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Dr. Mappox. We hear what the man is saying and we judge him
to be a man of integrity, but it is very difficult to change what
seems to be a lifelong bent, a lifelong commitment. We have read
that Supreme Court Justices do change their minds sometimes; we
also have run across a few that do not change their minds or
become more intent on the direction in which they are heading.

So our feeling is let’s stop it before it gets started.

Senator MatHias. I see the Chairman has rejoined us, and I turn
over the Chair to him.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you very much. You don’t have any other
questions, Senator Mathias?

Senator MaTtriAs. No, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. We want to thank you, and you are now ex-
cused—I mean, the questions are through. Thank you very much
for your appearance. .

Mr. WeIss. Thank you, sir.

Dr. Mappox. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

The CraiRMAN. Now, is James Carpenter here?

Will the testimony given in this hearing be the truth, the whole
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God?

Mr. CARPENTER. Yes, sir.

The CHAIRMAN. Have a seat. You have 3 minutes.

TESTIMONY OF JAMES CARPENTER, LIMA, OH

Mr. CARPENTER. My name is James M. Carpenter, I live in Lima,
OH, 1 represent myself as a radio common carrier licensed by the
FCC, and I represent my wife, who is also present, my small family
business which includes my family and my grandchildren.

We have a business named Carpenter Radio Co., and on the per-
sonal side of it we started in the business in 1965. We were a pio-
neer in the paging and radio business, and we had probably the
first talk-back pagers in the United States in 1965.

The president of the telephone company come in with a goon
squad—and that’s United Telecommunications, United Telephone
Co. today—unlocked our door, ripped out our equipment, stole our
equipment.

I had to give you that background because that is the basis of my
opposition to Judge Scalia.

Judge Scalia has been the general counsel, Office of Telecom-
munications Policy, Executive Office of the President; chairman of
the Administrative Conference of the United States; Assistant At-
torney General, Office of Legal Counsel, Department of Justice.

I've come across him several times in the time that I have been
in this litigation purely because I believe—on a personal note
again—no one could unlock my door, rip out my equipment and
steal my equipment, which is against the fourth amendment of the
U.S. Constitution; no one could do that—and every time I think of
it today, I think of my trip to Berlin, which was sponsored by your
predecessors, for the Potsdam Conference, and in that trip I went
there to smell a million dead in the rubble and afraid then to
occupy and watch America sold into the weak position in the world

today.
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Judge Scalia says he's against the Freedom of Information Act.
He said that in his writing. I would not be before the Federal Com-
munications Commission if it hadn’t of been for the Freedom of In-
formation Act. I went there, as part of appeals for the District of
Columbia Circuit, and put case 75-1848, and they said that I could
open my case upon stipulation of the FCC.

They didn’t hear the case for a year. I went to the Freedom of
Information Act, and when I went to the Freedom of Information
Act the FCC became so disturbed they set the case for hearing
without any issue. They spent millions of dollars per year on the
case, and at the end of it they used the Judge to tell me that every-
thing I said was frivolous and scurrilous.

As far as I am concerned, I've gone to the District of Columbia
Circuit for redress of grievances on the whole matter, and I have
not been able to get the information from the Clerk, but from the
archives file, but I believe that Judge Scalia was one of the princi-
pal judges to deny me a redress of grievances or even to open the
case up.

So I again had to go to the sixth circuit where they treated me
with more disdain than I was treated at the U.S. Court of Appeals
to the District of Columbia Circuit.

[Prepared statement follows:]
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James M. Carpenter
607 W. Nigh S5t,
Lima, CH 45801
B/5/86

United States Senate

Cannl ttee on the Judielary
Dirksen 5B

Washington, D, C. 20510

TESTIMONY CONIRA TO APPOINIMENT OF ANTONIN SCALIA &
AMENDMENT 1 PETITION RELRESS OF GRIEVANCES

James M. Carpenter (Carpenter) opposes the appointment of Antonin
Scalia to the Supreme Court on the following Constitutional grounds,
In support of this opposition the following is respectfully shown:

1. James M, Carpenter is a veteran of World War 1I (nearly 5 years);
served in the European theater with the 2nd. Amwored Division,
vhich was the first U.5. unit to enter Berlin, Consequently, 1
am aware of the devastation of war and my responsibility as an
American citizen to protect the principles of our great country,
one being equal justice under the law and that is my primary
interest in my request to testify in this cause.

2. Carpenter has been in 22 years of litigation before the FCC, simply
because of being a pioneer in the paging business and the FOC has
allowed United/Telco to unlock our door, rip out and steal our equip-
ment and violate the 4th Amendment In total disdain for any rights of
Carpenter and the members of the smll business class.

3. The FOC ailowed its Administrative Law Judge to be under the influence
of alcohol, while presiding over this litigation and spend nearly 12
years in total disdain for any rights of the Carpenters, thus, spending
Millions of U. S. dollars to protect United Telco. The FQOT has al lowed
United to sue Carpenter in the FDCNDOWD, while litigation was and is
still pending at the FOC. While the litigation has been in the afore-
mentioned Court, the presiding Judge has been seriously addicted to
alcohol, during this interim, to the extent that he has had to serve
and also be subjected to the "cure*. I do not relate this to be
disrespectful to anyone in the position as a Judge, but T fimly be-
lieve that fair and quality justice cannot and does not prevail
fran anyone who is subjected to alcohol addiction, Further, it is
obvious that this illness has placed United's Counsel, Warren E.
Baker (a former FOC General Counsel), in a position to take advan~
tage of this Judge and keep Carpenter in litigation, which has
made hundreds of thousands of dollars for Mr. Baker. The "bottam
line" of this case being that the litigation should be moot for
Carpenter was told by Judge Richey [of the D.C. Federal District
Court) in the early stage if the litigation, that United only filed
the Camplaint to shut-up Carpenter, Consequently, admitting it was
a scare tactics and actually no basis for the Camplaint.

4.  Antontn Scalia has stated thal an agency decision should not be
subject to judicial second guessing. (Chaney v. Heckler, 718 F. 2d 1174 (1983),

5. "But the tradition has not come to us fram La Mancha, and does not
inpel us to right the unrightahle wronF by thrusting the sharpest of our
judicial lances heedlessly a n perilous directions,"

6. While General Counsel of the Office of Telecammunications Policy,
Scalia developed his 1982 attack oh the Freedan of Inforamtion Act, whercin
he wrote: "It is the Taj Mahal of the Doctrine of Unanticipated Consequences,
the Sistine Chapel of Cost-Benefit Analysis Ignored." Scalia insisted that the
FOIA's defects “cannot be cured as long as we are daminated by the obsession
that gave them birth - that the first line of defense against an arbitrary
executive is do-it-yourself oversight by the public and its surrogate, the press."

7. Carpenters' Camplaint dates back to 1966 when the telephone campany
unlocked Carpenters® office door, "ripped out® its interconnection equiprent,
stole the equipment (never returned same), and put Carpenters out of business
for two years (Carpenter being a Federal Licensee serving the public interest).



313

Fram this illegal act FCC Docket 18177 came into being. Carpenter was made
many pranises from United if Carpenter would only withdraw fran this litigation.
Carpenter was encouraged and advised by FCC Counsel, John M. Lothschuetz, to
withdraw fran this Docket to test the honesty and integrity of United, further
stating that if United did not keep its pramises to return to the FOC and the
Docket would be re-opened., United failed the test and within six months John
M. Lothschuetz (FOC Counsel, who advised Carpenter to withdraw without prejudice}
became United's legal counsel with his office established in Mansfield, Chio.
The FCC refused to re-open the Docket so Carpenter prevailed upon the United
States Court of Appeals for the D.C, Circuit (75-1848} for relief. John Ingle,
the top trial lawyer for the FOC, pranised this Court that Carpenter could
request "Agency Action", originally requested in FOC Docket 18177, The FOC

set on this request for one (1) year, Only under the FOIA did the FOC act,

and then the FOC set the matter for hearing as FOC Docket 21256, without the
Anti-Trust Issue {(the "crux" of the litigation) and with an alcoholic ALJ,

who libeled, slandered the Carpenters and gave United Telco the opportumity

to "BRAG", how it would drive the Carpenters ocut of business.

