OVER 46 TIMES,
FEDERAL STATUTE 28 U.S.C & 455 (a), MARYLAND RULE 18.102.11, MARYLAND RULE 2-311, AND/OR
HAVE COMMITTED MISCONDUCT IN OFFICE, AND/OR HAVE COMMITTED OTHER CRIMES. 2.) FOR
THE 17™ TIME, MOTION TO ALLOW THE STATE OF MARYLAND THEIR ALLOTTED 15 DAYS TO RESPOND
TO THE DEFENDANT’S MOTIONS BEFORE THE PRESIDING JUDGE ISSUES HIS/HER FINDINGS AND
ORDER AND FOR THE 46™ TIME MOTION FOR A HEARING ON MOTIONS AS PERMITTED UNDER
MARYLAND RULE 2-311. 3.) FOR THE 1°" TIME, THE DEFENDANT IS MOTIONING FOR AN EXTENSION
OF TIME ON HER INSTANT MOTIONS BECAUSE THE DEFENDANT RECEIVED THE FINDINGS AND ORDERS

BY JUDGE ROBINSON ON 7-2-26.




I, Diana R. Williams, the Defendant who is being represented Pro Se, hereby, requests that the
Defendant’s: Motion For A Hearing On the Defendant’s Motion For Reconsideration Of Judge D.
Robinson’s And Orders Docketed On 6-15-26 As Permitted Under Maryland Rule 2-311 In Order To
Determine If: 1.) Defendant’s 24™ Motion For Disqualification Of Judge D. Robinson Jr. For Violating Her
14™ Amendment Right, 2" Amendment Right, and her Civil Right Under Title 18, U.S.C., Section 242 by
Breaching Federal Statute 28 U.S.C & 455 (a) And, Thus, For The 24™ Time Committing Fraud Upon The
Court And Treason To The Constitution As The Presiding Judge Over The Defendant’s Motions Mailed On
6-9-26 Because There Is An Appearance That Judge D. Robinson J. Would Be impartial And/Or Bias Since
Judge D. Robinson Jr., Along With All Of The Other former Presiding Judges, Which Include judge D.
Robinson Jr. Have, Collectively And For Over 46 Times, Invaded Upon The Defendant’s 14" Amendment
Right, 2" Amendment Right, And Her Civil Right Under Title 18 U.S.C., Section Due To, Collectively And
For Over 46 times, Committing The Federal Crimes Of Violating Federal Statute U.5.C & 1621, Federal
Statute U.S.C & 1632, Federal U.S. Code, 18 U.S.C & 1091 — Genocide, And/Or Have Attempted To
And/Or Have Conspired To Violate Federal U.S. Code, 18 U.S.C, & 1091 (“Crimes Against Humanity”) And
Due To Breaching, Collectively And For Over 46 Times, Federal Statute 28 U.S.C & 455 (a), Maryland Rule
18.102.11, Maryland Rule 2-311, And/Or Have Committed Misconduct In Office, And/Or Have
Committed Other Crimes. 2.) For the 17" Time, Motion To Allow The State Of Maryland Their Allotted
15 Days To Respond To the Defendant’s motions Before The Presiding Judge Issues His/Her Findings And
Ord And For The 46 Time Motion For A Hearing On Motions As Permitted Under Maryland Rule 2-311.
3.) For The 1* Time, The Defendant Is Motioning For An Extension Of Time On Her Instant Motions
Because The Defendant Received The Findings And Orders By Judge Robinson On 7-2-26 based on the
grounds and authorities cited below.

