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court notes that although plaintiff requests “that this court restore captions of all filings
properly to the court's docket to preserve the record for appeal to the US Supreme Court,”
the court did not file plaintiffs submissions on the docket prior to the February 6, 2026
submission because plaintiff's submissions have not been in conformance with the Rules
of the United States Court of Federal Claims.

The court determines that this court lacks jurisdiction over the allegations included
in plaintiffs current complaint befere the court. Plaintiff may appeal this decision to the
United States Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit, and then to the Uniled Stales
Supreme Courl, as is his right.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

s/Marian Blank Horn
MARIAN BLANK HORN
Judge
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Defendant’s motion to dismiss notes “the only statute referenced in the complaint
is the All Writs Act.” Plaintiff alleges:

NOTICE 1S REQUIRED UNDER THE ALL-WRITS ACT, 28 US.C. §
1651(A) MANDAMUS TO COMPEL INFERIOR COURT OFFICERS AND
AGENTS AS WELL AS DEFENDANT OFFICERS AND AGENTS
DIVULGE THEIR JURISDICTION AND AUTHORITY TO ENGAGE IN THE
ONGOING MALICIOUS CRIMINAL /CIVIL VIOLATIONS OF THEIR OUT
OF OFFICE, THE JUDICIAL BONDS, AND THEIR OVERT ACTS OF
JUDICIAL CORPORATE FALSIFICATION OF COURT RECORDS,
MALICIOUS ACTS OF DESTROYING COURT DOCUMENTS, AND
MOUTH FOR THESE ACTS OF ISSUING KNOWINGLY FRAUDULENT
UNSIGNED ORDERS WHICH FOR THE PAST 32 YEARS NO COURT
HAS RESPONDED TO NUMEROUS CERTIFICATIONS OF A QUESTION
OF LAW AS TO THEIR LEGAL JURISDICTION, CAPACITY, AND
AUTHORIT

The All Writs Act “permits writs in aid of jurisdiction, but deoes not itself create
jurisdiction.” Tasby v. United States, 87 Fed. Cl, 180, 181 {2009) {citing Slephenson v,
Dow Chem. Co, 346 F.3d 19, 21 (2nd Cir. 2003)). As noled by another Judge of the
United States Court of Federal Claims:

While our court, as one “established by Act of Congress,” may issue writs
of mandamus under the All Writs Act, 28 U.S.C. § 1651(a), see Cox v \West,
149 F.2d 13260, 1363 (Fed. Cir. 19388) (holding that Article | courts may issue
writs under the act), these are limited to writs "necessary or apprepriate in
aid of" a court's junsdiction. 28 U.S.C. § 1651(a).

Holmes v. United States, 142 Fed. Cl. 791, 792 (2019). As this court lacks jurisdiction
over plaintiff's claims, the All Writs Act,, by itself, cannot create jurisdiction for plaintiffs
claims in this court, Defendant's metion te dismiss is GRANTED. Plaintiffs complaint is
DISMISSED. The Clerk of the Court shall enter JUDGMENT consistent with this Order.

Regarding plaintiffs February 6, 2026 submission titled: "NOW George Mc
Dermott THROUGH THESE MOTION PRACTICE OF THIS COURT IN RESPONSE TO
A SECRETIVE TEXT MESSAGE RECEIVED 02/05/2026 AND NOT BY EMAIL WHICH
INCLUDED A COPY OF COURT DOCKET SHEETS REFLECTED IN ALLEGED
ORDER OF 02/04/2026 [ECF 17], WHICH MUST BE CHALLENGED APPELLANT IS
PUTTING THE COURT ON NOTICE OF MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION OF THIS
ALLEGED ORDER WILL BE FILED SEEKING REVIEW BY THE FULL COURT
EXCLUDED SENIOR JUDGE MARIAN BLANK HORN. THIS COURT'S RULES (1),
THE RULES OF THE UNITED STATES COURT OF FEDERALCLAIMS ARE DRAWN
UNDER THE AUTHORITY OF 28 U.S.C. §§ 2071(A), (C); 2503(8) (GENERALLY);
2521(A) AND RULES (5)(D) (4)," (capitalization, brackets, and emphasis in original), the

A5
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does not have subject matter jurisdiction over actions arising under the Civil Rights Acls.
See Pikulin v. United States, 97 Fed. Cl. 71, 77 (*Plaintiff also cites various provisions of
the Civil Rights Acts, including § 1981, § 1983, § 1985, and § 1986, as bases for his claim.
The court does not possess jurisdiction to entertain claims based on these statutes.”
(citing Marlin v, United States. 63 Fed. Cl. 475, 476, appeal dismissed, 140 F. App'x 256
(Fed, Cir, 2005), and Anderson v. United States, 22 Cl. Ct. 178, 178,179 n. 2 (1990), affd.
937 F.2d 623 (Fed. Cir. 1991)) appeal dismissed, 425 F. App'x 902 (Fed. Cir. 2011)):

it 80 Fed. Cl. 2B2, 283 (noting that the Civil Rights Act
encompasses 42 U.S.C. § 1988), aff'd, 315 F. App'x 307 (Fed. Cir. 2009); Schweitzer v.
United States, 82 Fed. Cl. 592, 595 (2008) ("Likewise, this court does not have jurisdiction
over the plaintiffs' civil rights claims brought under 42 U.S.C. §§ 1983, 1985 or 1986
{2000}, because it is well-settled that jurisdiction over such claims lies exclusively in the
district courts.” (citing Stamps v. United States, 73 Fed. Cl. 603, 609-10 {2008) (citing
Anderson v. United States, 22 CI. Ct. at 179)). :

To the extent plaintiff is alleging tortious actions, the Tucker Acl specifically
excludes tort claims from the jurisdiction of the United States Court of Federal Claims.
See 28 US.C. §1491(a) (‘The United States Court of Federal Claims shall have
jurisdiction to render judgment upon any claim against the United States founded either
upon the Coenstitution, or any Act of Congress or any regulation of an execulive
department, or upon any express or imphed centract with the United States. or for
liquidated or unliquidated damages in cases not sounding in torl.”) (emphasis added); see
also Keene Corp. v. United States, 508 U.S. 200, 214 (1993); Allen v. United Stales. 88
F.4th 983, 986 (Fed. Cir. 2023); Rick's Mushraom Serv. Inc., v. United States. 521 F.3d
1338, 1343 (Fed. Cir. 2008); Alves v. United States, 133 F.3d 1454, 1459 (Fed. Cir. 1988).
Also, to the extent plaintiffs allegations involve allegations of criminal activity, the United
States Court of Federal Claims lacks subject matter jurisdiction to adjudicale such claims.
See Joshua v, United States, 17 F.3d 378, 379 (Fed. Cir. 1994); see also Ali-Bey v. United
States, 169 Fed. Cl. 729, 737 (2024) {"this Court lacks jurisdiction over criminal causes
of action”); Qkoro v. United States, 169 Fed. Cl. 462, 465 (2024) (citing Joshua v. United
States, 17 F.3d at 379); Morisset v. United States, 169 Fed. Cl. 307, 309 (2024).

Plaintiffs also make multiple statements in their complaint that refer to the
U.S. District Court for the District of Columbia and Maryland state courts as
“lower” courls. Compl., passim. The court construes these statements to
suggest that plaintiffs seek to challenge the decisions of those courls here.
The court, however, cannot do so. Colbert v. United Stales, 617 Fed, Appx.
981, 983 (Fed. Cir. 2015) (*The [U.S. Court of Federal Claims] may not
substantively review the wisdom of earlier district court orders.”). Nor could
the U.S. Court of Federal Claims intervene in any proceeding before those
courls as requested by plaintiffs.

McDermott v. United States, 130 Fed, Cl. at 413-14 (alteration in original). The cover
sheet included with plaintiffs complaint in the above capticned case does not appear to
relate to the above captioned case or the 2017 case filed in this court.

