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Gordon Warren Epperly
P.O. Box 34358

Juneau, Alaska  99803

enter69@usa-the-republic.com

November 17, 2017

An Open Letter

Hello Shirley Ricketts

As a follow-up of my e-mail message, here is a review of my “Case” involving

“United States Homestead Land Patents.”

Several questions of “Law” were presented to the “Superior Court” for

the “State of Alaska” that were founded upon two (2) “provisions” of the “Constitution” for

the “State of Alaska” (“Article XII, Section 12” and “Article XII, Section 13”) as those

two (2) “provisions” addressed two (2) “Sections” of the “Alaska Statehood Act”

(“Section 6(a)” and “Section 6(b)”).  At no time within that “Complaint” was “Allodial” title

of the “land” ever raised.

Through “technicalities” and “deception,” two (2) “Attorneys” (an “Attorney”

for “City and Borough of Juneau” (“CBJ”) at “Juneau, Alaska” and

an “Assistant U.S. Attorney” from the  “Office” of the “U.S. Attorney” for

the “District of Alaska”) entered into a conspiracy to take by “theft” the “Case” of

the “Epperlys” from the “Superior Court” for the “State of Alaska” and place

the “Complaint” of that “Case” within a “foreign jurisdiction” of the “U.S. District Court for

the District of Alaska. The “Attorney” from “CBJ” located a “Case” which appears to have

been filed by me, “Gordon Warren Epperly” over thirty (30) years ago within

the “U.S. District Court” wherein it appears that I, “Gordon Warren Epperly,” made
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an attempt to present a “Case” as founded upon “Allodial” title of “United States

Homestead Land Patents” and questioned the “want of use” of “Gold and Silver Coin”

as “payment” of “taxes.”

Using this thirty (30) year old “Case” of the “Epperlys,” the “Attorney” for “CBJ” is applying

an affirmative defense of “Res Judaica” (the issues have been previous litigated barring

the re-litigation within future cases) to expel my “Case” from the “Courts.”  It has been

an uphill battle to defeat this “Allegation” in showing that:

1. The named “Plaintiffs” of the two “Complaints” are not the same (“Lawful Christian”

named “Plaintiffs” versus those who are “Legal Fiction” named “Plaintiffs”), and

2. The two (2) “Courts” of the “State of Alaska” and the “Federal Government” are

with opposing jurisdictions (“State Courts” of “General Jurisdiction” which includes

the use of the “Common Law” and the “Federal Courts” which uses “Admiralty”

jurisdiction of “Military Tribunals” which has abolished the “Common Law”), and

3. The issue of “Political Questions” which “BARS” a “U.S. Constitution, Article III,

Judicial Court” (if any such “Court” can be had) from taking jurisdiction over those

parts of the “U.S. Constitution” which have delegated exclusive “jurisdiction” for

the “U.S. Congress” to exercise and to address and the exclusive “jurisdiction” of

the “States” of the “Union” to exercise and address.

The “Plaintiffs” don’t recall what was “filed” with the “U.S. District Court” over thirty (30)

years ago, but regardless, it was not in the interest of the “Plaintiffs” of that day to have

their “Complaint” to be “dismissed” either by “Court Order” or by a “Political Question” and

as such, the “Political Question” doctrine was never raised (the “Plaintiffs” are not in

a position to raise “Political Questions” within the “Courts.” It is the duty of

the “Judicial Officers” or the “Defendants” to raise the doctrine of “Political Question”

which was not done in the thirty (30) year old “Case” of the “Plaintiffs.”).
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From a quick review of the “Complaint” of thirty (30) years ago (as furnished by

the “Attorney” for “CBJ”), it appears that the “Plaintiffs” of that day were alleging that

“United States Homestead Land Patents” were used by the  “U.S. Congress” to convey

“Allodial” title of “land” into “private ownership.” The “Plaintiffs” also questioned

the “payment” of “taxes” for want of “Lawful Money” of “Gold and Silver Coin”

(the question that should have been presented to the Court is: “by what authority is

a “State” of the “Union” authorized to have its debts “discharged” instead of being “paid”

as mandated by “State Constitutions” and the “U.S. Constitution”?).