8. Today, contrary to any right under "Due Process", Carpenter's cannot
find a2 lawyer, who will not sell us out. Approximately 22 lawyers have sold us
out, taken our money, and sold us out to the power of United/Telco, Still the
U, 5, spends nearly $800,000 to reke Ed. Meese Attorney General, but he is
"IGNORED", as he has stated that the FOGC is "Politically Unaccountable™,
that tt is a 4th Branch of Government, illegal under our Constitution, but
now to confirm the appointment of Antonin Scalia, who is against the FOIA,
and according to former FOC General Counsel, Bruce Fine, will never overturn
an FCC Decision, is tantamont to destruction of any Rule of Law in the U. 5.

9. Antonin Scalia has alzo stated that the Courts are "designed to
protect the rights of even one men against the entire state.” The single
individual with .one vote and no friends will have his day in court but will
receive little help fram the legislature .. (in part) .. However, my supreme
concern is that he has acted contrary to the aforeamentioned statavent. The
bottam line of this Opposition is the Total Disdain exhibited by Antonin
Scalia to the Constitution, in as much as the Executive Branch is given
preference over the the legislative and judicial and the FOC, the Politically
Unaccountable 4th Branch of goverrment can do no wrong.

10, Oukn, (o The TUTAL DEIWIN, for any *Due Procens® by the WL Jor
the FOC and tts FOC Bar Association can "LIE" to the Courts {supra), when
they listen ta one Proa re, which in seldon, awl then ame the power of the
FOC to deny any licenses to Carpenter, permit the FOC lawyers, John Ingle,
Michacl Deuel Sullivan, lewts Goldmn, et al., to curse aned swear at the
Carpenters axl be held dnnune as there will be no way Lo "fight back®,
wi thout the Freedam of Infommation Act, which Judge Scalia is against, The
RS dgnores the Carpenter Petitlon wder Amenchient 1 (Exhibit 1), Farther,
the Prosident of the . S, ignores the Carpenter Petition under Amendment 1
{Fxhthit 2). The Courta also ipnare the Carpoenter Pelition under Awaxbhant 1
(Exhiblt 3}, Also soo Exhibit 4,

11, What right does the U, S, have to spemd al | thin meney Lo destroy
any Constitutional Rights of the Carpenter Small Family Business?? It should
alsc be noted that MCl's top lawyer and Former FOC Camissioner sold Carpenters
out (FOC Docket 19072}, when "Proposed Findings" -- said —- "United stands
convicted as a result of its own tesimony and evidence. Ken Cox made MCT the
*giant" it is today because the FOC allowed him to represent Carpenter's and
sel 1 Carpenters out.

12. This is the real issue of this Opposition Contra, coupled with
the statanent/fact that Senator Stram Thurmond said on QNN that any citizen
can tesify, plus Judge Bork has said that Pro se litigants are welcame at the
Court of Appeals. However, with all the Judges you have now assigned on the
Court of Appeals, it appears and is my great concern that there are now only
more Judges to moke lawyerism more like covmmism aml deny the rights of
pecple and increase the chances for more Alcoholics to Judge, when under the
influence of Alcohol, which ias highly apainst the Canons of Judicial Fthics,
but ignored by "the powers to be". Further, {rom Antonin Scalia's past per-
formance, his appointment would destroy the FOIA, which will inhibit any
means of due process.

13. TOP LAWNER, JOHN INGLE, OF THE FOU HAS QONVINCED THE (QOLRT, 22 YEARS
LATER THAT CARPENTERS CANNOT REPRESENT CARPENIERS. THE RIGHT OF SELF REPHESEN-
TATICN IS DEAD,
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14, The Carpenter small family business "Individuals"™ with one vote each
and no friends has never had its day in Court. All lawyers who have represented
the Carpenter, including Ken Cox, Esg., fomer FOC Comissioner and top lawyer
for MCI have sold Carpenter out and Antonin Scalia has been General Counsel,
Office of Telecamunications Pollicy, Executive Office of the President, 1971-72.
Chainmn, Administrative Conference of the U.S., 1972-74; Assistant Attorney
General , Office of Legal Counsel, Department of Justice, 1974-77 and has never
been concerned ahout the disdain of the Camenter Constitutional ripghts hy
the President, The Justice Department, the KOG, et al,

15, Judge Charles R, Richey, met ExParte with former FOC General Counsel
Warren E. Baker, who had sued Carpenter with the help of the FOC and its Bar
Association simply because Catpenter told the truth that John M. Lothschuetd
Esg., top lawyer for the FOC, told Carpenter to withdraw without prejudice
fram FOC Docket '18177 to test the honesty and integrity of United, and then
in 6 nonths he becane the top lawyer for United and worked for fommer FOC
General Counsel Warren E. Baker, with FCC lawyer Carolyn C. Hill his top
assistant.

16.  Judge Ritchey sald he would disuiss the action il Carpenter would
not "Petition the Great President and would not Petttion the Conpress”.
Carpenter refused to give up the lst Amendnent, Further, the FOC has assisted
its former General Counsel, Warren E, Baker, in every way to destroy Carpenter
and its smll fanily business.

16. No way can 22 years be crammed into this Oppostion Contra, but it
should be noted that Carpenter is refused all licenses by the FOC, that
as a pioneer we cannot grow, but anyone with no experience can get "Gellular
Licenses, ct al." to caowpete with Carpenter. The FOC has no regard for the
Constitutional Rights of the Carpenter Small Family business.

17. The Affidavits attached show the Carpenter witnesses state the

FOC ALJ was under the influence of Alcohol (Exhibit 5 attached). The Certi-
fied Copies, show Judge Nicholas J. Walinski, has been arrested two times
for IWI, and spent 3 days in the Toledo Workhouse, and 28 days ip detoxifi-
cation, The Constitution still states under Artide III, SectionYthat Judges
serve during good behaviour and it is respectfully submitted that "Public
Intoxication” in not good behaviour. Further, the rules and ethical consi-
derations require that a Judge (Canon 3 B{1) a Judge should take or initiate
appropriate meansures against a Judge or lawyer for unprofessional conduct
of which the judge may became aware,

18. For the ALJ and Judge Walinksi, to be under the influence of Alcohol
and the facts ignored by the Sixth Circuit, their fellow judges, the Justice
Department is not, according to the will of the Forefathers, and is not Consti-
tutional. While Carpenter has not been able to secure, the record fram the
Court of Appeals, IC Circuit 80-1621 et al., it is believed that Judge Antonin
Scalia was part of the denial of any rights to Carpenter by that Court, even
though one Judge, who Carpenter now believes to be Judge Wald, voted for recu-
sal and the censure and suspension of those who held the Carpenter Constitu-
tional Rights in total disdain. It should be noted in this connection that
FOC Lawyer, John Ingle, tells Carpenter that the Clerk, Mr. Fisher, tmade the
Order and that he had a right to do so under the Administrative Rules of the
Court,

19, Steven S. Melnikoff, Esq., the attorney in FOC Docket 21256 for
narly 12 years, sold Carpenter out and became the top attorney for South-
western Bell. James O, Junitilla, Esq., as head of the trial staff, retired
and the other FOC lawyers have made a joke of the Carpenter plight to the
extent that United has been given ok by the FUU to destroy the Carpenter inter-
connection, dery lines and eircuits and steal the Carpenter equipment, thus
denying Carpenter the rights afforded other "Common Carrier in Similar Situ-
ated Clreumstances®. Nothing but discrimination and prefercnce in violation
of 202(a) of the Cammnications Act, of 1934, as anended.