CR59 (a)(4) cites that newly discovered evidence, material for the party making the application that
could not have been reasonably discovered and produced earlier, are grounds for granting the
Petitioner's Motions. The newly discovered evidence, material for the Defendant, who is being
represented Pro Se and making the application, which could not have reasonably been discovered and
produced earlier by the Defendant, is that: 1.) For the 9™ time, the Defendant is motioning to have a
Judge who was not appointed by Martin O’Malley, Larry Hogan, Wes Moore, and/or by former Chief
Judge Barbera to preside over the Defendant’s Motion for a hearing on her Motion for Reconsideration
of Judge D. Robinson Jr.’s Order docketed on 6-16-26, which is the Defendant’s 1% Motion for a hearing
as permitted under Maryland Rule 2-311 in order to determine if the evidence substantiate that the
Defendant’s 14™ Amendment Right, her 2™ Amendment Right, and her Civil Right under Title 18, U.S.C,,
Section 242 have been violated because: A.) The presiding Judge, Judge D. Robinson Jr. who has, also,
presided over 24 other Motions of the Defendant and has, for over 24 times, failed to consider,
disclose, and resolve in his Order docketed on 6-16-26 and/or in any of his other Findings and Orders,
which respond to the Defendant’s 6-9-26 Motions and her 24 other Motions, any of the material facts or
legal arguments in the Defendant’s 10-page Motions mailed on 6-9-26 or in her other 24 Mations,
although the material facts and legal arguments in the Defendant’s 6-9-26 Motions and/or in her other
24 Motions change the whole outcome of her criminal case and, undeniably, substantiate that Judge D.




Robinson Jr. and all of the other former presiding Judges, which include Judge D. Robinson Jr., have,
collectively and for over 47 times, breached Federal Statute 18 U.S.C & 1621 and/or Federal Statute 18
U.S.C & 1623 by committing the prejudicial error of perjury, a Federal offense and crime. B.) Judge D.
Robinson Jr. and all of the former presiding Judges have, collectively and for over 47 times, invaded
upon Federal U.S. Code, 18 U.S.C & 1091 — Genocide, and/or have attempted to and/or have conspired
to violate Federal U.S Code, 18 U.S.C. & 1091 (“Crimes against Humanity”) and have, thereby,
committed another Federal offense and crime. C.) Judge D. Robinson Jr. and all of the former presiding

Judges, with the only exception being Judge Cahill, have, collectively and for over 47 times, impeded
upon Federal Statute 28 U.S.C & 455 (a) and committed Fraud upon the Court and treason to the
Constitution, thus, deeming Judge D. Robinson Jr.’s Order and all of the Orders of the former presiding
Judges as void as a matter of law and of no legal force or effect because all of these Officers of the Court

have failed to voluntarily disqualify and recuse themselves as presiding Judges since there is an
appearance that Judge Judge D. Robinson Jr. and all of the former presiding Judges, which include
Judge D. Robinson Ir., would be impartial and/or bias due to Judge D. Robinson Jr. and all of the
former presiding Judges being appointed to their privileged positions by Martin O'Malley, Larry Hogan,
Wes Moore, and/or by former Chief Judge Barbera, all of whom are being alleged in the Defendant’s 6-
9-26, 5-22-26, 5-8-26, 4-25-26, 4-10-26, 3-24-26, 3-10-26, 2-23-26, 2-9-26, 1-23-26, 1-9-26, 12-27-25
Motions, in other Motions, and/or in her Complaints and/or Addendums to our Hon. 45™-47" President
Trump to have breached Federal U.S. Code, 18 U.S.C & 1091-Genocide, and/or have attempted to
and/or have conspired to violate Federal U.S. Code, U.S.C. & 1091 (“Crimes against Humanity”), have
committed misconduct in office, and/or have committed other criminal acts. Judge D. Robinson Jr. And
All Of The Former Presiding Judges Have, Collectively And For Qver 47 times, invaded Upon Federal U.S.
Code, 18 U.S5.C & 1091 — Genocide, and/or have attempted to and/or have conspired to violate Federal
U.S Code, 18 U.S.C. & 1091 (“Crimes against Humanity”) and have, thereby, committed another Federal
offense and crime. D.) Judge D. Robinson Jr. and all of the former presiding Judges have, collectively
and for over 47 times, violated Maryland Rule 18.101.11 and/or Maryland Rule 2-311. 2.) For the . 7
time, Motion to allow the State of Maryland their allotted 15 days to respond to the Defendant’s
Motions before the presiding Judge issues his/her Findings and Order and for the 47" time, a Motion for
a hearing on Motions as permitted under Maryland Rule 2-311. 3.) For the 1" time, Motion to allow
the Defendant an Extension of time to submit her instant Motions due to the Defendant receiving Judge
Findings and Orders docketed on 6-16-26 on 7-2-26 as evidenced by the Defendant’s signature and
statement “Received on 7-2-26” on the Findings and Orders .