At~
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and cannol entertain a taking([s) claim that requires the court to scrutinize the actions of
another tribunal.” {intemal quotation marks omitted; alterations in original)}, reh’g en banc
denied, (Fed. Cir. 2011), cert. denied, 565 U.S. 1147 (2012). Vereda Ltda, v. United
States, 271 F.3d 1367, 1375 (Fed Cir. 2001) {*[T]he Court of Federal Claims cannot
enterfain a taking claim that requires the court to scrutinize the actions of another
fribunal.” (alteration added, internal quotation marks omitted)); Allustiarte v. United
States. 256 F.3d 1349, 1352 (Fed. Cir.) ("[T]he Court of Federal Claims does not have
|unsd iction to review the decisions of disfrict courts.” (alterations added) (quoting Joshua
v. United States, 17 F.3d at 380 (alteration added))), cert denied, 534 U.S. 1042 (2001);
see also Stewart v, United States, 166 Fed. CI, 723, 726 {2023), (“this Court lacks
authomy to review allegations of misconduct by other courts”). appeal dismissed, No.
2024-1304, 2024 WL 1549741 (Fed Cir. Apr. 10 2024); Ottinger v, United States, 164
Fed. Cl. 379, 388 (2023) {(quoting iarte v. d States, 256 F.3d 1349, 1352 (Fed.
Cir, 2001)) ("The Court of Fedetal Claims lacks jutisdictiqn to review the decisions of
federal district courts and courts of appeals, and thus cannct entertain claims that
“require[ ) the court to ‘'scrutinize the actions’ of another fribunal.”): Yates v. United States,
150 Fed. Cl. 128, 137 (2020} ("{F]raud on another court does not allow this court to review
the other court's judgment.”) (alterations added). Carter v. Uniled States, 142 Fed. CI.
159, 162 (2019); Potter v. United States, 121 Fed. Cl. 168, 169 (2015). Therefore,
because plaintiffs claims would require this court to review decisions by other federal
courts, this court does not have jurisdiction over those claims alleged by plaintiff in his
complaint. To the extent plaintiff is challenging any State court decisions. “this Court does
not have jurisdiction to review decisions rendered by state courts.” Taylor v. United
States, 130 Fed. Cl. 570, 572, aff'd, B86 F. App'x 896 (Fed. Cir. 2016} (citing Landers v.
United States. 39 Fed. CI, 297, 301 (1997)). see also Gordoen v, United States, No. 2025-
1018, 2025 WL 635446, at *1 {(Fed. Cir. Feb. 27, 2025) (ciling United States v, Sherwood,
312 U.S. at 58B) (‘The ftrial court was clearly correct that it could not entertain Mr.
Gordon's collateral attacks on the Texas stale courl proceedings or claims against other
Texas agencies, because it only has jurisdiction over claims against the United States.”),

Included with plaintiffs complaint is what appears to be a cover sheet from a
previous suit before the United States Count of Federal Claims, in which plaintiff listed the
Nature of Suit Code as “440 civil rights denied” for “conspiracy beginning 1995 theft of $2
millien by CT insiders” and “Defendants theft of titles to business and personal residence
of the plaintifipetitioner through judicial terrorism, obstruction of justice and falsification
court records by defendants_*® To the extent plaintiff makes a civil rights claim, this court

5 It is unclear whether this cover sheet associales with a case actually filad at the United
States Court of Federal Claims. Records at the court reflect that plaintiff has filed two
cases alt this court, the case currently under review and another in 2017. See McDermott,
et al. v. United States, 130 Fed. Cl, 412 (sua sponte dismissal of plamtrffs claims for lack
of jurisdiction), The Judge of the United States Court of Federal Claims in the 2017 case
explained:
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over the claim.’); Kissi v. United Slates, 102 Fed. Ci. 31, 35 (2011} {finding
no jurnsdiction based on the plaintiffs failure to show an existling contract
and failure to "adequately plead a contract claim under RCFC 9(k)"), affd
per cunam, 493 F. App'x 57 (Fed. Cir. 2012). RCFC 8{k) requires a parly,
‘[iln pleading a claim founded on a confract,” to “identify the substantive
provisions of the contract . . . on which the party relies.” A plaintiff that
attaches a copy of the alleged contract to the complaint and “identifjies) the
provisions and terms of the contract that have been breached” satisfies its
burden under RCFC 9(k) because doing so allows the court to “render a
decision . . . know[ing] the relevant terms of the contract.” Garmreaux v.
!ﬂﬂ%ﬂ.ﬂﬁlﬁ.ﬁ 77 Fed. Cl. 726, 730 (2007), quoted in Gonzalez-McCaulley
Inv. Grp__ Inc. v. United States. 93 Fed. CI. 710, 715 (2010).

Chnsty, Inc, v, United States. 141 Fed. Cl. 641, 661 (2019), aff'd, 971 F.3d 1332 (Fed.
Cir. 2020), cert. denied, 141 S. Ct. 1383 (2021) {omission and alterations in original); see
also Bell v. United Slates, 145 Fed. Cl. 378, 388 (2018) ("Il is well-established that to
pursue a breach of contract action in this Court, plaintiffs must establish the existence of
a contract with the governmen! and plaintiffs must also identify the substantive provisions
of the contract upon which they rely.”) {citing D & N Bank v. United States. 331 F.3d 1374,
1377 (Fed. Cir. 2003); aff'd, 20 F.4th 768 (Fed. Cir. 2021); Rohland v. United States. 136
Fed. Cl. 55, 67 (2018). As also stated by a Judge of this court, *[a]n express contract
“must be manifested by words, either oral or written, which contains agreement and/or
mutual assent.”” Frankel v. United States, 118 Fed. Cl. 332, 235 (2014) (alteration addead)
{quoting Essen Mall Props, v, United States. 21 Cl. Ct. 430, 439 (1990), affd, 842 F.2d
1246 (Fed. Cir. 2018) (quoting Webster University v. United States. 20 Cl. Ct. 428, 433
{1990))). In addition tc not meeting the requirements to form a contract with the
government, plaintiff has failed to meet the requirements of RCFC 9(k).

As indicated above, defendant also argues: “Although the complaint is
characterized as asserting a breach-of-contract claim, the crux of Mr. McDermott’s
complaint is a collateral altack on other Federal Courts.” {internal reference omitted). After
review of plaintiffs complaint, the court finds plaintiffs various claims cof judicial
misconduct against a number of unnamed individuals including ‘lower courts clerks
offices and agentis” and “inferior court officers and agents as well as defendant officers
and agents,” brought in this court amount te attempts to requests for review of previously
issued federal court judicial decisions in a vanety cither court proceedings. The United
States Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit has repeatedly held that the United States
Court of Federal Claims lacks jurisdiction over claims that require the court to scrutinize
the decisions of federal cournts. See Straw v, United States, 4 F 4th 1358, 1361 (Fed. Cir.
2021) ("[T]he Claims Court does not have jurisdiction to review the decisions of federal
district courts.” (alteration added)) {citing Petro-Hunt. L.L.C. v. United States, 862 F.2d

1370, 138485 (Fed. Cir. 2017)); Shinnecock Indian Natien v. United States, 782 F.3d
1345, 1352 {(Fed. Cir, 2015) ("Binding precadent establishes that the Court of Federal

Claims has no jurisdiction to review the merits of a decision rendered by a federal district
court."); Innovair Aviation Lid. v. United States, 632 F.3d 1336, 1344 (Fed, Cir.) (*[T]he
Court of Federal Claims dces not have jurisdiction to review the decision of district courts

: JH €
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{2016)) {(allerations added); Int'l Elec. Tech. Corp. v. Hughes Aircraft Co., 476 F.3d 1329,
1330 {Fed. Cir, 2007).

Defendant's motion notes that “Mr. McDermett alleges a breach of contract.” and
argues plaintiffs ‘complaint, however, does noil allege the elemenis of contract
formation—offer, acceptance, and consdderation.” (internal reference omitted).
Additionally, defendant argues: "Although the complaint is characterized as asserting a
breach-of-contract claim, the crux of Mr. McDermott's complaint is a collateral attack on
other Federal Courts.” (internal reference omitted).

As recently explained by the United States Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit:

There are four requirements to form a contract with the Government: (1)
mutuality of intent to contract; (2} lack of ambiguity in offer and acceptance;
(3) consideration; and (4) a government represeniative having actual
authorily to bind the United States.” Andersen v, United States, 344 F.3¢
1343, 1353 (Fed. Cir. 2003). These elementis apply to both express and
imphied-in-fact contracts.

Boyd v. United States, 134 F 4th 1248, 1352 (Fed. Cir. 2025); see also Fairholme Funds,
Inc. v. United States, 26 F.4th 1274, 1293-24 (Fed. Cir. 2022), cert. denied, 143 S. Ct.
563 (2023); Columbus Reg'l Hosp. v. United States. 990 F.3d 1330, 1339 (Fed. Cir.
2021); Am, Bankers Ass'n v, United States, 932 F.3d 1375, 1381 (Fed. Cir. 2019); City of
Cincinnati v. United States. 153 F.3d 1375, 1377 (Fed. Cir. 1998). Plaintiff's complaint
does not allege, much less demonstrate any of the four requirements to form a contract
with the government identified by the United States Court of Appeals for the Federal
Circuil. As correctly noled by defendant, plaintiff “fails to identify an authorized
representative of the United States with whom he entered the alleged contract. Finally,
the complaint does not identify the Government's alleged duties arising from the contract,
or how the Government breached the contract.” (internal reference omitted).