Where are the rights of the Individual against the Entire State? It
appears to Carpenter that Judge Antonin Scalia has failed, by his past per-
forrance, at the FOC, to exercise these rights. Therefore, it is question-
abble and very dowbtful that he will exercise the rights of the Individual
in his appointment as Judge of the Supreme Court. The United States Con-
stitution is the basis of our judicial system and our liberty as an United
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States citizen, Therefore, it is mandatory that a Judge exercise these
rights for each individual coming under the scrutiny of the Supreme Court,
Enphasis added: if Judge Antonin Scalia has ignored the Individual's Con-
stitutional Rights by his past performance then his desirefability to abide
by same must be challenged in his appointment as Judge of the United States

Supreame Court.
Respectfully submitted,

Jares M. Carpenter 8/5/86

1986 - Janmes M. Carpenter, 607 W, High St., Lima, OH 45801, claims
copyright to this document, as part of his book -- The GOYDADS.

James M. Carpenter
607 W. High St.
Lima, CH 45801
6/3/86

President Ronald Reagan
President of the United States
White House

1600 Pennsylvania Ave.
Washington, . C,

Dear President Reagan

The forefathers of the United States of America mandated three branches of
government.

The executive.

The Jegislative.

The judicial.

Today, we have just onme. THE LAWYERS.

Today, the powers talk about drugs, aleohol, etc, but Federal Judpes are
excused time in and time out fram driving while drunk {Proof attached).

Time for action -- as the type of action you could initiate would save Amorica.

God Bless Armerica,
Respect fully sobmitted,

M, B

James M, Carpenter

Zmer |

66-852 0 - 87 - 11
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PETITION FOR STAY (¥ ISSUANCE &/
OF MANDATE AND PETITION FOR HEARING, REMEARING, RECONSIDERATION OR WHATEVER 2 7/%’
RELIEF MAY BE JUST, AND SUGGESTION FOR HEARING OR REHEARING EN BANC

.The appellants respectfully request this Petitlon for Rehearing as captioned
be applied and asks that the suggestion for Hearing or Rehearing En Banc be
granted a5 an altermative, as the basic foundation of the American Way of life
and its Cowtitutional Guarantee of Fqual Justice lies In this request.

In support of this request the following 1s respectfully shown:
ORCISE STATEMENT OF THE THE ISSUES PRESENTED FOR REVIEW N
1. The Federal Commications Commission has promwted this case and

usad same with "Political Unaccountabilty® for nearly 22 years. The min issue

of this case, the violation of the th Avendment, had long been buried under

“PCOC legalized j1legality®. The R has qncouraged United Intervenor to lie to

Patitioner Carpenter and to bresk alt comtracts express and implied. The FOC

has wsed the Carpenter small family business to plish its purp

1) tueenwe Jurlallet lon of o Diterntale (T Puwchor IRITY),

{2) Croato a Tariffl for Satellite (KX lucket 20099)

(3)  Create RS/ Telveator for the mawdwrn of the 81 R
Assoclation {(RIC Docket 21756},

{4)  Mahe Juge cpnnmdn off vewvrisne for the HE Mar Aouscbaf bon'n
marbers and vake thuose mendsers the *(hief Players®, in Cellular
{FOC Mocket 2128, o1 al.),

2. Petitioner Carpentor wag a pinncer In the paging (Beeper) business.
In 1965 Carpenter was granted KK 730, for the purpose ol Comon Carricr Scrvice,
one my paging and two way radiotelephone. [n 1966 the Carpenter growth scemed
to ba phenononal, and the President of Lima/United Telephone Campany of Ohio/
United Telecamunications, Inc., coveted the Carpenter twelve customers so much



317

that he came in with his "Chief Engincer”, unlocked the Carpenter door, "ripped
out and "stole* the Carpenter equipment. Consequently, this 4th Amendment
violation has been protected for all ZZ years by the FOC, PUO0, the Courts, Justice
Department, et al., as the Carpenters were not considered and thus United, with all
its power, is so in charge at the "Politically Unaccountable FOC® that the violation
of the 4th Arendmnt, without any "Warrant®, has been buried by the "Politically
Unaccountable FOC", who only takes care of the "Privileged Few", who are
fortunate enough to have an FOC Bar Association Lawyer represent them.

3, In this connection it must be noted, that former Supreme Court
Justice Abe Fortas, attampted help for Petitioner Carpenter, when he was
the lawyer for NARS/Telocator. In the ladt Las Vegas Meeting of NARS/Telocator
and just before his death, he had "Larry Harris", promise that he would go back
to Washington and straighten out the Carpenter cause, Abe Fortas died, and
Larry Harris becane the Chiefl of the "Mass Media", and assisted Carmissioncr
James Quello in making the "Broadcasters” elgible as "Campetitors” to
Petition Carpenter in paging and vhereas Carpenter is even denied by the FOC the
right to fiie for any Celiular, or olher 'licenses by the FOC, The Droadcasters,

like WIMA, are selling their stock to United's lawyers, so that they can go into
Cellular (Larry Marris, Esq., can explain to Abe Fortas, "In Heaven®, his

breken pronise}. WIMA/WIML(PM) File Nos. BAL. 85 0906 HQ, BALH 85 0906 !R,
granted by non-lawyer and econunist Larry Eads, cven when it was proved that
this was mited's lawyers taking over the Public Interest News Media, and they
had conspired to file "BAR OMPLAINIS", against the Carpenter lawyer, Philip
N, DePalm, What a clever way to win a law suit, but it must be stated in
defense of the Constitution, that this is not equal justice to allow non-
lawyer Larry Eads to practice law for the FOC, but FOC lawyers Ingle/Greenspan
tell the Sixth Circuit to order that Carpenter cannot represent Carpenter. In
this conncction, FOC Engincer Bennett practices law, by making legal decistons
for Abe Leib, Greenspan, Michael Deuel Sullivan, Myron Peck, et al., and this is
why the FOC has denied any and all of the Carpenter license applications, on a
discriminatory “selective enforcement™ basis.

4, Robert H. Snedaker, Jr., the Vice Chairman of United, "biew up* the
Arerica Flag to close the United Stockholders' Meeting, held at Chio State
Univeraity, Lima, Branch. Robert H. Snedaker, Jr., on the 12th, 13th of May

- 1986, was flown to Lima, Ohio for Carpenter to take his deposition. What
expenses, a Lear Jet with two (2) pilots, and one of the "top paid" lawyers

in the United States, Warren E. Baker, fsq., flying with him, In addition,
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Varven E, Baker brought John W, Solamwn fram Akron, of the law fimm of Brouse
& McDowell, with nearly 100 lawyers on the letterhead. What power as Carpenter

[ 8
is told that Mr. Solamon's law fimm has handled all the *Firestone Millions® and

the *Seiberting Rubber Millions®, Fram what Petitioncr Carpenter can ascertain
all of the "heirs® are the "Jet Set", with the exception of Congresaman John F.
Seiberling, who it appears is about to rotire.

5. The foregoing is to illustrate the "Millions* spent by United/FOC, et
al,, to destroy Petitioner Carmpenter. Right is Might and they are spending all

.these millions to destroy Carpenter and the Right. The question becames, where

do they get all this money to apel sn the destruct fon of Petitioner Carpenter
wxl his amall fanlly business? The "ANSMERY, they get it frun the *Politically
Uninccouminble 4th Branch of Government® == The MIZPUL, who bave glven Undted
Telecommmications, Tne, over $8 BT Ho dol Jaen do dividends, o boge parct of
which has lwen given for the use in the destract on of Petitioner Campenter amd
the GENOCIDE, they have inflicted on the Carpenter amall family bLusiness, of which
Jares M, Carpenter is a cognizable menber.