INTRODUCTION

Moses informed the Judges in Israel of GOD’S law and employed the judges aver the various tribes in
Israel of the importance of judging righteously because their office of ordained of the TRIUNE, and in
Deuteronomy 1:16-17, Moses declares “And, | charged your judges at that time, saying. Hear the
causes between your brethren, and judge righteously between every man and his brother, and the
stranger that is with him. Ye shall not respect persons in judgment: but ye shall hear the small as well
as the great: ye shall not be afraid of the face of man: for the judgement is GOD’S: and, the cause that

is too hard for you, bring it unto me, and 1 will hear it.”
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As evidenced by the fact declared in the Findings and Order by Judge D. Robinson Jr. docketed on 6-9-
26, as evidenced by the facts stated in the Findings and Orders of the former presiding Judges, which
include the Findings and Orders of Judge D. Robinson Jr., and as evidenced by the material facts and
legal arguments in the Defendant’s Motions mailed on 6-9-26, from which Judge D. Robinson Jr.
responds to in his Order docketed on 6-16-26, and as evidenced by the material facts and legal
arguments in her other colossal Motions, the Defendant’s 14™ Amendment Right, her 2" Amendment
Right, and her Civil Right under Title 18 U.S.C., Section 242 have been violated because Judge D.
Robinson Jr, for the 24" time, and the former presiding Judges, which include Judge D. Robinson Jr., for,
collectively and for over 26 times, have failed to consider, disclose, and resolve in their Findings and

Orders the evidence of the material facts and legal arguments in the Defendant’s Motions, which would,
unmistakably, change the whole outcome of her appeal , that would substantiate the allegations that
Judge D. Robinson Jr. and all of the former presiding Judges repetitiously and/or deliberately the
committed the prejudicial error of perjury, a Federal offense and crime and, thereby, have violated
Federal Statute 18 U.S.C & 1621 and/or Federal Statute 18 U.S.C 18 & 1623 for over 47 times,

collectively.

Also, as evidenced by the fact declared in the Finding and Order of Judge D. Robinson Jr. docketed on
6-16-26, as evidenced by the facts stated in the Findings and Order of all of the former presiding Judges,
which include the Findings and Orders of Judge D. Robinson Jr., and as evidenced by the material facts
and legal arguments in the Defendant’s 6-9-26 Motions, from which Judge D. Robinson Jr. responds to,
and from the material facts and legal arguments in her other voluminous Motions, the Defendant’s 14™"
Amendment Right, her 2" Amendment Right, and her Civil Right under Title 18 U.S.C., Section 242 have
been violated because Judge D. Robinson Ir., for the 24™ time and all of the former presiding Judges,
collectively and for over 24 times, have not only violated Federal Statute 18 U.S.C & 1621, Federal
Statute 18 U.S.C & 1623, but, with the only exception being Judge Cahill, have, also, invaded upon
Federal U.S. Code, 18 U.S.C & 1091-Genocide, and/or have attempted to and/or have conspired to
violated Federal U.S. Code & 1091 (“Crimes against Humanity”) and, thereby, have committed another
Federal offense and c rime, collectively and for over 47 times and have, also, denied the Defendant her
right under Maryland Rule 2-311, for collectively and for over 47 times. The Defendant asserts in her
Motions mailed on 6-9-26, 5-22-26, 5-8-26, 4-25-26, 4-10-26, 3-24-26, 3-10-26, 2-23-26, 2-9-26, 1-23-
26, 1-9-26, 12-27-25, in other Motions and/or in her Addendums to our Hon. 45"-47 President Trump
that because Judge D. Robinson Jr. and the former presiding Judges have an interest in the outcome of
the Defendant’s criminal proceeding, especially in light of the fact that evidence which substantiate the
allegations and will be revealed during the hearing on the Defendant’s Motions, which will be opened
to the public, it appears that Judge D. Robinson Jr. and all of the former presiding Judges would attempt
to cover-up and/or prevent the Defendant from exercising her 14™ Amendment Right and her Civil Right
under Title 18, U.S.C., Section 242 to have a hearing on her Moations, which would, too, expose the
material fact that Judge D. Robinson Jr. and all of the former presiding Judges( except for Judge Cahill),
along with Martin O’Malley, Larry Hogan, Wes Moore, and former Chief Judge Barbera, are being
alleged in the Defendant’s Motions mailed on 6-9-26, 5-22-26, 5-8-26, 4-25-26, 4-10-26, 3-24-26, 3-10-
26, 2-23-26, 2-9-26, 1-23-26, 1-9-26, and/or on 12-27-25 to have not only breached Maryland Rule 2-
311, Maryland Rule 18.102.11, Federal Statute 18 U.S.C & 1621, Federal Statute 18 U.5.C & 1623, and/or