Furthermore, regarding plaintiffs breach of contract claims, accerding to RCFC
9(k), ‘liln pleading a claim founded on a contract or treaty, a party must identify the
substantive provisions of the contract or treaty en which the party relies, In lisu of a
description, the party may annex to the complaint a copy of the contract or treaty,
indicating the relevant provisions.” RCFC (9)(k) (2028). Explaining this requirement, a
Judge of the United States Court of Federal Claims has stated:

Even when a plaintiff properly alleges a contract with the government, the
Courl of Federal Claims cannot exercise its jurisdiction unless the plaintiff
also satisfies the pleading requirements set forth in RCFC 9(k). See, e.q.,

Baha v, United States, 123 Fed. Cl. 1, 5 n.4 {2015) ("Satisfaction of RCFC
S(k) is a jurisdictional reguirement.”); see also Huntington Promotional &
Supply, LLC v, United States, 114 Fed Cl. 760, 766 (2014) ("If a plaintiff
fails to comply with RCFC 9(k) and to allege sufficient facts to show that it
had a confract with the United States, the court cannot exercise jurisdiction

pttT
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On December 18, 2025, defendant filed a motion ta dismiss plaintiff's complaint.
As of February 15, 2026, plaintiff has not filed a response to the motion to dismiss
although being reminded to do so in two Orders by this court. Plaintiff has attempted 1o
file numerous other confused documents that did not comply with the Rules of the United
States Court of Federal Claims, but plaintiff has failed to file the responsive pleading to
defendant's motion to dismiss or fo address the issues raised by defendant,

The court has rejected several of plaintiff's submissions on November 24, 2025,
January 6, 2026, January 26, 2026, and February 4, 2026, and on January 26, 2026,
instructed the Clerk's Office of the United States Court of Federal Claims to send a copy
of the court’s Rules to the plaintiff. Despite plaintiff again not complying with the court's
Rules, on February 9, 2026, the court instructed the Clerk’'s Office to plaintiffs February
6, 2026 submission titled: “NOW George Mc Dermott THROUGH THESE MOTION
PRACTICE OF THIS COURT IN RESPONSE TO A SECRETIVE TEXT MESSAGE
RECEIVED 02/05/2026 AND NOT BY EMAIL WHICH INCLUDED A COPY OF COURT
DOCKET SHEETS REFLECTED IN ALLEGED ORDER OF 02/04/2026 [ECF 17],
WHICH MUST BE CHALLENGED APPELLANT IS PUTTING THE COURT ON NOTICE
OF MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION OF THIS ALLEGED ORDER WILL BE FILED
SEEKING REVIEW BY THE FULL COURT EXCLUDED SENIOR JUDGE MARIAN
BLANK HORN. THIS COURT'S RULES (1), THE RULES OF THE UNITED STATES
COURT OF FEDERALCLAIMS ARE DRAWN UNDER THE AUTHORITY OF 28 U.S.C.
§§ 2071(A), (C); 2503(8) (GENERALLY); 2521(A) AND RULES (5)(D) (4)."
{capitalization, brackets, and emphasis in original). Aithough plaintiff has not filed a formal
response to the motion to dismiss, despite plaintiff having been instructed te do so, the
court considers the defendant's motion to dismiss for lack of subject matter jurisdiction
pursuant to Rule 12(b}(1)} (2025) of the Rules of the Uniled Siates Court of Federal Claims
(RCFC) and for failure to state a claim pursuant to RCFC 12(b){&), at this time in order to
move the plaintiffs case forward towards a resolution in the trial court.

“Subject-maller jurisdiction may be challenged at any time by the parties or by the

court sua sponte.” Folden v. United States, 379 F.3d 1344, 1354 (Fed. Cir. 2004) (ciling
Fanning, Phillips, Molnar v, West, 160 F.3d 717, 720 (Fed. Cir, 1998)), n ﬂandmen
banc denied (Fed. Cir. 2004), cert. denied, 545 U.S. 1127 (2005); see also S1_Bemard
Parish g};m; . United States, 916 F.3d 98 887, 952-93 (Fed. Cir. 2019)( [Tlhe court must
address jurisdictional issues, even sua spente, whenever those issues come to the court’s
attention, whether raised by a party or not, and even if the parties affimatively urge the
court to exercise jurisdiction over the case.” (citing Foster v, Chatman, 578 U.S, 488, 495

docket as a nen-party to the underlying proczeding); see also Fry v. Wimbish, No. DKC
14-3875 (D. Md. Dec. 24, 2014) {requesling a copy of the order placing the case under
seal but failing to provide contact information); see also Manship v. i Bros,, No, 1-11-
cv-1003 (JCCAFA) (E.D. Va. Feb. 16, 2012) (denied motion for production of documents
as a non-party).

pit= %

Page 8



Case 1:25-cv-01398-MBH Document 20  Filed 02/15/26  Page 3 of 10

%

Plaintiff's litigation history against entities other than the United States includes:
McDermott v. Denizen Dev.. LLC, No. 22-CV-0658 (D.C. Cir. Aug. 26, 2022) (summarily
denied); McDermott v. BB&T Bank Corp.. No. 17-7081 (D.C. Cir. Jan. 5, 2018) (affirmed
dismissal of plaintiff's case regarding foreclosure of plaintiff's property), Qihui Huang v.
Hicks, 418 F. App'x 219 (4th Cir. 2011) (as co-plaintiff with other pro se litigant, affirmed
dismissal for failure to state a claim). In re Moore, 33 F. App'x 148 (4th Cir. 2002), cert,
denied, 537 U.S. 1148 (2003) (denied appeal to reopen case in district court due to

alleged fraud); McDermott v, Moore, No. 98-01800 (4th Cir. June 4, 1988), (affirmed denial
of motien for rehearing in bankruptcy court);, Heffernan v, Eisner, 2013 WL 48327390

(D.D.C. Sep. 9, 2013) (as co-plaintiff with other pre s litigant, dismissed allegations that
employees of the Arlington County Department of Human Services kidnapped and
detained a minor); McDermott v. MacFayden, 414 Fed. Appx. 564 (4th Cir) (denied
appeal of district court order denying maotion for reconsideration of order 1o remand to
state court). cert, denied, 565 U.S, 831, and reh’g denied, 565 U.S. 1101 (2011); Shield
Our Constitutional Rights and Justice v. Hicks, 2009 WL 3747199 (D. Md. Nov. 4, 2009)
{as co-plaintiff, dismissed claim under the Freedom of Information Act and Fair Housing
Act), recons, denied, 2010 WL 1489997 (D. Md. Apr. 12, 2010). McDemott v, Town of
Forest Heights, 2007 WL 9782608 (D. Md. June 8, 2007) (dismissed allegations of
violations of the Voting Rights Act), recons. denied, 2007 WL 9782613 (D. Md. Aug. 1.
2007); McDermott v. MacFayden, 2020 WL 865267 (Md. CL Spec. App. Feb. 21, 2020)
(affirmed lower courl regarding a foreclosure auction following plaintifi's tenth notice of
appeal). <

Plaintiff also unsuccessfully has attempted to intervene in a number of cases, including
the following: Gambill v. Jacobs, No. 24-5232 (D.C. Cir. Apr. 3. 2025) (regarding a
bankruptcy case), Sammons v. McCarthy, 2023 WL 3002738 (4th Cir. Apr. 18, 2023)
(regarding a free speech case); Eveland v. Maryland, 691 F. App'x 111 (4th Cir. 2017)
(regarding allegations against the state of Maryland, multiple law firms, an “Alleged
Judge,” and an aftorney); Grenadier € nited States v. Virginia, 696 F. App'x 637
(4th Cir. 2017) (regarding what the lower court described as “an incoherent screed” of a
complaint); In re Pawlak, 85 F. App'x 890 (4th Cir. Jan. 15, 2004} (regarding a bankruptcy
case); United States v, Russell, 2025 WL 2452413 (D. Md. July 16, 2025} (regarding an
action brought by the United States Depantment of Homeland Securily and the United
States against Chief Judge George L. Russell Il of the United States District Court for the
District of Maryland); Ademiluyi v. Albright, No. 8:23-cv-03526 (D. Md. Dec. 29, 2023)
(regarding a deprivation of civil rights case); In re Saxen, 2019 WL 1440888 (0.0.C. Mar.
31, 2019) (regarding alleged conspiracy against the Constitution to dilute the United
States Treasury), appeal dismissed, 2020 WL 6375156 (D.C. Cir. May 29, 2020}, Michaud
v. Monger, No. 8:11-cv-00949 (D. Md. Apr. 12, 2011) (regarding an eviction); United States
v, Microsoft Corp., No. 1:98-cv-01232 (D.D.C. May 18, 1998) (seeking to intervene and
correct the record regarding antitrust litigation against Microsoft); New York v. Microsoft
Corp,, No. 1:88-cv-01233 (D.DO.C. May 18, 1998) (seeking to intervene and correct the
record regarding antitrust litigation against Microsoft); see also Mead v. Comm’r of Internal
Revenue, No, 22-1039 (D.C. Cir. May 13, 2022) (denied motion for access to Tax Court

3
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28 U.S.C. A. 3002 SECTION 154 & 1603-117)
Represented by Jane Lyons@usdoj.gov. As
Recorded USCOA-DC-case # 25 - 5096

And
The Corporations Legal Advisors, Trading A
The American Bar Association Inc.
Through It Alleged Legal Agent And
Representatives, Ronald S Flagg with the law firm
Of Sidley Austin LLP. 1501 K Street, NW
Washington, DC 20005 Phene: + 1 202 735 8000
Fax:+1 202 736 8711 email rflagg@Sidley.com

Additionally, plaintiff claims a right to a jury trial:®

Plaintiffs demand for jury trial on all counts in claims asserled in pursuant
to FRCP rule 38 (a) (b) (1) (2). And FRCP rule 39{(a) WHEN A DEMAND IS
MADE. When a jury trial has been demanded under Rule 3B, the action
must be designated on the docket as a jury action. The trial on all issues so
demanded must be by jury: and plaintiff's demand that the court clerk's
office comply with rule 40 which requires the court clerk's office note on the
docket jury frial demanded an issue a proper scheduling order to all parties.