6. The PUID/FOC are not only "Politically Unaccountable®, but they are
a 4th Branch of Govermmoent, illegal wisler our Constitution, which only allows
the Fxecutive, Logislative and Jwlicial. The FOC/MID are creatoed in "Scan® In
violation of Article I, Section 8, Clause 8 (Patents & Copyrights),

8. "To pramte the progress of sclence amd useful arts, by securing

for limited times to authors amxd inventors the oxclusive right
to their respective writings and discoveries.”

The FOC/PUD, being “Politically Unacountable 4th Branch of Governement", were
created in "legalized illepality”, to protect United Telco/ATTST, but regardless
of the "Scam”, long ago perfected by "Bell* to "Piggy Back" the Telephone on
the Railroad Cormission, The creation was still "Constitutionally Illegal®,
as the States had o Jurisdiction to violate under Campact, under the Supramacy
Clause” of the Constitution. This, "Bell® was able to do with lobby and later the
Communications Act, of 1934, as Amended was "slipped® through the Congress, becaume
of the “Bell Labs® being able to visualize Satellites, the thrust into the "outer
space” of the satellites, sphercs and misslles. The Conmgress did not uwderstand,
so again under the pressure of the "Washington LawfLoltby Offices” of United/ATAT,
et al., thia Constitutional violatlon succecdod andd the FOC was created as "an
tllegal 4th Branch of Government®, and this has ail been K'd b'y Judges, who
violated their oath and allowed the POC th violate the Will of the Forciathers,
in Articlc 1, Section 8, Clause 8, becaume the PUINPOC are only crcated as a
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way to allow the use of the "Bell® discovery forever. Still a violation of the
intent of the forefathers, and nust be stopped or the Constitution is destroyed.
7. Chief Justice Warren F. Burger, having just retired, is to take over the
*Censtitutional Cc!cbrathm",.bul Chiel Justice Burger may have mony allocates,
but Carpenter has his marory of The llonarable Fhicf Justice Burger. The FOC sent
top FOC lawyer Louis H, Golidmn, with Fngineers Busemi and Harris to Lira, Chio
at U, 5. Goverrment Expense, PG Goldmn permitted United Telco/AT4T to allow
important Teleoccator Board of Director Merber, Richard Plessinger, use a "Black

Box* and thus receive "free long distance service" fram AT4T/United Telco. However,

when Carpenter reminded FOC lawyer Goldran of this and simply asked the question,
why is this Ok for Plessinger and not for Carpenter {(asked in the offices of United/

Telco, and in front of all those Telco Executives), FCC lawyer Goldman cursed,

swore at James M. & Miriam G. Carpenter, called them dirty *SB's* (sic), threatened
to destroy them, take away their FOC licenses and ended his 15 minute tirade,
cursing and swearing at the Carpenters, by saying I hope you have this on your
D" "f" four letter word tape recorder, you "SB* (sic). Petitioner Carpenter
asked for a Stay of Mandate, et al., before Chief Justice Burger, on these facts
and after showing the Chiel Justice the cursing and swearing (supra) by FOC lawyer
Goldmn, the Chief Justice in one word approved that cursing and swearing when he
"denied® that stay. .hhi!e the Bands are playing and the innocent children are
singing the Celebration before Chief Justice Burger, Carpenter still has his
menory. Petitioner Carpenter, on the suggestion of Congressman Michael (xley

(4th Dist), went to Congressman Rodinc and asked that Chief Justice Burger be
jmpeached on the "Precedent” of Justice Samiel Chase, who was inpeached for Con-
stitutional Crimes in 1803, but after many inquiries, Mr. Rodino would never
respord. Further, former FBI man and now' Congressman Oxley, issued orders that
Carpenter could not care to his office, write his office or call his office,

which is a lst Avendment denial, but when Carpenter went to the "Housc® to sce
what he could do to impeach Oxley for this Constitutional disdain, the muf give-
fog the rules, stated = What would you expect of Oxley, a fonner FB3L oan,

B, Petitioner Curpenter wentl to the Court of Appealn (0, €, Cipenit) aml
teld them about this, lut they did pol want to hear the tapes and immediatoly
ruled against Carpenter. It appears that the now appeintment for Justice
of Antonin Scalia is to continue the “Special Treatment™ of the “Politically
Unaccountable FOC', as Fonmer FOC lawyer Bruce Fine has stated on the "NEWS

CNN" that Judgne Sealin would never overtarn an *Ageney Declalon®,

9. T appeara to Petitioner Ciopenter, that Jidge Seallas has aleealy

taken care nf the FOC, in the Carpenirr cause, as Carpoenter was denied Tn Banc
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by the [C Circuit, on the basis of No Judge would voice a VOTE, so your request
Fnbanc dies for lack of a second. While this appears to be 1982, after Judge
Scalia came to the Court of Appeals, N. C. Circult, the certified copies are
being sought fram the "Records Center™.

10, The Court cannot make the law, but they are under a "Constitutional
Duty®, to whold that which is law, or "DEXCLARE" same illegal, The State of
Chio was not admitted to the Union, mmtil Public Law 204, was acted upon by
a Joint Session, and signed into law by President Eiscnhouwer in 1953, This
Public Law 204 only allows one (1) Ohio Constitution, that being the Constitution
of 1802, which was "Republican Form®, and the Ohio Bar Association, who has
*directly/indirectly® stated Carpenter cannot represent Carpenter, is 1llegal
as that Chio Bar Assoclation is operating under the Chio Constitution of 1851,
which has never been approved by the United States and thus is outside of the
*Conpact®., Public Law 204 requires that the Court Declare the Ohio Bar illegal.
IT IS HERI)Y REQUESTED THAT MIE_SDXIH CIRUIT DEQIARE THE CHMIO BAR ASSOCIATION
AS TUEGAL AS IT OFFRATES UNIFR TIE. OHIO CONSTITULICN OF 1851,ET AL (1JECAILY).

11, the Supraw Court of the United States has just raled in lovisiona

Public Scrvice Canmnission v. Federal Camnlcations Camitssion 106 S5,Ct1890 (1986)

the FOC/PUD are charged with a "Joint Jurisdiction:

1. Garriers Key 12(5) Repulated carrier 1s entitled to recover reasonable
eapenses and faly return on its Investoent through rates it
charges its customers,

2. States Key 4.10 Suypranacy clause jwovides Congress with power to proompt
state law. U.S5.C.A. Const. Art. 6, cl. 2.

3. States Key 4,10 Preamption of state law occurs when Congress, in enacting
federal statute, expresses clear intent to preenpt state law,
vwhen there is outright or actual conflict between federal and
state law, where capliance with both federal and state law is
in effect physically inpossible, where there is implicit In federal
law barrier to state rcgulation, where Congress has legislated cor
prebensively, thus occupying entire field of regulation and leaving
no roan for states to supplement federal law, or where state
law stands as cbstacle to accoplisiment and execution of full

objectives of Congress,

12, EnBanc is necessary here, as all three "Keys" apply to Petitioner
Carpenter and Its amall family business. The FOC forced Carpenter 1o receive a
Regulated Public Utility Status, being PO #10. This was agreed to by the
FOC/PX0 as part of FOC Docket 18177, which is this cause, now nearly 22 years
old. The Utiltity Status granted Petitloner Carpenter, is designed by the FOT/PUD
conspiracy to deny Petitioner the entitlement to recover reascnable expenscs and
fair return on its investment. The FCC has spent Millions of $'s on the case to
by-pass the Supremacy clause of Key 2. It has used its lawyers Abe Leib,

Michae! Deuel Suliivan, Stephen 5. Melnikoff, James O. Juntilla, Herbert H,
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Wilson, Myron Peck, Kelly Griffith, John Ingle, Greenspan, et al. to deny the
Supremacy clause under key 2, 3 and leave camplete "FRUSTRATION", to the
point that United now uses Warren E. Baker, John W. Solaon, Paul H. Henson,
Robert H. Snedaker, Jr., Gary S. Miller, James Gadd, Dick Young, et al., as
people to pru'mie an outright or actual conflict between both federal and state
law, with the stated intention, driving Petitioner Carpenter out of business.