Federal Statue 28 U.S.C & 455 (a), but, also, Judge D. Robinson Jr., the other former presiding Judges,
which include Judge D. Robinson, along with Martin O’Malley, Larry Hogan, Wes Moore, and former
Chief Judge Barbera are being alleged to have violated Federal U.S. Code, 18 U.S.C & 1091 — Genocide,
and/or have attempted to and/or conspired to violate Federal U.S. Code, 18 U.S.C & 1091 (“Crimes
against Humanity”), have committed misconduct in office, and/or have committed other criminal acts.

Further, the evidence of the material facts and legal arguments in the Defendant’s 6-9-26 Motions
and in her other voluminous Motions and the evidence of the facts stated in and and/or the lack thereof
of facts declared in the Findings and Order of Judge D. Robinson Jr. docketed on 6-16-26, which respond
to the material facts and legal arguments in the Defendant’s 6-9-26 Motions, and the evidence of the
facts stated in and/or the lack thereof of facts asserted in the Findings and Orders of all the former
presiding Judges, which include Judge D. Rabinson Jr., substantiate that the Defendant’s 14"
Amendment Right, her 2" Amendment Right, and her Civil Right under Title 18 U.S.C., Section 242 have
been violated by Judge D. Robinson Jr. for the 24" time and by the former presiding Judges, collectively
and for over 24 times, due to Judge D. Robinson Jr. and all of the former presiding Judges not only
breaching Federal Statute 18 U.S.C & 1621, Federal Statute 18 U.5.C & 1623, and/or Federal U.S. Code,
18 U.S.C & 1091 — Genocide, and/or have attempted to and/or conspired to violate Federal U.S. Code,
18 U.S.C & 1091 (“Crimes against Humanity”) but, also, with the only exception being Judge Cahill,
impeding upon Federal Statute 28 U.S.C & 455 (a) and committing Fraud Upon the Court and treason to
the Constitution and, thus, mandating Judge D. Robinson Jr.’s Orders, the Orders of the former presiding
Judges are void as a matter of law and of no legal effect or force since Judge D. Robinson Jr. and all of
former presiding Judge have failed to voluntarily disqualify and recuse themselves as presiding Judges
because there is an appearance that the presiding Judge, namely, Judge D. Robinson Jr. and the
former presiding Judges, namely, Judge Finifter, Judge Truffer, Judge Wendy Epstein, Judge D.
Robinson Jr., Judge Alexander, Judge Glass, and Judge S. Bailey would be impartial and/or biased
since: 1.) Judge D. Robinson Jr. and the former presiding Judges, namely, Judge Finifter, Judge Truffer,
Judge Wendy Epstein, Judge D. Robinson Jr., Judge Alexander, Judge Glass, and Judge S. Bailey were
appointed to their privileged positions by Martin O’Malley, Larry Hogan, Wes Moore, and/or by former
Chief Judge Barbera, all of whom are alleged being alleged in the Defendant’s Motions mailed on 6-9-26,
5-22-26, 5-8-26, 4-25-26, 4-10-26, 3-24-26, 3-10-26, 2-23-26, 2-9-26, 1-23-26, 1-9-26, and on 12-27-25,
in other Motions, and/or to Addendums to her Official Complaints to our Hon 45™-47" President Trump
to have invaded upon Federal U.S. Code, 18 U.S.C & 1091-Genocide, and/or have attempted to and/or
have conspired to violate Federal U.S. Code, 18 U.5.C & 1091 {(“Crimes against Humanity”), have
committed misconduct in office, and/or have committed other criminal acts. 2.) Being appointed to
their distinct positions by Martin O’Malley, Larry Hogan, Wes Moore, and/or by former Chief Judge
Barbera, all of whom are being alleged in the Defendant’s Motions mailed on 6-9-26, 5-22-26, 5-8-26, 4-
25-26, 4-10-26, 3-24-26, 3-10-26, 2-23-26, 2-9-26, 1-23-26, 1-9-26, and on 12-27-25, in other Motions,
and/or Addendums to her Official Complaints to our Hon 45".47™ president Trump to have invaded
upon Federal U.S. Code, 18 U.S.C & 1091-Genocide, and/or have attempted to and/or have conspired to
violate Federal U.S. Code, 18 U.S.C & 1091 (“Crimes against Humanity”), have committed misconduct in
office, and/or have committed other criminal acts, it does appear that Judge D. Robinson Jr. and the
former presiding Judges, namely, Judge Finifter, Judge Truffer, Judge Wendy Epstein, Judge D. Robinson