The court notes that plaintiff has engaged in extensive litigation against the United States
and other parties, and plaintiff's submissions in this court complain aboul previous cases
being "dismissed with unsigned orders.™

* The United States Court of Federal Claims is without autharity to grant plaintiffs request
for a jury trial. “It has long been settled that the Seventh Amendment right to trial by jury
does not apply in actions against the Federal Government.” Cox v. United States, 105

Fed. Cl. 213, 216 n.10 {guoting Lehman v. Nakshian, 453 U.S. 156, 160 (1981)), appeal
dismissed (Fed. Cir. 2012).

* Plaintiff's unsuccessiul litigation against the United States includes the following:
McDermott v. Corp, of the United States Inc., 2025 WL 3034888 (D.D.C. Oct. 27, 2025)
(dismissed allegations of antitrust violations): McDermott v, The United States Inc. et al,

No. 1:25-cv-01094 (D. Del, Aug. 28, 2025) (dismissed without prejudice). McDermaott v,
United States. 130 Fed. Cl. 412 {2017} (dismissed case seeking a writ of habeas corpus
and an injunction against the United States District Court for the District of Columbia and
a Maryland state court), aff'd. 2017 WL 4082033 (Fed. Cir. June 13, 2017); McDermott v.
Comm'r of Internal Revenue, No. 17918-02 (T.C. Nov. 15, 2002) (dismissed), McDermott
v. Department of Justice, No. 1:88-cv-01235 (D.D.C. May 18, 1998) (dismissed), and aff'd
1998 WL 796141 (D.C. Cir. Oct, 29, 1998), and aff'd, 1998 WL 785141 (D.C. Cir. Mar. 4,

1999); McDemott v. Comm'r of Internal Revenue. No. 014417-93 (T.C. July 7, 1993)
(stipulated decision).
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In the United States Court of Federal Claims

- - L - - - - - - - - - . - -

GEORGE MCDERMOTT,

Plaintiff,
No. 25-1398C
Filed: February 15, 2026

V.
UNITED STATES,

Defendant.

2.¢ 09 Q-4 N894 4.9

ORDER

On August 20, 2025, plaintiff filed his complaint in the above captioned case.
Plamtiff alleges “Breach of Contract by Corporal{'] Defendants Leading 32+ years of
Court Corruption. Plaintiff's stated request for relief is to *Restore Plantifs Right To Jury
Tral & Compell Lower Courts Restore Dockel." (footnote added). Although the complaint
lists the United States as the sole defendant in the case caption, plaintiffs submissions
to date identify the "Corporat Defendants” in the case captions as "THE CORPORATION
CF THE UNITED STATES INC. through its CORPORATE CEC. DONALD JCHN TRUMP
A FOR-PROFIT PRIVATE PUBLICLY TRADED CCURP" and the following "RELATED
CORPORATE AGENCIES™ and “"CORPORATE DEFENDANTS ET AL.’S:™

US DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE (DOD) 0304

US DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 026661067
US DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

US DEPARTMENT OF STATE 026276622
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

(FBI) 878865674

As defined under (*U.S. code Title

' The court notes that plaintiff's complaint was handwritten, and parts of plaintiff's
complaintwere challenging o read due to plaintiff's handwriting. Capitalization, grammar,
punctuation, abbreviations, spelling, emphasis, and choice of words when quoted in this
Order are as they originally appear in plaintiff's submissions to this court.

? The only proper defendant before the United States Court of Federal Claims is the
United States. See 28 U.S.C. § 1491(a)(1) (2024); United States v. Sherwoed, 312 U.S.
584, 588 (1241); Jarvis v. United States, 154 Fed. Cl. 712, 717 {2021) ("[1]t is well settled
that the United States is the only proper defendant in the Court of Federal Claims.”)
{alteration added).

AL
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25-1398C

Hin Whe Tnited States Court of Fedveral Clanms
FForm 2
Cover Sheet

Plaintiflis) or Petitioner(s)
Nt & L
Nnmus:g‘-{_,‘? P, 4_ éyg_i: /‘?1,’? Wl M 7‘T
lmtio@ntimw\l}clilwmm) (cily/state): ’frfu/ ‘4{/ [5 /@ /( =37 /_I/ )
P 7

—

(T 105 1= o MUk phimiiIT s, pannian b RCEC 20(s), plooe use & sepacie ieet b 1ist addannal phairiits )

Name of the auomc/xyt’ recond (See RCF (3 83 ek
Firm Nume: (& AT~ Ve Vsputens]

Contact information for pro se plantifl/petitioner or attomey of record:

Post Office Box: 74/ 4 A’ = r . ,,Z 7

Stireet Address: Y T A (e by _&;ﬁf z..u'u’ v s A LW LAz rs
City-State-ZIP: = RIS e F e
Telephone Number: 2OL T TP
E-mail Address:

Is the atlorney of record admitted 10 the Cowt of Federal Claims ™ Dch No
A7 )v' i Sl A /-/_rj" v S /C"’,ﬂ/

Natre of Suit Code; Ageney Identification Code: . -
Stk by o (a0 ek wr 4 amt oo bt shisend hant Number of Claims Involved: ,af[;‘(_ﬁ}_z_ / /
Amount Claimed: $. — 7 o 20 820 a.f j..:z ) }-"/',"'/'z’)’ A sr1a el

e mcmu‘tl‘pcnfx acacent! 13 ot pleaded

Bid Protest Case (vequired for NOS 138 and 140): ; ;
Indicate approximate dolinr ansount of procurement al ssue: $ et

Is plaintiff a small business? DYc-s
Was this action proceeded by the filing ofa [TVes NG Solicization Na.
protest belore the GAO? -~
IF yes, was a decisions an the merits rendered{__Yes BNO’
Income Tax (Partnership) Case: ¢
Identify pactnership or partnership group: A/ 'f—\?— -
Takings Casc: L) S .3 @27, 1
Specily Location of Property {city/state}: f -E. L o: w‘v]zy / Z’Z 1—‘(
Vaceine Case: /)/\ A ~USCPe
3! Vaccination: :
Date of Vaccination i y AUG 2 0 2025

Related case: £
Is this case directly related 1o any peading or previously filed s a P

case(s) in the United States Court of Fedeval Claims? iwyee AT o
ur:(;m)u» uraxwu: ronce of deoctdy el o) Cox(s) Sed RURC 40 2 z 7‘3_[‘/ El’f/ /j

pi12
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quest for justice 07 20 25.

A Quest for Justice August 6, 2025

sysiem and legal system has been...

A Quest for Justice August 8, 2025 5

Petitioner has petitiuned this course before only to receive unsigned allesed orders in which court
clerk’s office is refused to produce the oath of office the purported judges as required under five USC
2902 - 06 clerks offices have refused to produce any evidence that the judges in these prior orders were
properly assigned under the judicial selections wheel, no judicial balance of ever been produced, no
judicial assignment cards of ever been produced,, I the clerk’s offices refused to produce any
clectronic correspondence from the alleged judges to the clerk’s office authorizing dismissal of the case
and the illegal use of the court seal. 17004+ other videos ave posted in secret justice.com attesting to this
fact I pray that this court will finally take action. It can relieve the petitioner of 32 vears of title theft,
theft of businesses, economic termorism by corporate attorneys, linancial terrarism by corporate
attorneys, Covering up for lower court judges and imposters who stale over S30 million from the
petitioner’s businesses ander the color of Jaw anthority,

Petitioner will also invite over S0 victims he has chronicled the stories on over the past 30 years
none of those victims or the petitioner have ever been allowed the jury trial vequirved. To appear in
open court. And protect our properties in the legal vights, These parties have lost over ST00 million it's
time this matter be addressed by this court. Respectfully submitted George Edward MeDermott

it 13

D25

Letl the truth prevail. Our nation’s judicial

Pagez 2
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Hnited States Conrt of Appeals
Msudc: of Columlia Careait
Winhma e, DO 00012506

Clitton B, Cislsk Civacenl infoermaibon
Clerk Augzist §, 2025 {202) 2167000
Angels Camsar, Clirk
United Siates Disanet Coen
for the Dstrict of Codundia
333 Constitwzion Ave; NW

Washington, D.C. 20001
At Muchazl Wi
Dear My Cacsar
Enclosod plase find comespondence from Goorgee Melvron, ssociverd in this otficc on
Angis 4, 2025, The sebmission mppeass 1o be a notice ol appeat amd a sapplanent therdo,

inseaded foe Bliag tn Molhvoman v, Carparagivn of the United Stntes INC | o: o, Cose No., 125-
ev-02222-UNA(1.0.C) Avvcantingly, (s sudimission is Beasg transmitted 1o yau for

appropeizte kandi=y
Smoveely,
Moo Fearclebiy. g
“% :
Meg Benrdsley
Special Couroel o the e
Hrctonzie

ce:  Goorge Meermuott (withont enslesurs)
143 N Huaron Drve
Forust Hleighss, M 20745

|
£ BARRETT PRETTYAMAN UNITED STATES COFRTIEOUSE @ 333 CONSITITUIION AVENSUL NV, ‘}

At 14

024
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ELEIVE

UNITED STATLS INSTRICT Colsts
Far e Dastrics 8f Colaxdisa

O THE MATTER o Coorge § 8Demes Agperres
= NUST IS5 i BRI Ak 1) Yed

LS Code Tite 29 PARTY CHAPTES 135 110150

s BN

mh-wmnmﬁmmmﬂ
r '

x L - 28 - OV -02222 -UNA

mmnmm ST CEOZdw aporn: | o e 8ty otk A3 -
poameonai: wedas Cors, 4 AZUT Lo, st g
uwwu-c wxpee MANED § mindr_d%nz_ J»‘?ﬁ)mt
uho me :uummcawmx g "Pf:?ﬂr-rhum m
et 1200 208 CAL powwn ey & o wEeedy R
~ e : | TR demamisds sress reseTads Garlel ALL vacties