13. {t should be noted in this connection, that Friday June 13, 1986,
an nsider at United called and explained Lo Carpenter, without telling his
nme, that Unlted is going Into its base statbon rooan above the 3rd [loor,
at 122 8. Elizabeth S, throwhyge canalors at Gopenter, o sel off bl pagers
and "harrass® the Carpenter costawrs. brnle Werenz, JBoes Galdd, B Lostito,
et al,, think this a "joke", because they know that the FOU will hold them hamm-
Jess. Further, the PUCY Chaiman, Tean Chema, will do nothing, as he just made a
special trip to Lima, Ohio telling the "News Media®, that he was there to look out
for the "Public Uttlities®, but he did not pay any attention to the "Regulated
Carrier Carpenter®. Instead, Mr. Chom visits "Teledyne Stcel®, who is not a
carrier, to see what he can do to reduce its rates, ipgnoring the Carpenter
problems, but it is all a frustration of the "Public Interest", against the intent
of the Policy so clearly shown in Louisiona (supra). Further, it is against the
Chio Racketeering Statutes (Little RIOD Am. Sub. H.B. No. §) passed in conjuncticn
wi th the decision of the United States Swreme Court in the case of Sedima v, VIMRD(
Co., Case No, B4-648 U.5, Sup.Ct, {July 1, 1985), 53 LW 5034, and the U. 5. Racket-

eering Statutes, 18 U.5.C.5 Sec. 1851- Congressional authority to enact 18 USCS Sec.

1985 is bottared upon powers conferred by USCS Constitution. Article I, Sec. 8, cl.

3. United States v. Varlack (1955, CA2 MY} 225 F2d 665. as it is a clear conspiracy

by the PUDD/FOC and its lawyers (supra) to destroy Carpenter and its family.
14, The FOC had its Administrative Law Judge John H. Conlin on this case L
for approxinately 11 years, and the Petitioner Carpenter's Affidavits state that

the "ALJ was intoxicated", while on this case, which does not allow for a

decision that is rational or prudent or equal justice under law. Further,
in this connection, the FOC has encouraged former FOC General Counsel Warren
E. Baker to file in the Federal District Court (C 81-592) against Carpenter

on nearly the same parties and issues before the FOC in this cause destroying
any semblence of Stare Decises, when the Sixth Cirevit Orders Carpenter cannot

represent Carpenter, but Judge Walinski dismisses Diana G. Dulebohn, Esq., fram

the Carpenter cause and states Carpenter must represent Carpenter. The question

I what happewed to equal juntlce?  The Anwer Gapenter oot Fhad o Lawyer
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and the "I1legal Ohio PBar Assuctation” is looking out for Warren E. Iaker,

Jobn W, Solamon, et al,, with the help of the "Politically Unaccountable FOC/
PUX0O", who have conspired with all including NARS/Telocator to destroy Carpenters.

15, Warren E, Baker, John W, Solawm, with full assistance of the FOC,

have kept Carpenter in this cause for nearly six (6} years. First the Case

was filed with Judge Qurran, who one clork statod was sick and another said

he is sick of the case. The case was then transferred to Judge Charles R, Ritchey,
who met ExParte before one hearing with Warren E. Baker and transferred it to Judge
Nicholas J. Walinski, where it became {C 81-592 FOONDOWD). Here the cause has
been used to keep Carpenter fram any growth and make a fortune for Warren E, Baker/
John W, Solamon (supra). Judge Walinski has ordered Carpenter to answer Interroga-
tories over and over, because Baker/Solomon are not pleased with the Answers..
Further, Judge Walinaki has also ordered Carpenter for deposition on top of deposi-
tion but allows Warren E. Baker and John W. Solaron to refuse to divulge the
Milliots of $1's spent on this cause, while they are fully protected by the KIC
and the PU0D, who are protecting United to take over the Carpenter area, while
Carpenter is deniod any licenses for growth by the PCC, The FOC/PUID has just

said that it is CK for Alltell/United Telespectrum, Inc. to take over the Carpenter
paging area, and the PUD has just done so with such disdain for Carpenter that it
has sent its denial of the Carpenter protest in an envelope marked “John Carpenter®,
and refused to send the entire order. This not only "Frustrates” the will of the
w in the Act (supra}, but it dmlel'(hl‘pﬁllel’. a Regulated carrier, the

entitlanent to r T bl and falr return on its investment,

besause of the Predatory, Monopoly power of Alltel/United destroys any fair return.

16. 1w thia conmection, Hulpn Walinaki wna arvoated for TWEL amd sentenced
to 3 days in the Tolede Workhouse. Twipe Walinski was arrested for the secorxd
time and spent 28 days in detoxifieation, Judge Walinski has hecn excused by
his "poors®, but be fo atil] only merving bls e appointient, durimg gl
behaviour (Artlcle 110, section L), Ivhilc lnl‘m&lcatlm. I8 not pood hehaviour,
and Judge Conlin and Judge Walinski have contributed to the "Genocide® against
the Carpenter smmll fanily business, shile in no condition of mind to render any
order or pass any judgment. Therefore, it is respectfully requested that the
Sixth Circult "DECLAREY all orders or Judgrents of both Judge Walinski and ALJ
Conlin "WOID AB INITIO", as pr Tpublte intoxication® should void their
Orders ismred under the *Cloud of Alcohol®.

17. The Congress has just approved the treaty against "GENOCIDEY, and '
the intent of the Congress ie right in point with vhat the "Polit{cally
Unaccountable FOC/PUD" have allowed to happen to the Carp wwl) fanily
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’/buaineu. The Congressional Record - Senate - S1355 - February 19, 1986 .. (in
part) any nation so diseased as to be predisposed to cormit genocide is not
going to be prevented fram doing so because of its lack of respect of inter-
national law, Those who camit genocide do so out a desparation to hold power.
They use genocide as a tool to eliminate political cpposition to their rule.
The base motivations of these tyrants are not going to be altered by ..
treaty, The "Tyrants" at the PUOD/FOC, coupled with the Tyrants at United
Telco/ATAT, out of desperaton to hold power, have used genocide as a tool to
‘try and eliminate the Carpenter small family business. The "Tyrants" (supra)
~have «caused ny son to have a nervous breakdown, have caused "High Biood
Pressure' et al., to my wife and heart problems to my daughter-in-law, which
the Doctors have diagnosed as purely "s!r'esa". All this time the FOC/PUD

have asgisted in every way the denial of all licenses to Carpenter, they have
assisted all campetitors, Jim Kennedy, Ralph DePalma, Matrix, Paul Shin, Frank

B. Cory, Alltell, United Telespectrun, Inc., in taking over the Carpenter
franchised arca, axl Carpenter can have w protection, because all have "Tyrants',
have canapired 10 deny Caipenter perviee afforded athera, woder simi lor sitoated
circumatances and all have conspired to destroy by (ENTIDE the Caopenter amll
family business, of which Petitioner Carpenter is a "congnzable mmber™.