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Jr., Judge Alexander, Judge Glass, and Judge S. Bailey would have an interest in the outcome of the
Defendant criminal litigation. 3.) Being appointed to their privileged positions by Martin 0’Malley, Larry
Hogan, Wes Moore, and/or by former Chief Judge Barbera, all of whom are being alleged in the
Defendant’s Motions mailed on 6-9-26, 5-22-26, 5-8-26, 4-25-26, 4-10-26, 3-24-26, 3-10-26, 2-23-26, 2-
9-26, 1-23-26, 1-9-26, and on 12-27-25, in other Motions, and/or Addendums to her Official Complaints
to our Hon 45™-47" President Trump to have committed “Crimes Against Humanity”, it, also, appears
that Judge D. Robinson Jr. and the former presiding Judges, namely, Judge Finifter, Judge Truffer, Judge
Wendy Epstein, Judge D. Robinson Jr., Judge Alexander, Judge Glass, and Judge S. Bailey would attempt
to cover-up and/or prevent the Defendant from having a hearing on her Motions, which are opened to
the public who would hear and be exposed to the material facts and legal argument, namely, that: a.)
The evidence substantiate the allegations that Martin O’Malley, Larry Hogan, Wes Moore, and former
Chief Judge Barbera, are being alleged in the Defendant’s Motions mailed on 6-9-26, 5-22-26, 5-8-26, 4-
25-26, 4-10-26, 3-24-26, 3-10-26, 2-23-26, 2-9-26, 1-23-26, 1-9-26, and on 12-27-25, in other Motions,
and/or to Addendums to her Official Complaints to our Hon 45"-47" President Trump to have violated
Federal U.S. Code, 18 U.S.C & 1091 — Genocide, and/or have attempted to and/or conspired to viclate
Federal U.S. Code, 18 U.S.C & 1091 (“Crimes against Humanity”), committed misconduct in office,
and/or have committed other criminal acts. b.) The evidence in the Defendant’s Motions mailed on 6-9-
26, 5-22-26, 5-8-26, 4-25-26, 4-10-26, 3-24-26, 3-10-26, 2-23-26, 2-9-26, 1-23-26, 1-9-26, and on 12-27-
25, in other Motions, and/or Addendums to her Official Complaints to our Hon 45"-47" President
Trump substantiate the allegations that the presiding Judge, Judge D. Robinson Jr. and all of the former
presiding Judges have unlawfully denied the Defendant’s Maotions by infringing upon Federal Statute 18
U.S.C & 1621, Federal Statute 18 U.S.C 18 & 1623, Federal Statute 28 U.S.C & 455 (a), Maryland Rule
18.102.11, Maryland Rule 2-311, and Federal U.S. Code, 18 U.5.C & 1091 — Genocide, and/or have
attempted to and/or conspired to violate Federal U.S. Code, 18 U.S.C & 1091 (“Crimes against
Humanity”), have committed misconduct in office, and/or have committed other crimes, and, thereby,
committed Federal crimes and offense and violated the Petitioner’s 14™ Amendment Right and my Civil
Right under Title 18 U.S.C., Section 242. 4.) Moreover, it does appear that, as a resuit of Judge D.
Robinson Jr. and the former presiding Judges, namely, Judge Finifter, Judge Truffer, Judge Wendy
Epstein, Judge D. Robinson Jr., Judge Cahill, Judge Alexander, Judge Glass, and Judge S. Bailey being
alleged in the Defendant’s Motions mailed on 6-9-26, 5-22-26, 5-8-26, 4-25-26, 4-10-26, 3-24-26, 3-10-
26, 2-23-26, 2-9-26, 1-23-26, 1-9-26, and on 12-27-25, in other Motions, and/or Addendums to her
Official Complaints to our Hon 45™-47" President Trump to not only have violated Federal Statute 18
U.S.C & 1621, Federal Statute 18 U.S.C 18 & 1623, Federal Statute 28 U.5.C & 455 (a), Maryland Rule
18.102.11, Maryland Rule 2-311, but have, also breached Federal U.S. Code, 18 U.S.C & 1091 -
Genocide, and/or have attempted to and/or conspired to violate Federal U.S. Code, 18 U.S.C & 1091
(“Crimes against Humanity”), have committed misconduct in office, and/or have committed other
crimes, Judge D. Robinson Jr. and the former presiding Judges would have an interest in the outcome of
the Defendant’s criminal proceeding and/or would attempt to cover-up and/or prevent the Defendant
from exercising her 14™ Amendment Right and her Civil Right under Title 18, U.S.C., Section 242 to have
a hearing on her Motions as permitted under Maryland Rule 2-311.