” “ t agam?xvuonou TOCHILI FUDGE DOASBUAGL. sinvce 1his PLAINTS 7 s SEDONG AN

OLERE OF THE COUNT TO ASSSGH A JUSGE 10 THE PROCESDUNGS 13- 28 ~ 02222 —
UNA WHICH IS THE COURT (LERK'S DESIGNATION USED AGAINST SR0 SE UTMANTS AND P APPUICANTS

AN OVERT ACT 70 DEWY DUE PROCESS AT ALL AND TOUAL JUSTICE UROTE THE LAW T2 OUR OTIZENS

W VEOLATION OF FROP RULE 79 ARD $1 OR 1N THE SALILICIAFIVE TS50 AN GOSN DENYING P
DESIGNATION BN A FORAAL ORDER THAY JLANYIIFF 847 W15 K RELIEF THROUSH WEIT OF MANDAMUS 1IN

Now comes George MeDerailt o navwal umian beiog 6ot @ sotporate fiction beve afler
plamnff the ssenicn practics of thas roest sesians e assistance of the chief judze of this comart the
Hoa. James Boasbilesg Seaking ssustance ks office through 2 motion 20 compe! cuftur of the
court t> 2meime = judse Som the judical acsiorment adieed as the count clerl & office Las Sxied to 30
%0 and as plantiff discovered on July 25 2005 the case i 1n Mg e 10 fudze his been assigned this
matter 10 thal & nuling can be male oo the TP reguest subouties and yof no definioncy mohices Ylave
been noticed zince the imenal filmg on 07 032023 and S cowt i1 wilholding sigeiny sumosonses
1o the defendant apenss and corperate CEO: nared i the plastfl's vaified complaine
Roke 403 je@cates your office zas commel over pudcnl assizrenents FONL |

| |

)
Pue/
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Hunited States Courl of Appeals

For Tet Oty o8 Lovvrers Cronat

No. 25-5096 September Term, 2024
1:68cv01235TP)
Fédad Cn: Juae 12, 075
Inre: Georpe £ McDermor
Pestione!

BEFORE: Kaisas, Rao, and Wawer, Crceit Judges
ORDER

Ugoh considarators of £30 podtor for win of mancamus ang Te (uppiement
Droveto; B motion 1o proseed In forma aupers. and Mo moten o oines roied, 27

‘ ORDERED thit £re matan 10 1x000ad i e paupers be gamed. Mo

FURTHER ORDERED thyt the motor for aihie cofe! b dened  Ptionts has
ok Shown on erdtiament to any selie!. R

FURTHER OROERED that !12 petlun for wit of mandamas be doreed,
Patitioner has 1o dermonstratod o clodr and nasutsbls aght © any idol. See

Chonoy v, US. Dt Ct lor BC, 542 U5 267 391 42004)

Pursuant 10 0.0, Sroyuk Ry 30, Pus Ssp0son wiil ot 50 pubiahied.

Por Curiam |

e

022

pape©

Pagel 9
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corponation, and itk acting CTO Dusswll [ohn Tramp anel 1umersus faoe doos 20 ks Goaa allsased coun
apants aed ofFcen vha for the past 23 yakes bus refiead oo idemel, Sopratediz Theu loral jordiction and
axthority eves aSier copsated Srseal eequat for the chatk s offioas o Frodule tha tolloning daeraniats wiuch
o 1 Jegal sTndny and juriséaton oF thiy alissad moop of rediesal o ffimers amex s ssnpee hideap

belond 2 alleged cloxt of juseial 2¢d compants ey Whichuo heges exint Os to apents =lfesszzcn

1. In somplunce wath ruls s S acimerledess 2Bty te Fle tigs Teiused ockze purstant % Rule
21 Wries of Mandusons sad Prohibition, s8d Other Extracediessy Tria L3 M aadaese: or
mn.wm{iﬁg.&nkmudbth-:}km seancuing T a wiit of
manda o probibiton disectad 51 2 o e fiie Se promca wirk the cotut a3k wd sarce @ op all
partyes to the procendnp 1 the wia! cowt The part swiv 4low ok 2 cop o s mid-court jugre. AR

Paties to the procseding ts tha tria] court oer than Se gativrer e tespendises Sor 21 FURLALLEM

2 Phistffpetisonss has alieady notfied clerk’s office of the U S. COA. For the Fowth
Circuzt of the Siing of fhis peation o scoordance vath the rales [ATT1 5y contified USPS mad as
the case #1.25.CV.2009 33 the Maryhicd USTC - Court Greashels rotves the same Fortics and
should be comsolidated a5 33 chatk's offices we engazed s conspiracy apacns: lezal and civtl
Tights of &ll pro se Utgyants for the benelit of the cospotals cowt b swtpesais CEC Donnid Jotad
Trump and dhe other named dafendanits (= s (ot who 02 e i violstion of et coth of
office and knowangly witk 1ealize o daw maliciouws meet b walice m 1oy 1o Srevent

pettoner planiffmtervener’ ubick tiey bave cugaped i thes siersion of e rule of Iyt and Gheir
alleged abusa of affice, encplovanest contracts, radicial bands f they hevs fny wisch e petitions
oonr dexnands that the 20wt clerk s offices reserve for wassznitral 10 the Coust of Fedesal elsins all
meboas pleadng papers, electon kol crders Lo peesens the 1200ed £v appedd to the next
highest coure. Under FRCP ruls 10 C. tius mciudes all the filings the desrvption of the oo huve
recerved but have refissed to docket i bof couty.
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10 assipn e jredpe o after spitaal Hling. AR, 00 USCOA DU TR AL hicws Coses afe related as the
defondants are numcd all leov beve irosived inoths 3200 100N comspiracy againot logat and
civil nghts o the petiioner, | AV 17 1 s caniicans of serace nnd Cling anesting o these natices
being filed with the comst suppBad R 1B Cous review, Natwe has beer given in seconimece with

the naies of this couet and UCT 1502212 3.5 4 5. 0. 7%

2. Appelilantpetitions now sy pat Jisocrd on oetiee enE mave fogelly notified on the
companion cowrts and thelr neents” detyindanis v wll of whiven bebong aooshe e Assoctotion or the
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Case 1:25-cv-01398-MBH Document 1 Filed 08/20/25 Page 15 of 25

din The Cnited States Courl ol Federal Claims
Form 2
C'over Sheat
Plaistifl{s) o1 FPetsiionor s,

Names: George Mc Dermott Sr n:-tural Imng human teing not a corporate fiction

Locstion of Mlanuifs) Paitiosenisi . 143 N. Huron Dr., Oxen Hili, MD 20745 ;s:il:z:i -

s is l-nll.-ﬂ; LR LTI 1!.":\“:( # o (LT 298 20 Pl wes 4 - FECAN VB0 S0 | nd ki wmaal prleenile

Name of the #tomey 0f rocord {See BOFC 83 1ic)y.  APPRIning pro se 28 USC 1654 statute.
Fiem Name:  ng firm or dishonest disreputable attorney for petitioner respondent’s unknown

Contact information fo: pro se plasanllpatihione: o aitames of record.

Post Office Box: George Edward Mc Dermott 143 N, Huron Dr., Forest Heights, MD
Z"h;’s‘ gy 20745 phone contact (301) 996-9577.
-State-ZiP! . ;
Teloplwone Numbcr: Email Georgemedermitt 203 8£2amail com.
E-mail Address Website George McDermotl.com and McDermott for MD.com

1s the attorney of revond adimstted 1o the Count o Foedersl Chalsis Bar’? ‘ 1\‘;-; -No

Notusre of Suir Code: 0 chilrghtdenied Asency ldenzilicasons Coxde:
D e et T i TP Nuntoer oF Cluinms fnvalvodd:

|| 1]
Amount Claimed. 5 2 million campenzatory plus punitive and exemplary damages

\ ) T T LT

Bid Protest Case (requamed for NOS 135 andd 23100

Iadicate npproximues Gollar Smionind of Procaremmenl A Lot 8
1s plain®il o seall besiness! Eves N0
Was Uiie setion pooceaced by the Gling of = [ Ves D.\'n Sefwitanan N,
ml‘trﬂlf the Gy

I y s, was o decssenn on P 1esal s ol red’ [_ Ves .\'-'-

Incomve Tax | Partacidup) Case; Defendants involved in conspiracy beginning
Ienify partncaship or parnership pnoost 1985 theft of $2 millicn business by CT insidess

Takings Casc: Defendants thelt of titles to business and
Speesty Location ol Prapisie (i staiey:  Persanal residence of the plaintifi/petitioner

through judicial terroris, costruction of justice
Vucone Case and falsification court records by defendants
Date of Vaccination: Not applicable

Ralnted cave:
¥ thas case direstly related 1o uny peodung o pu.um s Giled . D’\'n

caxe(s) 10 the Unated Soates Count of Fodenad Clune:
Y 7@//, 22

Pagelz

B e T Y [ | PR R SR P S R T
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Case 1:25-cv-01398-MBH  Dacument 1

Your daytime telephone xo.: 301 '996;957 7
579-56- 6594

Your socinl securty no.

