
 

 

 

 i, verify, all herein be true… 
 

‘federal district court’ 
.  

of the united States for middle Alabama 
 

 

 

       
            

                  )                       
               ) 
             a man:  Karl Rudolph Lentz,   )  )        ) 
     the aggrieved party ;   ) 
         prosecutor;    ) 
        ) 
 _________________________ ) 
        ) 
 BENTON, Robert: chief magistrate;  )         
     Chairman of the 'DHR'; a Governor;  )  declaration of wrongs:  
         Public Servant; a human; wrongdoer  )   
          and     )     forgery     
        )   
 Strange, Luther: Attorney General;  )       and  
 Public Servant; a human; wrongdoer  )   

               and     )   bad faith 
        ) 
 SPILLER, Ben: TRUSTEE of,     ) 
 'THE GENERAL LIABILITY TRUST FUND'    ) 
   and     )                
        )  
    Others Wrongdoers: Public Servants;  ) 
  State Employees; State Actors; humans;   )        

 

 . 

. 

 

 “trial by jury.” 

 court of record: magistrate; 
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3 Bl. Comm. 378; 

U.S. Const. Art. VI, cl. 3. 
25 C. J. §§  344; 346; 

2. Danv. 259 

The bill of rights of united States Constitution, Articles: VII; IX; 
The Alabama Constitution of 1901: Article I, §§ 1; 10; 13. 
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Prologue 
 

 

BY AND BUT FOR the fact that the malignant wrongdoers, entered a false plea, into a 

court by uttering a forgery, into said court, with the intent to defraud a man of his rights, is 

truly evil on its face, but what stands out as Extremely disturbing, as a direct result of this evil 

act, led to a kidnapping and to the loss of a newborn baby boy’s right, to bond with his father 

and his mother, for these past eleven (11) years, ( or, in law1 ‘the  abduction of a child [ newborn 

baby boy] by a third party who has no custody rights over the child’.); 

This act of outrage could not have reached fruition, if not by and but for the 

interdependent conspiracy, amongst the wrongdoers primarily caused by the cooperation of, 

the STATE's administrative hearing officers (hereinafter – judges), ability to invoke the STATE's 

Police Power, under their cloak of authority, as they were able to maintain the initial (void) 

court order, to the benefit of the wrongdoers and to their STATE's ‘GENERAL FUND', but to 

the detriment of i, a man; 

The STATE's void court orders, by way of full force and operation, have had and 

continue to have adverse affects with interstate court proceeding in other jurisdictions, as these 

‚other‛ courts rely upon, and operate under the belief that the void court orders of Alabama, 

stand as true court orders, for the law of the land demands, under the full-faith and credit 

clause, that all courts must honor another court’s order; 

  When i, had been aware of this initial wrongful act, i, gave fair-warning to all of the 

wrongdoers to cease and desist, and to move on their own volition to ‚right their wrongs‛, as it 

was and remains to this day a direct cause of harm, loss, and injury to the detriment of i, a man; 

All of my "good-faith" efforts, wishes and demands to settle the matters of controversy 

on the private-side, have been met by way of, answers made in "bad faith", dishonor, and/or by 

silence, i, now present and move my case into this venue, to have my suit tried on before and 

by a jury, for the judges (the jury) to render its verdict based upon the merits of my case;  

It should go without saying, that there has occurred grievous harm, over these past 4,102 

days, simply by the fact that once the powers that be, were made aware of the wrongs and choose 

not to right the wrongs of their subordinates, has resulted in a divers and a sundry of additional 

wrongs, which i, reserve the right to follow through with any, and/or, all other Independent Stand-

Alone Causes of Actions, which i, may be made aware of in the future; 
 
 

                                                
1 STONE v. WALL, 734 So.2d 1038 (1999) the Eleventh Circuit  by way of  judicial recognition of  the common law cause of action for intentional interference 
with the custodial parent-child relationship by a third party non-parent.  answered the  question in the affirmative. Or 
ANONYMOUS v ANONYMOUS, 672 So.2d 787(1995)  The Supreme Court of Alabama. 

 

 