The present day “Complaint” of the “Plaintiffs” does not assert “Allodial” title of “land,”

but to the contrary, the “Plaintiffs” are relying upon two (2) “provisions” of

the “Constitution” for the “State of Alaska” (“Article XII, Section 12,” and “Article XII,

Section 13”) which directs us to “provisions” of the “Alaska Statehood Act,” in particular,

“Section 6(a)” and “Section 6(b).”  The “issues” raised within the “Complaint” are

the “privileges,” “rights,” “immunities,” and the “appurtenances” of the “Claimant” and of

my wife, “Esther Katherine Epperly,” as the “heir” or as the “assignee” of the “Claimant,”

to exercise forever as stated on the face of “United States Homestead Land Patent

No. 1188129,” and the “right to the full use and enjoyment of the land so occupied”

as provided for by the “Alaska Statehood Act.” What is disturbing to the “Plaintiffs” and

to the “people” of our “Nation” is that if you don’t assert the “protections” of a “Constitution”

within a “Complaint,” your “protections” of a “Constitution” ceases to exist for all time and

all “Constitutions” are thereafter declared to be “Dead Documents” to the “Plaintiffs”

so says the “Attorney” for “CBJ,” “Robert H. Palmer,”  and Judge, “Sharon L. Gleason.”

The official “Challenge to the Jurisdiction” of the “United States District Court for

the District of Alaska” began on “September 14, 2017” with the filing of Plaintiffs

“Objection To The Use Of Legal Fiction Names” (see hyperlink

“http://tinyurl.com/yctwch54”) wherein the “Plaintiffs” objected to the conversion of lawful

“Christian Names” of the “Plaintiffs” and “Defendants” as “human beings” of

the “Complaint” into legal “Fiction Names” as assigned to government created “Trust”

and “Corporations.”

http://tinyurl.com/yctwch54
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The “Plaintiffs” continued to “Challenge the Jurisdiction” of the “Court” with the filing

of “Object to the Jurisdiction of the Court” with an exhibit "Flag Code, Etiquette and Laws”

on “October 30, 2017” questioning the “Golden Fringed American Flag” which is being

displayed within the “U.S. District Court for the District of Alaska” to take “jurisdiction” over

any “Case” as filed within a “General Jurisdiction Court” of “State.” The “Golden Fringed

American Flag” announces to the “World” that the “Court” is being convened as

a “Military Tribunal” for “citizens” and it is exercising “Martial Law Rule” of “Admiralty Law”

over the “land” outside the “District of Columbia.”

With the filing of an “Order Re All Pending Motions” by Judge “Sharon L. Gleason”

on “November 1, 2017” (wherein she dismissed Plaintiffs “Complaint” with prejudice)

[see hyperlink “http://tinyurl.com/yat3uo34”], the “Plaintiffs” continued to

“Challenge the Jurisdiction” of the “Court” with the filing of an “Addendum to Plaintiff's

Objection to the Jurisdiction of the Court” on “November 3, 2017” wherein they made

the statement: “As Judge Sharon L. Gleason did not address the “Jurisdiction” of her

“U.S. District Court for the District of Alaska” within her “Court Order,” the “Order Re All

Pending Motions” is a “nullity” as a matter of law.  There are no “Appeals” to be had” and

included additional “materials” that run to the “want of jurisdiction” of the “Court.”

The “additional materials” that were submitted are the “exhibits” supporting

the “Political Question” doctrine as that “Doctrine” applies to the year 1983 “Complaint”

of the “Plaintiffs” and as it applies to todays “Complaint” of the “Plaintiffs.”

The “Municipal Attorney” for the “CBJ” wants the “Judge” to make an example of

the “Plaintiffs” for filing such “Papers” after the “Case” has been “closed” even though

the “Jurisdiction” of the “Court” may be “Challenged” before, during, and after the “Case”

has been addressed. That “Addendum to Plaintiff's Objection to the Jurisdiction of

the Court” may be viewed from the “Internet” at: “http://tinyurl.com/yacy8l9a”.

On or about “November 9, 2011,” Municipal Attorney, “Robert H. Palmer, III” submitted

his “Potter Motion For Attorneys Fees” into the record of the “Court.”  The “Plaintiffs” must

concede that his “Fees” and request for an “enhancement fee” are authorized by

http://tinyurl.com/yat3uo34
http://tinyurl.com/yacy8l9a
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the “Rules” of the “Court” and “Ordinances” of the “City and Borough of Juneau.”

Even though these “Fees” are authorized by “laws” as established by

the “BAR Associations,” they are not “laws” authorized by the “people.”