March 27, 2025

Date

R it R LA )

014

Filed 0820/25 Page 14 of 25

\ _ BO years of June 12, 2025
UM age

7 years total

Yous years of sehaalag:

—_— . e - —— e

Civr A
Signatpry o A, —_—
L e
it

e Tn-é:- ’ 2fz—.}£‘ ﬂ 5 _j ; i
— -

Prinsed name

George Edward Mc Darmott

Addrass
143 84, Muron Dv Foras: Heghts, MD 20745

Telephone munber
SO MLNLTY wes Gror e demos20 S omal com
Emaif sddiese

Aﬂﬂﬁ

Page].].
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Case 1:25-cv-01398-MBH Document 1 Filed 08/20/25 Page 13 of 25

9. Do you expsct any majos chianges %o yous menshly tncome of CXPCHATE OF W JOUC RSSCEs OF
Imbslities during the acxt |2 months?

W oyes O ~o [f yos. deseribe on an stackoed Soet

10, Have you pad - or will you be paying: an AEOIROY WY ety For seoviees sn connection
with this case, including the commpletivn of this Form?

N NG e st g o ar Honsst sllomaes
O vEs - o If yes, how much? S =

18 yes, state the attomney'’s aame, addiess, and jelephone aumber:

Explanation.Petilioner s a victim of 25+ years of legal and JUDICIAL

Abusa by unlicensed fareign agenls protending o be atlomeys and jJudical officers

— e ——

Who have no respact for the rule of ks e Constiulion or thelr cath of office

L1 Have you pmid, o will you be paying, unvore other than an atlormcy (such as a parsfegzal or o
typist) any moncy for servives in conmection wieh thak cose, mcluding the completion of this

O vEs = No I you, Bow mueh?™ s_‘D_etitioner's pro__.se

I yex, stute the attomney™s mame, nddress, and selephione mrmber-
Explanation. Petitioner was jorced 1o become a self representad party

A Stte cannot exsluce & parson fom ne prachos of lear ar frorm Ny cther pocugabon ) &

Farwar b Ko somame Bl pusdinnmnsw Vi Liws $rinent of S0 1 ases ISV G 20 2554 Ciaam e Fen ety deng e va.

12, Provide say other infosmasion that will belp explain wwiy you cannos pay the docke: fees for
»our appeal,

Cour reconds aRast SSULONE I3 3 Sramo Vet hello bad ruposoed delendant'arespondents

agents Rad ok rmllions of dolies Seblonors Aseats (o ve dofans in 94 wilhs {oegad siocuments

——————

13 Suwe the aklress of your legal residence,
143 N. Huran Dr., Forost Heighis, MD 20745 property of which pelilioner

PG OITIN 1995 And tha Maha cour immders sacruly acrced 5600,000 in dlkgel fadgmonts agarst

poblionar's property in 1965 zocretiywhille committing ¥3ud on the count 2w petitancs

R L e DL e S Faa v as

a2

013

Page]. 0
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Case 1:25-cv-01398-MBH Document 1 Filed 08/20/25 Page 12 of 25

9. Do you eapict any mapy chonges 10 your monibly moome or expenses o 10 your ssss o7
liabilities during the pexe L2 monine?

W yes 0O NO It yes, deserins on an smtacked sacet.

10, Have you paid - or will you be paying. an &iomey any nxoney loc sarvices in connoction
with this case, mncluding the completion of this fonu?

O yis B NO If ves, bow mued!) & M A s Ao et )

IF ves, statc the attomey’s nene, addiess, and telephonc nember
Explanation.Petitioner is a viclim of 25+ years of legal and JUDICIAL

Abuse by urdicensed loreian egents pretending to be allornays and }udlctal officers

- ——

Who have no mpocl for the mle of law e Consuuuon or thew oath of office

—emm———

11, Have you paid, o1 will you e paying, uayone other then a0 stiomey (sach 35 a pamlegal ora
typist) any money lor scrviees i connection with this case, o luding the completion of this
form?

O YES W NO I yes. hosy msch? s_PetithDEfs pro se

If yex, state the atmmey’s nome, addross, und leiophonc number:

Explanation. Petilioner was forced lo become a seil represon!ed party

“A State cannot exdude a pevnon fromthe wacumcﬂoworfwmanyezhmmwpnmmo

e tr B s B el padanats i Dlas Srvween o Soaw Fomser (00U S 200 00 Lo o e 1oty senmab rant

12. Provide nay other mformation et will help explain why you canaol pay 1the docket fees for
saur appeasl.

Courl recards attes] petionos i o cormo victen holla had reporsed delondent'sfrespondoent’s

apents had stoan milians of daliars pettionsr's 8a5ats tar v GORars In D2 Wi fargad Socuments

13. State the mldress of your fegol veskbence.
143 N, Mauron Dr,, Forest Holghls. KD 20745 propecty of which peliioner

—

DEG AT i 1905 And 1ha Madui £ourt Intsiders Secnlly o cad SHOOLK o dagal poomts BT

——e———— —— ——— e e

patitoaar's property in 1585 ummo commiting fraad on the courn and p«liomw

W A L RS A T S LR

012

Page 2 5



Case 1:25-¢cv-01398-MBH  Document 1 Filed 08/20/25 Page 11 of 25

4. How much cash do you and your spowss have? %, 3125 to the end of the month

B e T T T

Below, state any money vou o7 Sour spirsa huve in bank scconnts or in any other financist
imstitution

- A AwGuns yoi ABunt youy
Einancial mstiteGen Tyax ol azcamt have sosuse has
Checking account + 86250  +$62.50
Ne savings account I BAR $
No securities 3 _ 8

If you @re @ prisoner, you must attach a statement centified by the appropriate institutional
officer showing all recapis. expenditures, and hidances during the last six months in your
instiutional accounss. [ yeu have wsliiple accounts, perhaps becanse vou have been in
multiphe insttuzions, atach oae cartified stalerment of eih aceous

S, List the assats, and thewr calues, which you own or your spowse owns o not st elothing
and osdinar y howsehold fiunshinge

HMogss (Vilus) Olbss Rerl Eatate iV alu Alober Vebigh: 81 (Valuo)
Unknown E000berod by 1003 pogments Mk & Year:
Ensumbernd by S500400 By MaSs and courls Aaents Mool
of dlegal judgments e voie & o) setonets By Registrition Nos
Other sty Uther aswels Moteer Vehicle €2 (Valug}
Vrarapon A svara T yaae 4y None Make & Year:
A baviseess comishigibis  None Medek
To pay foe legdd dalecses None Reghration No.:

6. State every person, business, or 072anizalion owing vou of your spouse money, and the
amount owed.

Amonat owed Arnowat oyeed
0 ars ) s
or0n 12 A2UCSDOESE
Petthaner bass =0 cotbandng kusrs at redimn G e pocis rasn s Zero s ZRero
Cuishrding oans Froes famiy moembers 320,000 Bomoned L Zero s Zaro
Yo pay lause tas ard IWng aoerses dos o2 namal gy suw  § Z8T0 s Zero

7. State the przsoas who rely o yisu OF Your spouse for suppari.

Nsar Melstinaxip Y3
George Edward McDermott Junior it B BIR0L0 dpearint 56
mfy Elien McDermoll ' Crnaghar Horumes SV oopseanyanl, 59
Jm'e MUﬂ‘ay MCDemeﬁ s il R L P ) 54

Childen had 10 borow money Fom o Say for boaliicare  Frvssmesnssns s oo

A Bomn A AW O s ate Tt A . Tarv Vou'a

011 A—ﬁt’z‘é

Page8
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Case 1:25-cv-01398-MBH Document 1

Filed 08/20/125 Page 10 of 25

1. For both you and your spouse estimate the averese ansunt of moncy recaved froms cach of
the following sources dunng the past 12 montde Adjest any winmcunt that was roecived
weekly, biweekly, quartedy, semvisnnualiy, o annupally 1o show the monthly rate. Use gross
amoums, that is, amounts before any dedections for taves o otheraise,

legemee yonrce

Eapgloyoent
Sitf-remploy mans

Incwene from read propens
{vch a5 renial sscomme )

Tnlerewt aod dividrods

Gires
Alaeay
O support

Retirsment Canad s vovaal
securiy,
lscancy

ansabties,

Disokilby Comeh o3 sacinl yeonriny,
Inssrwece posments)

st engd

oy pey

Pablic-assbutzade (vach an

welfare)

Oher
{apecity)!