18. Pages 12 & 13 will prove the FOC/United/PCD, et al. "SCAM" vhere
FOC lawyer Ingle proemised the Court (75-1848 DC Cir}(1975), in as much as
Case 18177 was “without prejudice”, Carpenter could request Agency Action
originally vequested in 18177, For 12 years the FOC pretemded to hear 16177..
but with no issues, A "true copy” has just been reccived fram the TC Circuit.
This is incorporated herein as page 12, 13 (supra), The Order (per curiam}
is two fold. It states that 18177 can be re-cpened and the Camplaint dismissed
upon representation of FOC Counsel.

19, The "Scam™ is that the per curiam Order was sent to the “Archives"
ard the Docket Sheet only stated that the case was dismissed. This appears
to be the basis for the FOC lawyers to now tell Carpenter the case was dianissed
in 1968, but it should be noted in this connection, that the FCC never said
"that for nearly 11 years. This was never said until they had taken camplete
care of Unlted and pramised to destroy Carpenter and his small family. Therefore,
only a full hearing would afford Petitioners Carpsnter equal opportunity to presant
the true facts referred to in this docurent concisely, clearly, and dramtically
that prove the Genoclde, discrimination, anti-competitive actions. Such an order
would grant Carpenters the rightful opportunity for which they have so arduously
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' expounded on to *deaf ears® for 22 years. No Aemrican citizen, encanpassing a amlil
family business and a Federal Licensee, si;ould be subjected to the dlccrim;mtinu.
abuge, of rights, genocide, etc that has been inflicted/enforced wpon the Carpenter
amall family business (Page 12 & 13 ghow that “Seam” - Carpenter holds Originals).

I \

Muiled States Eourt of Appeals

FOR TIHE DISTRICT 01 COLIMDIA SIRCLITY

No. 75-1348 September Term, 19 75

Jamos N, and Mirlam G. Carpontor

d/b/a Carpenter Radio Company, ROBER'I::{\. BONNER
Potitionor enx

v . P pecaz2we

Federal Communications Commission I

and United States of America, Unit2i Ciaixs Cows of As=2als
Nospondents for the Distrke? o7 ¢ ombia ;:i;u:l

Bofore: Dazolon, Chicf Judge nnd Robinson, Circult Judge
ORDER - ‘

On consideration of respondent’s motion to dismiss,
petitioner's response in opposition, and, upon representation
of counsel for respondont, it appoaring to the Court that
respondent's order in docket No, 18177, adopted September
3, 1968, is without prejudice and that it remaing open to
petitioner to renew its request for agency action originally requested
in docket No. 18177, it is '

ORDERED by the Court that the aforesaid motion to dismiss
is granted, :

Por Curiam
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'/ 60
ER .GEMERAL DOCKET
UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE -
DI T OF CouuMoiA CIRCUIT
To-1818
DATE FILINGS PROCEEDINGS . Filed

(K)8-28-75 [| 4-Patitionec's petitlon for review of an order of the FCC (m-28) ° -
(K)8-28-75 || Certified copy of the petition for review was mafléd to FCC and the V.S, Attorney
) General; che petition for review was sent by certified wmail, return receipt

requested
(C)9-25-75 || 4-Respondent’s {FCC) motlon to diemiss petition for review (m=25) " -
(G)10-6~75] 4=-Tetitioner's cesponsc to wotion to dlsmles (m-G) \

(G)10-9-75 ] Certified Index to Record (n-3) M

(K)11=18-7} 15-PetiLloncr’s Rriel (m~18)

{K)11-18=7} &4~Potitioner's motlon to dispense with the requirements of reproducing the record
(n-~18) *

(G}11-26-79| 4-FCC's motion to deFer filing date for responsive brief pending court considerati
of motion to dismiss (me26)

(6)11-26+74| 4-Petitioner's response to motion to dispense with the requirements of reproducing
the record (m=26) .
(P)12-8-75|[4-Petitioner's opposition to FCC Motion to defer filing date for responsive brief
pending Court consideration of motion to dismiss (m-3)

(p)12-8-75[d-Pctitioner's reply to response to Motion to dispense with the requircments of re-
b preducing the record (m-3)

R)12-22-75[Per Curian order that the motion to dismiss is granted; €J Bazelon and Robinson, CJ
{K)12-12+7Y Order per CJ Bazelon that petiticner may file, in xerox form, seven copiss of the
relevant portions of the record, suitably indexed, in lieu of the primting re=

quirements of an appendix set forth in the FRAP
2=23-76 Receipt from FOC dated 2-9-76 for Certified Index to the Record.

ey
A Yue copyr™ © i

Test: George K. Fls¥ens
United States Court of Appeals
for the District of Columbla Clrculf

By:_’_f{{,..' H{all  oeputy Clere
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WEIFINRE, in view of the foregolog, shich slume the Conrt that Carpenter
is denled equal justice umder law that Ine cannot Tiad & bwyer, but this Court
han suled apainnt sed € reprenentatlong ot we luve shown the Court (hat 1w (o
Mar Ansockalbon lo D legal omber Pabdde Taw A043 0t Carpeeter b shewn The Court
that the RGP are Hlegal 4th Branchen of Govermwent ael are totalty *wliti-
cally Unaccountable®, Further, Carpenter has shown the Court that the rulings of
the FOC/Court should be Declared Null & Void == Ab Initio, as the Judges were under
the influence of Alcohol. The Court, in view of the Genocide against the Carpenter
amll fanily business, should act "EnBanc® to declare the matters shown against the
Carpenters UNCONSCIONAILE as it destroys the Conslitutlion during this Celebration.
Further, this case proves that United "Blew Up" "the U,5. Flag" to close its stock-

holders' neeting, and that the "Anti American® act should convince the Court that
this Case should be declared UNDONSCIONASLE on the part of all the Courts' Agencies
{supra), who have denied "Speedy Justice®, by forcing this cause to drag on for
nearly 22 years, just to nake power, money and prestige for members of their Par.
Further, prayed Court grant an Order which forces United et, al., to grant
the service afforded others under similar situated circunstances, as this is what
was granted by the forefathers as the American Way of life. It should be also
stated in this connection that Carpenter served in World War 11, being discharged
as a Captain and did his part to preserve these rights and should in turn be
afforded the opportunity to enjoy that for which he assisted In perserving as
a soverign citizen. The 22 years wrong should be made right by the Court.

o/24786

Renpect fully submitied,

Individually & dba
(419) zzz-xm



27

CFRTIFICATE OF SEIWICE

I, James M. Carpenter, have nniled a copy by U. S. Mail, postage prepald of
No. A5-3942 No. 85-4011

PETITION FOR STAY OF ISSUANCF
OF MANDATE AND IETITION FOR IIEARING, WIAIFARING, REENSIDERATION Gt WIATEVER
RFELIEF MAY BE JUST, AND SUCXESTION FOR JIEARING OR RFIFARING EN DANC

TOs
The Secretary FOC - for
Brian L. Buzhy John Ingle
Carolyn C. Hill John P. Greenspan
John A. Rozic FOC

United Telephone Campany of Ohie Washington, D. C. 20554

United Telecomunications, Inc.

Mansfield, Chio Ed Meese
Attorncy General of the U.S,
Justice Deparment
Washington, D. C,

6125186 [
ames M. Carpenter

(© - 198 - Jums M. Carpenter, 607 W, High St., Lima, CH 45801, clairs
copyright to this document, as part of his book - The COVYDADS,

James M. Carpenter

o EXHT Y

Why is it Ok?

1. The FOC has condoned the following actions against my mamll family -
business. Unlocked our office, "ripped our® our equipsont, stole our equipment,

and pat this smil fanily business out of business, and thus has been protected

by t=: Courts, POC/PUI0 for 22 years (This is a 4th Amendment viclation).

2. Vhy is it (K for the Court to deny me an attorney, but refuse to allow
me to appear Pro se, and deny any respect? The FOC/PUID and the Courts hawve
treated re as a hon-person, saneshat lower than a "cockroach’.