Also, the evidence of the material facts and legal arguments in the Defendant’s Motions mailed on 6-
9-26, 5-22-26, 5-8-26, 4-25-26, 4-10-26, 3-24-26, 3-10-26, 2-23-26, 2-9-26 and on 1-23-26 and/or in
other Motions, the evidence of the Order of Judge D. Robinson Jr. docketed on 6-16-26, which respond
to the Defendant’s 6-9-26 Motions, and the evidence of the facts cited in and/or the lack thereof of
facts asserted in the Findings and Orders by the former presiding Judges substantiate that the
Defendant’s 14" Amendment Right, her 2™ Amendment Right, and her Civil Right under Title 18 U.S.C.,
Section 242 have been violated by Judge D. Robinson Ir. for the 24™ time and by the former presiding
Judges, collectively and for over 47 times, due to Judge D. Robinson Jr. and all of the former presiding
Judges not only breaching Federal Statute 18 U.S.C & 1621, Federal Statute 18 U.S.C & 1623, Federal
Statute 28 U.S.C & 455 (a), Maryland Rule 18.101.11 and/or Federal U.S. Code, 18 U.5.C & 1091 -
Genocide, and/or have attempted to and/or conspired to violate Federal U.S. Code, 18 U.S.C & 1091
(“Crimes against Humanity”) but, also, impeding upon Maryland Rule 2-311. As evidenced by the
material facts in the Defendant’s Motions mailed on 6-9-26, 5-22-26, 5-8-26, 4-25-26, 4-10-26, 3-10-26,
2-23-26, 2-9-26, and on 1-23-26 and in all of the Defendant’s Motions filed since 7-10-24, and as
evidenced by the facts stated in and/or the lack thereof of facts cited in the Findings and Orders of
Judge D. Robinson Jr. docketed on 6-16-26 and in all of the Findings and Orders of the former presiding
Judges, which, again, include Judge D. Robinson Jr., Judge D. Robinson Jr., substantiate that Judge D.
Robinson Jr. and all of the former presiding Judges have, collectively and for over 47 times, invaded
upon Maryland Rule 2-311 by not permitting the Defendant’s right to have a hearing on her Motions for
the 46" time, not allowing the State of Maryland their 15 days to respond to the Defendant’s Motions
before the Judge presides over the Defendant’s Motions.