Those who are “Attorneys” are classified as “Officers of the Court” who represent

the “Judicial Branches” of government of the “States” and the national government

of “The United States of America.”  In our “Nation,” there is supposed to be a distinct and

defined line between the three (3) branches of government, the “Legislative,”

the “Executive,” and the “Judicial.” The “people” never authorized the “Judicial Branch”

to occupy the “Legislative Branch” of government which is the body representative of

the “people.”  Through the “usurpation of powers,” the private incorporated

“BAR Associations” have not only taken possession of the “Judicial Branch” of

our government, but they have also have taken possession of the “Legislative Branch.”

Is that lawful?  Just ask any “BAR” member of the “Office of Attorney General” and you

will be told that it is, even though there is a “conflict of interest” in their employment

of “making” the “laws” and then having the authority to “profit” from the “laws” they

have “enacted” and have authority to pass “judgment” upon those “laws” which

they “enacted.” If those “Attorneys” wish to represent the “people” in

the “legislative branch” of “government,” they need to “sever” all ties with

the “Judicial Branch” which includes the surrender of their “BAR Cards.”

It is these “BAR Card” members of the “BAR Associations” that established the “fees” of

which they may charge the “people” for their “services.” It is they that proclaimed their

“value of service” may exceed the ability of the “people” to obtain what was once

“Justice free of Charge” of their “Courts” /1 when they charge excessive

1/  See year “1878” hand written “Constitution” for the “State of Washington,” at “Article V, Sec. 9”
which states:  “Every person in the state shall be entitled to a certain remedy in the law, for all wrongs
and injuries which he may receive in his person, character or property; justice shall be administered
to all, freely, and without purchase, completely, and without denial; promptly and without delay; and
all Courts shall be open to the public.”

The “full text” of the “1878 Constitution” for the “State of Washington” may be viewed from the “Internet”
at: “http://tinyurl.com/yctmwxcs”.

http://tinyurl.com/yctmwxcs
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“Court Filing Fees” and charging “hourly service fees” in excess of what is being charged

by any other “Professions” of our “Nation.” The “people” are “BARRED” under

the “Constitution” for the “State of Alaska,” at “Article XI, Section 7” to create “Courts,”

establish the “Jurisdiction” of those “Courts,” or prescribe the “Rules” of those “Courts.”

Keep in mind that it was the “BAR Association” that controlled the writing of

the “Alaska State Constitution” from within the “Alaska Constitutional Convention.”

These “BAR Card” members have placed the “people” of our “Nation” in a state

of “involuntary servitude” and “tyranny” by keeping the “poor” and “middle class”

income “people” out of their “Courts” with a “charge of fees” that exceeds the “income” of

those “people’s ability to pay.”

In regard to the Plaintiff, “Gordon Warren Epperly,” he is of “seventy-seven (77) years”

of age who was at one time employed for over “forty (40) years” as a “School Bus Driver”

for a “private contractor” who provided “services” to the “School District” for

the “City and Borough of Juneau.” The Plaintiff, “Gordon Warren Epperly” had

a beginning employment wage of “$7.00 per hour” and at the end of “occupation” was

receiving “$15.00 per hour.”  The Plaintiff, “Gordon Warren Epperly” had to retire from

his “occupation” of “School Bus Driver” because of “poor health” derived

from “Colon Cancer” and “Arthritis”  of the “Spine.”

For a short period of time, the Plaintiff, “Gordon Warren Epperly” was employed by

the “CBJ School District” as a “Study Hall Supervisor” which shortly thereafter,

and within “six (6) months” of a “Tier I Retirement” of the “State of Alaska,”

was “terminated” as his position of “Study Hall Supervisor” ceased to exist

for “lack of funds” to continue a “Study Hall” for the “students.”  Due to said “poor health”

and his age of “seventy-seven (77) years of age,” the Plaintiff, “Gordon Warren Epperly”

has now a “limited income” of a “Social Security Check” due to his “inability”

to obtain “employment.”

What is most disturbing are some “statements” made by “Municipal Attorney,

Robert H. Palmer, III” within his “Potter Motion For Attorneys Fees.” Within the “Affidavit”
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of “Robert H. Palmer III” we find the true “intent” of his request of an “enhancement fee”

of “$9,258.75”.

1. On page 2, “Mr. Palmer, III” declares the he spent “82.3 hours” working in defense

of “Ms. Potter” in this case, at the market rate of “$225.00,” the value of time

of “$18,517.50” which he devoted to his representation of a “defense” of

a “claim of damages” of “Ten Dollars and Zero Cents” (“$10.00”) as imposed

upon Defendant, “Robin Potter” by the “Plaintiffs.” Anything wrong here?