3.  bhy is it ok to have drunk Judges on the Bench?

4, thy is it K for United Telephone Canpany of Ohio, "to blow" wp the
Awrics Flag to close its stockholders' meeting (at Chic State U) and

then its Chairman Paul H. Henson, is appointed by the President to the National
Security Council for Cowwmications?

5. Why 18 the FOC allowed to send 1ts lawyers on (act finding trips to Lins,
Chio and curse, swoar, and use vulgar language at oy wife and myself in the

offices of United Telephone Campany of Ohio, the very pecple we were complaining
about?

6, You have voted for the "Genocide Treaty®. Why is it (K to commit
Genocide againet ny smll family business?

7. ¥hy do you allow the FCC to continue as a *Political Unacecountable 4th
Branch of Government®, when the Constitution only allows 3 Branches of
These are just a few of the questions that are shown in this En Bane
request to the Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit.

Respectfully submitted,

e B T
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AFFLDAVET

oo CXHIBIT 5

County of Allen )

1. 1, Miriam G. Carpenter, am a partnec in Carpenter Radio Company and
have been lnvelved in the eighteen (18) yecars of litigation with the tel-
ephone company and deem it necessary to reveal the following opinion and
circumstance,

2. After reading and re~reading Judge Conlin's Initial Decisfon I am
amazed, astonished, and actually provoked, primarily with the Judge's
accusation on page #24& where, 1u essence, he states that Catrpenters’
"Proposed Findings and Conclusions of Law"™ was the most scurrilous pleading
that he has ever had the misfortune of reading. Reading that statement
made me vehewent. Lf Carpenters had not had the eighteen yearas (15} mis=-
fortune of problems with the telephone cowpany Judge Conlin would not have
encountered his misfortune.

3. In 1965 I accompanied my husband to the PUBLIC UTILEITIES COMMISSION

OF OBIO to discuss the interconnection policy (we were piloneers in the RCC
industry) and during the course of conversation with Mr, Sam Beetham, an
attorney at the PUCO, he stated, "Mr, and Mrs, Carpenter what you don't underatand
is that the PUCO is for the protection and benefit of the telephone companies
and not the public.” Along with that statement, I recall what United's exa-
cutive, Mr. Ray Askins, said at the time he ordered our interconnection
disconnected. During the conversation he made 1t known that it was United
vwho ordered it disconnected and then he very indignantly said, in effect,
that with all the legal delay, Iegal expense, etc. they would put us out of
buziness.

4, Due to the aforementioned remarks it appeared to me at the time the

telephone company "ripped out" our equipment and stole same that we would
be facing a struggle but when one 1s right then the fssues must be faced

and put forth every effort for a victorious ending,

5. After reading Judge Conlin's remarks, using the word scurrilous, I cannot

find any statements made by the Carpenters that had any intent of a clowmish
response, vulgar, etc. It is a wmatter of financial survival explaining the
conspiracy and antfi-competitive tactics that in our opinion has existed and

the position of United to keep Carpenters from progressing and adequataly v
serving the public interest.

6. Judge Conlin's conclusions appeared to me to be redicule and also

rveflect on my credibility and character throughout the RCC industry and 1in the
community where I have resided for 67 years and maintained a reputable
business and professional status.

7. For the aforementioned reasons I deem it necegsary to expose an opinion
that I formed during the hearing held in Lima, Ohlio in July and Auwgust, 1979.

8. I was on the witness stand for approximately 3 days. As I recall the
firat day I took the witness stand was tmmediately after the Funch break

and I detected the extreme odor of alcohol on the Judge as he was sittlng

at the bench and I in the witness chair, This contiouwed during the thrae
days of my entire witnessing. This was my opinion from his countenance and
demeanor the first morning of convening the hearing and during the entire
hearing but my thoughts and opinion were substantiated when I took the atand,

9. In all due repsect, I have been reluctant to make this atatement but
find it extremely necessary ofter reading page #24 of the Initial Decision.

10. As a citizen, who must depend on the Courts for justice, 1 have been
concerned, disappointed, atc. to encounter the aforementioned citcumstance
and I am at a loss te understand how qualified justice can be rendered under
the aforementioned circumstance,

1l. I have been well respected in the community socially, professionally, and
in business and along with my hugsband have provided a good serxvice in the
public interest. He alsc has been honest in his endeavor and I know has

true ¢redibility or L would not have stayed involved. We have been involved
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together and as a small family and have done nothing to be scurcrilous - only
state the facts the way wa beliseve and know they exist.

12, 1 am of the firo opinlon that all members of cur small family business
have exerted integrity and have credibility.

13. I sust conclude by stating that Carpenters' credibility has been degraded
and challenged for statements the Carpenters believe to be factval and the
true, However, United can be telpoulble for breaking, entering Carpenters’
premises, yell, scream, steal Carpenters’ radio equipment and ceceives

vhat appears to be “blessings™ by the Courts. Further, Mr. Lou Goldaan, an
FCC attorney can cuss, swear, use vulgar language, and go into a tyrant with
the Carpenters in the presence of United's executives, et al., and appears

to be condoned by the FCC or to vhomever has received the complaint.

Respectfully submitted,

August 24, 1983 f
Mir G. Carpenter, Plrtmer
Carpenter Radio Company

607 W. Righ St.

Lima, OH 45801

(419) 223-0501

Before we a Notary Public, this 24th.
day of August, 1983 appeared Miciom G,
Carpenter who states the foregeing to be
true to the best of her knowledge and
belief.

ﬁm G ﬁilﬁf n, Kotary Public

State of Ohio
My Commission has no expiration date

AFFINAVLT

State of hio }
883

County of Allen ]
Clementina T. DePalmn, firat helng duly sworn ntaten the following:

1. 1 attended the hearings in FCC Pocket 21256, held in Judge Light's
court room, th Lima, Ohin. T, also wan 3 witaesa (o that heariog,

2. puring the time I was on the witness stand I could smell aleohol
wvhich was evident that it was on the breath of Judge Conlin,
His demeanor and appearance appeared to qualify the above
opinion.

3. Further, affiant sayeth not.

Hay 14, 1984 . )

Clementian I. DaPalma
2215 Reinell

Lima, OH 45801
(419) II1-5525

Defore me, a Wotary Public, appeared Clementina I, DePalmi, this léth
day of May, 1984 and scates the foregoing is true to the best of her
knowledge and belief.

Scaca of Ohio - My Commission up!ns 5/20/84
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Belore the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMLSSIOR

Washington, D, €, 20554 .. .

In the Matter of )

)
James M. Carpenter and Miriam G. Carpenter ) POCKET NO. 21256
d/bfa CARPENTER RADLIC COMPANY }

)
Purruant to Section 201(n) of the )
Communications Ace of 1934, as amended )
for establishment of physical connection )
batween fta faciticdes and those of the )
United Telephone Company of Ohio )
State of Ohio )

[-1H

County of Allen )

AFFIDAVIT

Edmund €. Gallenz, first being duly sworn states the following:

L. T wns a witneaa and attended the hearing in FCC Dockee 21256
which hearing was hald in the Allen County Court House, in Lima,
Ohio,

2., During my time on the witness stand the smell coming from
the direction of the bench, reminded me of the odor of a
distillery.

3. During this hearing I heard the United lawyer Carolyn Hill,
call the Judge by his first name - "John",

Further, affiant sayeth not.

“Apeil 21, 1985

oind C. Gallenz
1010 W. High St.
Lima, OH 45801

Bafore me, a Notary Public,. sppeared Rdwund C. Gallenz, this 21st
day of April, 1985 and states the foregoing 1s true to the best of his
knowledge and belief.

James M. Carpemter - Notary P
State of Ohlo - My Comndssion expires 5/20/89
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(MORE QRO NIDDAY SPECIALY . .