As evidenced on Fox News, portions of the hearing on the party’s Motions from 4™ District Court in
Utah was televised on 2-3-26 relevant to the criminal case, Utah v. Robinson,. The presiding Judge,
Judge Graf, granted the party’s Motion to have a hearing on their Motions and cited that there are
“Constitution Rights of all parties invoived”, although in this criminal case the Defendant is being
alleged an “accused assassin”. The evidence of only citing the phrase, “DENIED”, in Judge D. Robinson
Jr.’s Findings and Order docketed on 5-29-26 and the evidence of the facts cited in and/or the lack
thereof of facts declared in the Findings and Orders of all of the former presiding Judges, which include
Judge D. Robinson Jr's Findings and Orders, and the evidence of the material fact that the Defendant
pleads for a hearing on her Motions as permitted under Maryland Rule 2-311 in all of her Motions filed
since 7-10-24 substantiate that Judge D. Robinson Jr. and all of the former presiding Judges denied the
Defendant’s right to a hearing on her Motions and/or assert that the Defendant proclaims no legal or
factual basis for her requested relief, although the evidence of the material facts and legal argument s
in the Defendant’s Motions mailed on 6-9-26, 5-22-26, 5-8-26, 4-25-26, 4-10-26, 3-24-26, 3-10-26, 2-23-
26, 2-9-26, 1-23-25, 1-9-26, and/or on 12-27-25 declare Judge D. Robinson and all of the former
presiding Judges that “The primary reasons for the Defendant pleading in her Motions mailed on 12-6-
25 and stamped “filed” on 12-9-25 and which respond to the Clerk’s, Ms. Ensor’s NOTICE OF REJECTED
SUBMISSION” and in all of her Motions docketed since 7-10-25 for a continuation of the Stay on the
expungement of Judge Glass’ Order docketed on June 12, 2024 and for a hearing on her Motions are
to determine if the evidence substantiate the allegations that the original Finder of Fact, Judge S.
Bailey, has repetitiously and/or deliberately breached the Defendant’s ’ 14™ Amendment Right, her




2™ Amendment Right, and her Civil Right under Title 18 U.S.C., Section 242 by failing to consider,
disclose, and resolve in her Findings and Orders if the evidence substantiate the allegations that,
Judge S. Bailey has repetitiously breached the Defendant’s 14" Amendment Right, her 2™
Amendment Right, and her Civil Right under Title 18 U.S.C., Section 242 and repeatedly erred by
failing to adhere to her own Probation/Supervision Order because there is no legal or factual basis for
Judge S. Bailey’s redundant denials in her Findings and Orders of the Defendant’s 2" Amendment
Right to repossess her legally owned firearm and 15 ammunitions since the evidence substantiate
that, since 5-23-23, the Defendant had successfully completed all of the mandates in Judge S. Bailey’s
2-year Probation/Supervision Order (Exhibit 210 on the Defendant’s website). .....In fact, during the 6-
9-24 hearing before Judge Glass, the presiding Judge, where the Defendant was, again, the Defendant,
the evidence was presented to substantiate that, by 5-23-23, the Defendant had successfully complied
to all of requirements of Judge S. Bailey’s Probation/Supervision Order was confirmed during the 6-9-
24 hearing before the presiding Judge, Judge Glass. The transcript of the 6-9-24 hearing will
substantiate that the State of Maryland, the opposing party, testified that the State of Maryland
would not oppose the Defendant repossessing her firearm and 15 bullets since the Defendant had
fulfilled the State of Maryland’s requirement of waiting 3 years before being granted an expungement
of her records. At the 6-9-24 hearing on the Defendant’s Motions, after granting the Defendant’s
Motion to have her record expunged, Judge Glass informed the Defendant that she has to Order a
Stay on the granting of the Defendant’s expungement in order to allow the Motion for the granting of
the Defendant’s legally owned firearm and 15 ammunitions to be resolved before Judge S. Bailey,
otherwise, without the Stay on her Order for expungement of the Defendant’s record, the Defendant
would not be able to have a hearing on Motion for repossessing her firearm and 15 ammunitions or
file any other Motion because an expungement implies that the case no longer exists. Also, during
the 6-9-24 hearing, Judge Glass stated that she would put a Stay on her Order so that the issue of
repossessing the Defendant’s firearm and 15 ammunitions could be brought before Judge S. Bailey.
-... Although the Defendant continues to forward a copy of all of her Motions to the State of Maryland
as evidenced by the Certificate of Service in the Defendant’s Motions, the Defendant is aware that the
Attorney representing the State of Maryland testified at the 6-9-24 hearing before Judge Glass that
the State of Maryland would not object to the Defendant having repossession of her firearm and
ammunitions.”