Total monthiy knceme:

-

v W

s

s

s

Averagzy monthis asuunt

Arroapt ragsded sl meath
Moo Sposos h YT Spewne

Retired +$1700  » Same _ sSame
None s Zero s+ Same « Same
None s Zero » Same s Same
None sZero s Same s Same
None  sZero s Same s Same
None sZero s Same s Same
None s Zero s Same - Same
$$1981 <$1790 s Same s Same
185 s 38180 s Same s Same
Zero s Zero s Same s Same
Zero s Ze1o s Same s Same
Zerc s Zero s Same s Same
€1769 s$1610 s Same ., sSame

2. List your employment history, most receat coployer Tist (Gross monthly pay is before taxes

o other deductions )

oo e Kot e Messhls Pox
Not applicable Not applicable Retired s Retired
s
s

3. List your spouse’s cmployment listory, mest recent employer fiest, (Gross moathly pay is
before taxes or other dedections.§

Easiser e ¢ rares of . Corons
Not applicable Not applicable Not appcatio s Not applicable
s
S
|
At-=27
010

Page7
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Case 1:25-cv-01398-MBH  Document 1 Filed 08/20/25 Page 9 of 25

INTUE UNIFED STATES IMSTRICT COURTY
FOR THIE DISTRICY OF MARYLAND

George McDermot:

-

Y. Case No,
DOJABA carporate el 3l ®

1:98- CV- 1235 TPJ

MOTION FOR LEAVE TO APPEAL IN FORMA PAUPERIS

Aflidavit in Suppert of Moetion

I swear or affiern wmwler penatty of peuey that, because of my posenty, T eamnng prepeay
the docket fecs of my appaal o post o boad tor them. § believe §um cnitled 1o redress. 1 swear or
afform wisder penalty of penury under Unnited States hows sthat mny answers o thas fomm are tue
wnd comvect, (28 LLS.C § 1T 1RUSC §1In21)

March 27, 2025 /{' ((

s

Date Siemimine

Instructions

Complete all guestions in this spplisation and thes sses il Do ot Laave any blankse it the
answer to 3 quesiion s "0 noee.'” o not appicable (NFA),” write in that response, If you need
MOre SPRSE 1o SNSWET 3 QUCSKion oF W explain your answer, attach u sopurue shees of paper
identificd with yoair namee, your cise pamber, sid the questson beang imswered

My issues oo appsal are.

Petition for writ of mandamus to compel the court
Its officers and agents and assigns {o produce
Verification of alleged orders judgmentis and decrees

————— L —— A ——————r o e

And all electronic communications from the egs Judge’s chambers o the clerk’s office

Authoﬁzng the preparation and mmg of purported unsngned unverifiable

Judicial decrees Judgment orders Violating FRCP rule 79

N e e At e e

Page6

Whdwatmmale bivr s mann 8L Fame ol

009 AﬁLvl g

Page 2 8



Case 1:25-cv-01398-MBH Documentl  Filed 08/20/25 Page 8 of 25

INTHE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF MARYLAND

George McDermott

o

»
'R Casc No.
DOJABA comporate el &

1:98- CV- 1235 TPJ

AN FORMA PAUPERIS

Aftidavit in Support of Mation

I swear or offiren umlor penalty of peaucy Toat, bovimne of my poverty, | cannot propisy
the dockes fees of my appeal or post & bond for than. [ believe T am entinbed o redress, I swear of
affirm wnder peaalty of pegury snder United States baws 2t my aoswers on this form are True
and correct, (2RLLSC 1746 IR US.C 5 16210

J‘:. ’ / - ==
March 27, 2025 L/;( = v7_“f

Date S-pn'utc

Instructions

Cuonplete all qur\umw in ihis applicataos sl thes sign it Do oot laave any blanks: ifthe
answer 10 a question & " Tnene,” or oot applicable (NSA LT wrlte in 1o response. [f you need
MOFC SPACE ¥ ANSWEr & guestion oF W explain your saswer, attach a sepunus sheet of puper
identificd with your same. your case aumbes, wminl the quaniion besg wnsweresl,

My ssaces on appead ase:

Petition for writ of mandamus to compel the court
Its officers and agents and assigns to produce
Verification of alleged orders judgments and decrees

And all electronic communicatons from the legs Judge 5 chambom 1o the clerk's office

Authorizmg the preparatoon and filing of purported unslgned unverifiable

Judicial decrees Judgment orders Violating FRCP rule 79

|

w

Ons A#’aq

hovatomelvbnru e s 1l

Page 2 9



Case 1:25-cv-01398-MBH  Document 1 Filed 08/20/25 Page 7 of 25

Ty
AL Sonk
{ TR e eI

Finited Slates Conrl of Appeald ™ -7 2 =y

50 Tell IS0 Od Litn vl ST o
Y - " ra

— ——

No. 25-5096 Septembes Tormmn, 2024
R A ]
Fied On Moo '2. 9978
I e S E MDsonos

Paguones

BEFORE: “afmo, Hao, s Vioker Cread Jotiges
gRaERN

Upon Srnicaralen of e st for wid of masdaTen ovd e sueetennest
TREHER0C Fod FUCr b0 Drodimad 7y N v e Slagelrn a3 104 (S04 S0 pines il 4 9

DRIEBED Fov Wie rrdbor 12 prutatd ) Movrg possmais o8 gardse. It a

FURTHER DROENED 173l 245 Mt won Mow caras tpiesd bt smrossd  [Sgdee ey burs
¢ P o crddoment 1) g el T

FURIMER CROERIC trat by Dt 10 400 it & manderey bo deaez.
Polonet 125 el TOrPo? 55000 & C00w DT Messpadntor ng, o avy sl ek
Cooheyw W05 Q0 42 4 DO P42 LLE 6T, Do) (2334

Pusesand b5 05 Cohvad Pade M 80 S ool 000 wil ives e pudlaywd

e araam

CHAT 2l nir Of S50 s
Malat¥ serend the seferpers 1 oniv 1Ew #oons by 295 Laras eddresscy fusrnie g oy Lhe court
i thirE Qe ol ledp 2E35 5o

PLiert¥ Cartificate OF Sordoe, Cordtinp ok woy G that ITEaras godey Sy plciraric e, 2o io bho
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Case 1:25-cv-01398-MBH Documentl  Filed 08/20/25 Page 6 of 25

3. Petitioner nsserted that notice was given 1o all courts below and now presents this cournt
with evidence [ATT. 4] date stumped copies cannet be refuted in the course must tike judicial notice

of them as proof of the official record
IN SUMMATION

petitioner respectfully request that this court issue a case number given that the motion for
IFP is pending and writ of mandamus will be filed with this court irrespective of the outcome

of the IFP application being approved and petitioner will awalt the court response

Respe 'lly sub ch
A

Pc(iu'oncr Gcorgc E McDermott all rights reserved universal commercial code orticles 1-101, 102,
202, 3-3, 306-08 the Constitetion and declaration of rights as published by the GPO offices as the

true and correct law of the land of these United States of America.

ATTACHMENTS IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR WAIVER OF FEES AND ISSUANCE OF A CASE
NUMBER AS PETITIONER HAS FILED THIS MOTION IN GOOD FAIT A.

[ATT. #] | Description of document to present the record for appeal | Date Page
[ATT. 1] | Proof IFP was granted DC Court of Appeals os/ 12/2025 07/03/2025 | Page 4

[ATT. 2] | IFP application approved US Court of Appeals DC circuit | 03/27/2025 | Pages

= after District Court obstructed justice 5-11
[ATY. 3] Cover sheet required by Court of Fedaral claims complote | 08/19/2025 | Pages
12-13
[ATT. 4] | Proof of notification to lower courts under FRCP rule 21 | 08/15/2025 | Pages
and 28 USC 51651 (a) 14 - 20

[ATT. 5] | Formal notice special counsel to the court clerk DC - COA | 09/08/2025 | Page - 21
acknowledging chief clark Angela Csesar notice of appeal
filed yet both records refused to docket filings

[ATT. 6] | Video proof filings were made but not docketed 07/20/2025 | Page - 22

Certificate of service all parties servnd by alectronic means at the addre:
day of August 2025 in accordance with the rules of this court served by
reprosentatives having interest and are ljgne lyonsusdo) go stephan@sdsiaw.ushre
t.mogre@ysdoigoy, Zachary Aarc, Cardin, isted brendan.Lmoore@usdoj.gov, ,Zachary Aarcn as parties him to
be served Cardin,elizabeth t.hedges@usdoj gov, andrew lawrenced@clementmaur phy, com

matthew, rowen@clemantmurphy.com,paul clement@clementmur phy.com, Geargermaedermon2018@gmail.co
m,stephen@sdslaw.us, pkann@we.com, mprobil @we.com hmstichel@rkwlawgroup.com skiepper@

law.com. hmstichel @ricwdawgroup.com, maicholson@we com, morebil@we com, Iblatt @we.com Z#"" 3}1
—006 — -

i
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Case 1:25-cv-01398-MBH Document 1  Filed 08/20/25 Page 5 of 25

Comes now George McDermolt hereafter petitioner through the motion practice in this court
seeking a ruling on this court as to whether petitioner can preceed [FP in this action which is
necessitated by the lower courts clerks offices and agents coordinated malicious misconduet by
obstructing justice and petitioner’s access to the courts while refusing o docket pieadings which
have been the stent into the record, failing to keep full and complete docket as required under FRCP

rule 1,3, 79, 81. ("Where there is clear evidence on the record”).