(MALINSKI-DU1)

(TOLED®) -- TOLEDD FEDERAL JUDGE NICHOLAS WALINSKI IS T0 ENTER AN
ALCONOL - TREATHENT PROGRAM THIS REEX FOLLOMING HIS SECOND DRUMKEN

DRIVING ARREST IN A YERR-AND-R-HALF. MALINSKI -- WHO RS CONVICTED OF '

-BRUNK DRIVING 1M JRNUARY OF 1984 -- WRS ARRESTED SATURBAY O D-H-1 “.
CHARGES. POLICE SAY HIS CAR RAN R RED LIGHY AND STRUCK A CAR. THE
64-YEAR-OLD JUDGE DOESN’T PLAN T0 STEP DON FRON.THE BENCH» BUT SAYS NE
DOES EXPECT A RZZRINAND FROM H1S PEERS, ME SAYS RE’LL.EHTER A - A
DETOXIFICATION CEHTER TA WINNESOTA FOR A 26-DRY PROGRAM. HE MILL PAY '
FOR THE PROGRAN AND USE VACATION VINE FOR THE DAYS OFF, .

IF CONVICTED OF THE SECOND CHARGE, THE JUDGE NOULD' FACE A nnnnnronv
NIN1MUN SENTEHCE GF TEM DAYS IN JAIL: A LICENSE SUSPERSION OF UP To
FIVE YEARS AN R FINE UP T0 ONE THOUSAND DOLLARS. WE.SPENT THREE DAYS 1N
THE TOLEDD WORKHOUSE LAST YEAR. . B

o
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AFFINDAWVILT

State of Ohio }
ag:
County of Allen )

I, Clementina I, DePalma, first being cautioned and duly sworn, says that
my son employed in his law office, as a secretary, one Bobbie Sue Wischmeyer.

Affiant further says, thaf€ Bobble Sue Wischmeyer, told me that her
son, Scott, was a personal friend of .Judge Robert M, Light's daughter, Jody, and
that her son had told her that Judge Light beat both Jody and her mother,

Affiant further says, that Bobble Sue Wischmeyer, alsc said that Mrs.
Light had gone to “Battered Women" for help, but they refused to do anything
about these beatings of his wife and daughter, because .hudge Robert M, Light, was
a Judge of the Common Pleas Court of Allen County, Ohio.

Affiant further says, that Bobbie Sue Wischmeyer, was charged by the
Grand Jury, with theft, Extortion, et al., against my son Philip W. DePalma,
and that Judge Robert M. Light appointed Joseph C, DaPore, Eaq., one of the top
criminal lawyers in the state of Ohlo, to defend her,

Aftiant further says, that 1t is wy personal belief the record of Bobbie
Sue Wischmeyer, 1s such, that she accused my son of things, and wrote a 38 page
complaint to the bar to intimidate my son,

Affiant further says, that it ie my personal helief that this is
Bobble Sue Wischmeyer's petrsonality patterm, to do an act and then accuse someone
of another act to intimidate them.

Affiant further says, that it 1s my opinion, that this is the reason
Judge Robert M. Light appointed Criminal Attorney Joseph C. DaPore, to the
Bobble Sue Wishmeyer's case, for she knew about the treatment, described above
and intimidated Judge Robert M, Light, Into that appointment, of Joseph C. DaPors
Esq., who does not take Court Appointed cases.

Affiant further states, that following the appolntment of Joseph C.
DaPore, the case was turned over to Judge Michael A. Rumer's Court.

FURTHER, Afflant sayeth not:

Clementina 1. DePalma
2215 Reinell Ave,
Lima, OH 45801

(419) 331-5525

Before me a nwotary public, this 22nd day of February, 1982, personally appeared
Clementina I. DePalma, who first being duly swore, says that the foregoing fs the
truth to the beat of her knowledge and belief.

JAMES M. CARPENTER, JR.,
Notary Public, State of Ohio,
- My Commission Expires 1985 January 9 . -

T s B
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Muilen Slates oserd nf Aprgnsadss

B O V10 D% I 0 6 © O LA § T LN

No. so-1671 September Term, 19 51

MCT Telecommmicatdionn Corpovalion,
Petitioner

' V.

Federal Communications Comminsion Uﬂf-'fJ Stal23 Cowt of Aznasly

and Unjited States of America, for the Olztvicr of Celomi’s Cireyit
Respondents

Southern Pacific Communications Company, ALp  SEP 3192

United Telephone Company of Florida, et al.,
United States Transmission Systems, Inc.,

Rirkd rE e
James M. Miriam G. Carpenter, etc., GEORGE A sz

Intervenors CLERK
BEFQORE: Robb and Wald, Circuit J'udqgs
ORDER ‘
’ The necessity for recusal has> only recently come

to the attention of a member of this panel. BAccordingly,

}tf.is.‘, .

e ’ORDEREQ by the Court, sua sponte, that the oxder
wf July 28, 1981, bz, and the sare hereby is, vacated.

‘ The motion to dismiss and the motion to censure and
suspend parties will be considered by the Court de novo.

Pexr Curiam

FOR THE COURT:
GEORGE A. FISHER, Clerk
BY: /?

Robert A. Bonner
Chief Deputy Clerk

66-852 0 — g7 - o
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The CuHAIRMAN. Thank you very much. We appreciate your ap-
pearance.

Now, the next witness is Mr. Kenneth F. Collier. Is he here?

If you will hold up your hand and be sworn.

Will your testimony given in this hearing be the truth, the whole
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God?

Mr. CoLuigg. I do.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Collier, you have 8 minutes.

TESTIMONY OF KENNETH F. COLLIER, WASHINGTON, DC

Mr. CoLuier. I would like my statement submitted to the record
as written, and I would like to address you directly related to what
it is describing.

The issue of the integrity of the nominee has been questioned in
the statement which the committee has been given. And that state-
ment has been distilled from 4 hours of testimony which investiga-
tive reporters from the Dade County Home News in Florida sub-
mitted to the Federal Bureau of Investigation earlier this month,
within 6 weeks ago.

It is a serious claim that Judge Scalia actually created a counter-
feit concurrence—and a concurrence is a document which is used
in order to express a concurring view with a slightly different
twist. And in a very important case that is cited in this document
and in the Federal District Court and in a case in the Superior
Court of the District of Columbia, Judge Scalia is charged with
having utilized this concurrence to virtually fix a case for the Re-
publican National Committee.

Now, these are serious charges, and we are aware of the gravity
of such a charge. But the paper work has been submitted to your
staff, Senator Thurmond, Jack Mitchell in particular, and the FBI
report and the statements in full in a good 4-hour debriefing of this
matter so it wouldn’t be held in 3 minutes and some mud slung
and some charges made.

But instead there have been 6 weeks for these charges to be eval-
uated and, in addition, in order to test them on their merits, a law-
suit was instituted against Judge Scalia as soon as it was found out
that he was up for this nomination, in order to test in the Federal
Court of the District Columbia—it's right now in front of a judge
who has been assigned to it at random—I won’t mention his name,
it's not important at this point. And this lawsuit against Judge
Scalia directly challenges his integrity and the reasoning that was
used and the cronyism and the tampering of records that was im-
plicit in his deliberate concocting of a so-called concurrence, which
was nothing but a counterfeit which served to derail several cases
in the courts below, all of which cases involved personal close asso-
ciates and friends of Judge Scalia’s, and also certain other judges
who ruled in the courts below, utilizing that concurrence in a most
unfavorable manner in view of the posture of those cases, were also
ts't’:)c!;lmer colleagues of 13 years’ duration in one case with Judge

ia.

And s0 we can see why these lower court judges, particularly in
the Superior Court of the District of Columbia—I see my time is

up.