Last but not least, for the 1* time, the Defendant is motioning to have an Extension of her 10 days to
respond and 3 day for mailing her instant Motions due to the Defendant’s testimony that she did not
receive in the mail Judge Robinson Jr.’s Findings and Orders docketed on 6-16-26 until 7-2-26 and that
she called the Clerk’s office on 7-3-26 but was informed that the Circuit Court was closed. Also, on 7-6-
26, the Defendant is alleging that she, again, called the Court, spoke with a male whose name she
believes was Mr. Chris or Carlos, and that she asked him to leave a note with the Clerk of the Court, Ms.
Julie, to inform of these same material facts mentioned above and that were paraphrased to him.

Conclusion

The Defendant pleads that her Motions be granted.



C—E Respectively Submitted

Diana R. Williams, Pro Se
131 Calvin Hill Court
Baltimore, Maryland 21222

410-868-6013

Certificate of Service

| HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 10" day of July 2026, a copy of the foregoing: Motion For A Hearing
On the Defendant’s Motion For Reconsideration Of Judge D. Robinson’s And Orders Docketed On 6-15-
26 As Permitted Under Maryland Rule 2-311 In Order To Determine if: 1.) Defendant’s 24" Motion For
Disqualification Of Judge D. Robinson Jr. For Violating Her 14™ Amendment Right, 2™ Amendment Right,
and her Civil Right Under Title 18, U.S.C., Section 242 by Breaching Federal Statute 28 U.5.C & 455 (a)
And, Thus, For The 24™ Time Committing Fraud Upon The Court And Treason To The Constitution As The
Presiding Judge Over The Defendant’s Motions Mailed On 6-9-26 Because There Is An Appearance That
Judge D. Robinson J. Would Be Impartial And/Or Bias Since Judge D. Robinson Ir., Along With All Of The
Other former Presiding Judges, Which Include judge D. Robinson Jr. Have, Collectively And For Over 46
Times, Invaded Upon The Defendant’s 14™ Amendment Right, 2" Amendment Right, And Her Civil Right
Under Title 18 U.S.C., Section Due To, Collectively And For Over 46 times, Committing The Federal
Crimes Of Violating Federal Statute U.S.C & 1621, Federal Statute U.S.C & 1632, Federal U.S. Code, 18
U.S.C & 1091 — Genaocide, And/Or Have Attempted To And/Or Have Conspired To Violate Federal U.S.
Code, 18 U.S.C, & 1091 (“Crimes Against Humanity”) And Due To Breaching, Collectively And Far Over 46
Times, Federal Statute 28 U.S.C & 455 (a), Maryland Rule 18.102.11, Maryland Rule 2-311, And/Or Have
Committed Misconduct In Office, And/Or Have Committed Other Crimes. 2.} Forthe 17™ Time, Motion
To Allow The State Of Maryland Their Allotted 15 Days To Respond To the Defendant’s motions Before
The Presiding Judge Issues His/Her Findings And Ord And For The 46 Time Motion For A Hearing On
Motions As Permitted Under Maryland Rule 2-311. 3.) For The 1% Time, The Defendant Is Motioning For
An Extension Of Time On Her Instant Motions Because The Defendant Received The Findings And Orders
By Judge Robinson On 7-2-26 was mailed, postage paid to: Baltimore County State Attorney, 401 Bosley
Avenue, Towson, Maryland, 21204.

Diana R. Williams, Pro Se

REQUEST FOR A HEARING

Cc: Our 45th-47™ Hon. President Trump, the Hon. Military Tribunal, the Attorney General, the Director
of the FBI, Mr. K Patel, and U.S Attorney for Maryland, Attorney M. Hayes
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