
Hello Everyone

A few weeks ago, I sent an e-mail message wherein I made the statement that
there was a serious question as to the existence of the “United States District
Court for the District of Alaska.” Now is the time to document that statement.

Those of you that may not be aware, My wife and I filed a “Complaint” within
the “Superior Court” for the “State of Alaska” at “Juneau, Alaska” wherein we
were asking the “Court” to declare our “rights” under a “United States
Homestead Land Patent.”

An “Assistant U.S. Attorney” from the “Office of U.S. Attorney” at
“Anchorage, Alaska” and an “Municipal Assistant Attorney” of the “City and
Borough of Juneau” entered into a conspiracy to remove our case of
“Epperlys, et.al. vs. Robin Potter, et.al.,” from the “State Court” of the
“Superior Court” for the “State of Alaska” and moved it into the “U.S. District
of Alaska for the District of Alaska.”

To shorten the story, the “Municipal Assistant Attorney” for the “City and
Borough of Juneau” (CBJ) moved the “U.S. District Court” to “dismiss” the
case of the “Epperlys” on the affirmative defense of “Res Judaica” (case has
already been tried and cannot be tried again). It appears that the “Attorney”
for the “CBJ” located a former case of the “Epperlys” that was tried over
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thirty (30) years ago (“year 1983”) which addressed the same “United States
Homestead Land Patent” but on different grounds (“Allodial land”) from the
present day case as found upon “provisions” of the “Constitution” and
“Statehood Act” for the “State of Alaska” (and several enactments of “Law”
by the “U.S. Congress”). The [Judge] “Sharon L. Gleason” dismissed the
“case with prejudice” without addressing the questions of “challenge of
jurisdiction” as raised by the “Epperlys.”

Today (12-04-2017), the Plaintiffs “Epperlys” did file with the “Clerk of Court”
for the “U.S. District Court” at “Juneau, Alaska” a “Challenge of
Court Jurisdiction” wherein the “Plaintiffs” documented the “none-existence”
of the “U.S. District Court for the District of Alaska.” The document
“Challenge of Court Jurisdiction” is attached to this “message” as a
“PDF Document” which may be viewed from the “Internet” at:
“https://tinyurl.com/y9rs4kb4”.

Those of you that have never been before the “Courts” of your “State” or of
“The United States of America,” be advised that when you employ an
“Attorney,” you submit yourself to the “jurisdiction” of the “Court.” An
“Attorney” is a member of a “BAR Association” and as such, your “Attorney”
is an “Officer of the Court” who serves at the pleasure of the “Judge” of that
“Court.”

Normally, a “Plaintiff” cannot “challenge the jurisdiction” of the “Court.” It
would be an “absurdity” for a “Plaintiff” to question the “jurisdiction of the
Court” to which the “Plaintiff” evoked upon the filing of a “Complaint.” An
exception is made when a “Complaint” has been removed from a “Court” of
the “State” into a “U.S. District Court” for the “Plaintiff” of the “State Court”
then becomes (in effect) the “Defendant” of the “U.S. District Court,” in
otherwords, only a “Defendant” may “challenge the jurisdiction” of the
“Court.”

For the most part, an “Attorney” cannot “challenge the jurisdiction” of the
“Court,” but only a “Defendant” who is appearing before the “Court” in the
status of “In Propria Persona” (In ones own proper person). In regard to the
“challenge of the existence” of a “Court,” only a “Defendant” appearing “In
Propria Persona” has such authority, for again, it is an “absurdity” that an
“Attorney” (being an “Officer of the Court”) may declare that the “Court” for
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which he exist under, does not exist.

I am not saying that the “U.S. District Court for the District of Alaska” does
not exist, it is that no-one has been able to “locate” any “enactment of Law”
of the “U.S. Congress” which “established” that “Court” and “Ordained” the
“Judges” with “Judicial Powers” of “Article III, Section 1, Clause 1” of
“Constitution” for “The United States of America.”

Did I shoot myself in the foot? Please keep in mind that the “Municipal
Assistant Attorney” for the “City and Borough of Juneau” has submitted a
“Motion” for payment of “Attorney Fees” wherein he has asked [Judge]
“Sharon L. Gleason” to make an example of the “Epperlys” by destroying
them with “Money Sanctions” to which they could never pay. Do you not see
the “necessity” for the “Plaintiffs” to question the “existence” of the
“U.S. District Court for the District of Alaska”?

You may view all the “Documents” which have been “filed” with the “Clerk of
Court” for the “case” of “Epperlys, et.al., vs. Robin Potter, et.al.,” on the
“Internet” at: “https://tinyurl.com/ybolmqcb”.

Feel free to create a “Mirror Web Site” and circulate this “message” via
“Social Media” of “Twitter” and “Facebook.”

Respectfully Submitted

Gordon Warren Epperly
P.O. Box 34358

Juneau, Alaska 99803
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