1. Petitioner has chosen out of an abundance of caunon 1o further pelition the court and the
clerk’s office for this coun through the motion practice to make a ruling as 10 wheiner petitioner
will be allowed 1o proceed 1FP which was granted on June 12 2025 by the Court of Appeals for the
District of Columbia [ATT. 1] which states and [ quote ("ORDER THAT THE MOTION TO
PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS 1S GRANTED"}). Petitioner is also including a copy of the IFP

application which the coust ruled on out of an abundance of caution, [ATT. 2).

2, Petitioner out of an abundance of cantion is also included a filled out court form 2 which is
in compliance with court rules [ATT. 3. Along with proof that all of the lower courts involved in
this unnecessary petition for writ of mandamus were notified as required under the rules of this
court that this action would be taken. [ATT. 4]. Unfortunately all of the court dockets below have
been tampered with and these motion papers were never filed along with the vast —ajority of ather
motion papers filed by the petitioner in the lower eourts, in direct violation of FRCP rule 1. 3. 77.
78, 79. And anyone would necessitated this filing taken will await the court’s ruling on this 1EP
application. Having no access 10 his funds. If court denies the application. Petitioner is hoping to be
able to sell his blood plasma in order 1o pay the fling foe as this matter must be resolved. In
uccordance with the Constitution and Bill of Rights which bave been egregiously violated by the

improper actions of the lower courts. Who refused 10 provide other services 1o our citizens.

Petitioner/appeliant/plaintiff had a right to a jury trial, Pernell v. Southhall Realty, 416 U.S. 363{1974),
"Parties whose rights are to be affected are entitled to be heard: and in order that they may enjoy that
right they must be notified. Itis equally fundamental that the right to notice and an upportunity to be
heard must be granted at a meaningful time and in a meaningful manner.” This court succinctly defined

Luger v. Edmondson Oil Companyd57 U, 5. 922, a similar case to the case at bar, stating: 42 USC 1983
005 A g 2

Page 2
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Case 1:25:cv-01396-MBH  Document 1  Filed 0B/20/25  Page 4 04257 T Tt

In The United States Court of Federal Claims
717 Madison PI NW, Washington, DC 20439

In the matter of George F, Mo Deemont .

143 N, Huron Dy * CASE N,
Forest Heights, MD 20745 .
Phone (301) 995-9577 Plasntiffs demand forjury tinl on 2l

email Georgemedermott20) 8¢ papil com
HERE AFTER PLAINTIFF of al
Vs,

counts in clains asserted in pursansnt
10 FROP nte 18 (a) (b) (1){2). And
FRCP sule 39 (a) WHEN A

THE CORPORATION OF THE UNITED STATES inc. =  DEMAND IS MADE. When a jury
through its CORPORATE CEQ. DONALD JOUN TRUMp «  trial has been deminded under Rule
A FOR-PROFIT PRIVATE PUBLICLY TRADED COURP.* 3K, the action must be designated on
DUNS #'S UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 032714190*  the docket as n jury action. The trial
And lts RELATED (T{)Ifl.‘(‘)RA‘lE A(;I-LN(‘flljS * on sl issucs so demanded muist be by
US DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE (DOD) 030421 347 * Jury: snd plaintiit's 3 } that the

. F THE TREASLIRY 026661067 . x

gg ggmg;q 8[" }:lg'l}(EEA KX NZn00) ) . eourt clerk's othce comply with rule
US DEPARTMENT OF STATE 026276627 « 40 which requires the court clerk's
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION « office noto on the docket jury trial
(FBI) 878865674, *  demanded an issue 8 proper

As defined under (“U.5. code Tile
28 US.C.A. MO2 SECTION | SA & 1603117
Represented by 1,!1:.!,.‘\ ;n_l;\.'gkp‘_:_c;l_-_j.glq\ As Plainsif will be proceeding 1IFP
Recorded USCOAJ)(.-{;;:& #2585 509 whivh was approved 06717/2025

% .

cived DO22DZS In-related

The Corporations Legal Advisors, Truding A ' :":::)/\ DC.CIR (':m:‘:o 25?”
The American Bar Association Inc G I PRSP
Through It Alleged Legal Agent And S096 which necessitated this action

acheduling onder o all parties.

Representatives. Ronald S Flagg with the law firm «  due 1w named corporate defendants’
of Sidiey Austin LLF. 1531 K Sucer, NW *  apents monopolistic, malfeasance
Washington, D 20005 Phone: ¢ | 202 736 RN © mdice in baw, malice in sty assaolt
Fax:+1 202 736 8711 email filqgpinsdley cons " on the nile of law/OUR Constitution

CORPORATE DEFENDANTS ET AL ©

Tl T e L L R ]

PLAINTIFF George MoDermott JPETITIONER'S OFFICIAL MOTION/ NOTIFICATION TO
THIS COURT THAT HE IS SEEKING 4 WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND EXTRAORDINARY
RELIEF UNDER FRCP RULE 21 (1), NOTICE IS REQUIRED UNDER THE ALL-WRITS ACT, 28
U.S.C. § 1651(A} MANDAMUS TO COMPEL INFERIOR COURT OFFICERS AND AGENTS AS
WELL AS DEFENDANT OFFICERS AND AGENTS DIVULGE THEIR JURISMCTION AND
AUTHORITY TO ENGAGE IN THE ONGOING MALICIOUS CRIMIN AL/CIVIL VIOLATIONS
OF THEIR OUT OF OFFICE, THE JUDICIAL BONDS, AND THEIR OVERT ACTS OF JUDICIAL
CORPORATE FALSIFICATION OF COURT RECORDS, MALICIOUS ACTS OF DESTROYING
COURT DOCUMENTS, AND MOUTH FOR THESE ACTS OF ISSUING KNOWINGLY
FRAUDULENT UNSIGNED ORDERS WHICH FOR THE PAST 32 YEARS NO COURT HAS
RESPONDED TO NUMEROUS CERTIFICATIONS OF A QUESTION OF LAW AS TO THEIR

LEGAL JURISDICTION, CAPACITY, AND AUTHORIT

AL

004 /} H#H-53

Pagel
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1 dcclarc under'y pcnalty of pegury that the foregoing is truc and correct,

Signnd i D ' day 6f ﬂu; LSl  ‘mazms

(day) " {month) {yearn)

iy .

Signatare of Phaintfis) e

A'i,(‘:-?? AT

003
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®
z. PARTIES

Plaintiff, G:Om',y'-ewﬂ!:f&,/u a#s.desa: / L/A///”/”ijf//“'/{/ oA

Street Address) - 0 /,()/(

s B8] PRL SZ§ZZ
(City. State, ZIP Code) (Telcphons Nidmie

1§ more than one plaintiff, provide the same informaton for cach plaintiff below.

=

3. PREVIOUS LA~WSUI'I‘S. Have b cr lawsuits in the United States Court of Federal
Claims? s

ir yes‘ pkne list cascs:

l,ﬂ/ f’w (L [/ajia./éf'—
4., STATEMENT OF THIE LAIM Slau' as bm:ﬂy as posslblc the facts of your case, Describe
how the United States is tnvolved. You must state exactly what the United States did, or failed
1o de, that has caused you to initlate this legal action. Be as specific as possivle and uee
addional paper as necessary.

== /
< o= e
@ c/e

A S

002 A3 8-
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Ain the Anited States Court of FFeveral Claims
L)!;()(J,s.z: e bd_)r‘lﬂ 0// b

25-1398C
Plaintifi(s), ; Casec No.
s : Twige
THE UNITED STATES, ;
Defendant. ;
COMPLAINT

Your complaint must be cearly bandwrittion or typewritten, and you must sign and declare under
penmalty of perjury that the facts are correct. I you need additional space. you may use another blank
page. A lillable pdfis available ac g/ uscdfe uscourts, gov/ Aling-a-complaint.
If you interxl 1o proceed without the prepayvment of filing fees (i fovana pospens (1IFF)), pursvant o 28
U.S.C.§ 1915, you must lile aleng with your complaint an application ta prooced [FP.
1. JURISDICTION. State the grounds for fling this case in the United States Court of Federal
Claims. The United States Cowunt of Foderal Claimes has limited jurisdiction (see c. g, 28 U.S.C.
&5 1491-1509).

J
F AN, B = = 77— ‘
—) ) 171 K VoV 108 a TV & v id &5
7 i i i
- L — - .
= —F Gt Ls % - L e A€ x ?'Zij-

s

RECEIVED - USCFC

AUG 20 2025

AS

.
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Fxhibir 1: Prs se complaine filed by George MeDermort in the United States Court
of Federal Claims on August 20, 2025, case no. 251398,

Fxhibic 20 Order dated February 15, 2020, dismissing complaint in case no. 25-
1398 for lack of subject matter jurisdiction.
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