The “Plaintiffs” did not bring their “Complaint” into the “Court” with intent of “malice.”

The governmental body of the “City and Borough of Juneau” was not named as

a “Defendant” and no “funds” of the “City and Borough of Juneau” was asked of

the “Court” to be distributed to the “Plaintiffs.” The “Plaintiffs” did not ask

to be “compensated” in any amount of “funds” that may be a hardship

upon Defendant, “Robin Potter” for her “trespasses” upon the “rights,” “privileges,”

“immunities,” and “appurtenances” as had been granted to the Plaintiff,

“Esther Katherine Epperly” by the “U.S. Congress” in the issuance of

a “United States Homestead Land Patent,” but was merely asking the Defendant,

“Robin Potter” for a token payment of “Ten Dollars and Zero Cents ($10.00).”

The “Complaint” of the “Plaintiffs” was submitted to the “Superior Court” for

the “State of Alaska” only for a “ruling” upon their “rights” and for this,

the “CBJ Municipal Attorney” comes out of the woodwork in “rage” with intent of

destroying the “lives” of the “Epperlys.”

2. On page 5, we find that Attorney, “Robert H. Palmer III” is requesting the “Court”

for an “enhanced attorney fee” of “$9,258.75” which is a “fee warning” that is

directed to the “people” of this “Nation.”  It is a statement that “anyone” who comes

before the “Courts” without the “Education” of an “Attorney,” or without

the “knowledge” of the “secret” and complicated “language” of their “Court Rules,”

or for not paying a “money tribute” of extortion amounts of “funds” to

the “BAR Association,” the “members” of the “BAR Association” and the “Judges”

of their “Courts” will destroy those “Plaintiffs.”
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The “Plaintiffs” don’t dare question the “Attorney Billing” of “Assistant Municipal Attorney,

Robert H. Palmer, III” for such “filings” would be a grant of “Court Jurisdiction” over

the “Complaint” of the “Plaintiffs.” Let us hope that “Judge Sharon L. Gleason” will take

the opportunity to address the “Jurisdiction” of her “Court” when she addresses

the “Attorney Billing” of “Attorney, Robert H. Palmer, III.”

Assistant Municipal Attorney, “Robert H. Palmer, III” cites an overwhelming number

of “Cases” in support of his “Papers” that he has “filed” with the “U.S. District Court for

the District of Alaska.” Attorney “Palmer” has “full knowledge” that the “Judges” of

the “Courts” don’t have the time to “research” and “verify” the “truthfulness” of

those “Cases” to which he has cited.  I “Gordon Warren Epperly,” has caught

“Attorney Palmer” citing two (2) “Cases” wherein he states that the “Cases” says one thing

and with the reading of those “Cases,” we find that those “Cases” speak

of something else.  If this is true with these two (2) “Cases,” how many more

of those “Cases” he has “cited” are not “truthful” in support of his “Papers”?  None of

his “Papers” which he has “filed” with the “Court” of the “United States District Court for

the District of Alaska” contains any “Affidavit” to the “accuracy” and to the “truthfulness”

of his “Papers” which has been “sealed” with a “biometric” seal of a “Thumb Print” or

is “sealed” under the “seal” of a “Notary Public.”  There is no authority for any “Judge” to

accept those “Papers” as founded upon its “face value” without “verification.”

For a comparison, checkout the “filing” of the “Papers” of the “Plaintiffs.”
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The questions of “Law” as presented within the “Compliant” of the “Epperlys” have never

been addressed by any Court, either of the “State of Alaska” or of the “Federal Courts” of

“The United States of America.” They are “questions of law” involving provisions of

the “Constitution” and “Statehood Act” of the “State of Alaska” which may be brought by

the “people” of the “City and Borough of Juneau” in a “Class Action” litigation.  There are

many “land partials” within the “City and Borough of Juneau” numbering in the “hundreds”

that are founded upon, and run to, “United States Homestead Land Patents.”

You may view all the “Papers” which have been “filed” with the “Courts” on the “Internet”

at: “http://tinyurl.com/ybolmqcb”. Circulate this “letter” far and wide.

Sincerely Yours

/s/  Gordon Warren Epperly

Gordon Warren Epperly

http://tinyurl.com/ybolmqcb
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