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A.L.S.A. EL-BEY
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V.
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
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A.L.S.A. EL-BEY
Haintiff, : Civil Action No. 13-7713%RQ

V.
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

Defendant

CHESLER, District Judge:

Theseeightactions are before the Court upon Plaintiff’'s submission of numenailis
complaints]etters andrarious appellate noticesdis chain of litigations was triggerech
August 18, 2011whenthe United States filed a criminal complaint chardiing with assauilof

a federal officer.SeeUnited States v. AmiBey, Crim.No. 11MJ-3184 MF), ECF No. 1}

! After Plaintiff was arrestedhenMagistrate JudgPatty Shwartz committed him far
determiration ofwhether he presentediak of harmto himselfor others.SeeAmin-Bey, Crim.
No. 11MJ-3184, ECF Nos. 13 and 23. On February 18, 2014, Magistrate Madllgé-alk
conducted another hearing aextended Plaintiff's commitment f@valuation as to whether he
was competent to stand trial or a treatmentnegsiredto restore him to competencgeeid.
ECF Na 38. Paintiff is now housed itMassachusetts, ats criminal proceedings are
suspended.Seeid.



Upon keing criminally charged, Plaintiff commenced his first action, Sultan Dr. Admir

Ala’Ad-Din v. United States, Civil Action No. 13-416%RQ), challenging his mental evaluation

andrelatedconfinement.Seeid., ECF No. 1{awful Complaint Pusuant Exhibit A:184 F.R.D.
588x") (starsign in original). When this Court construg¢ldat submission as an application filed
in Plaintiff's criminal matter, Plaintifnade numerous filings with the Court of AppealSee

id., ECF Nos. 3, 4, 5, 7 and ‘8\ptice of Direct Appeal, “Notice of Common Law Certiorari,”
“Judicial Notice to Secure Court Order'n addition,he submittechnother wil complaint that

gave rise téAmin Bey v. United State<Civil Action No. 13-6040 (SRC)Seeid., ECF No. 1.

Since thasubmission arrived unaccompanied by his filing fem dorma pauperig“IFP”)

application, this Court denied hiaP statusvithout prejudice.Seeid., ECF Nos. 3 and 4.
Noting that Plaintiff was challenging his criminal confinement, the Court explainadtthat a
habeas application walse soleproper vehicldo seek releaseSeeid., ECF No. 3, at 3.

Moreover, sincélaintiff’s next complaint, submitted idharoah Dr. Admiral A.L.S.A. El Bey v.

United StatesCivil Action No. 13-6340 (SRC), was identicaltte onefiled in Amin Bey v.

United StatesCivil Action No. 13-6040 (SRC), the Court terminated Pharoah Dr.irdim

A.L.S.A. El Bey v. United States, Civil Action No. 13-6340 (SRC), as duplicative.

2 The Court of Appeals dismissed Plaintiff's appeal in SuliarAdmiral Ala’Ad-Din v. United
States Civil Action No. 13-416Xor failure to pay the filingees.

% The Court also allowed Plaintiff an opportunity to file an amended pleading and pointed out
that“an amended pleadirjghould be] void of any references tectlesiastical Jurisdiction of
Moorish Science, National Sovereignty;Moorish Merchant Marine [Law,]’ and the like,
because claims based on sovereign citizenship or redemptionist beliefsialtg meritless

Sultan Dr. Admiral Ala’AdDin v. United States, Civil Action No. 13-4161, ECF No. 3, at 3.
Althoughgranted leave to amepBlaintiff elected tanake four appellate submissionSeeid.,

ECF Nos. 5, 6, 7 and 10 (“Notice of Direct Appeal,” “Judicial Notitsptice of Direct Appeal

Per Judicial Notice” and “Notice of Direct Appeal for Creation of Remedyt)e Court of

Appeals dismissethis submissions for lack of jurisdictiolseeECF No. 11.




In responseRlaintiff commenced another actighmin Bey v. United State<Civil

Action No. 13-6798 (SRC), by subitting four documents, but natfiling fee or IFPapplication
Seeid., ECF Na. 1 to 4 (“Notice of an Original Action Complaint,” “Notice to Amend Caption
Per Probate,” “Notice to Amend Caption Per Religion” and “Notice of MemorandurN B.
S[tat.] A[nn]. 3B:11").* The Court denied Plaintiff IFP status without prejudice and, upon
pointing out that legal actiongere meant to resolve cases or controveesigiscould not be used
to register juridical entities or to deposit wiltganted Plaintiff leave to amen&eeid. ECF No.

2. In responsePlaintiff commenced anotheivil action, Amin Bey v. United State€ivil

Action No. 13-5499SRC) where heagainfailed to submit hidiling fee orIFP application.See

id., ECF No. 1. The complaint &amin Bey v. United State<ivil Action No. 13-5499SRC)

replicates this Court’s decision iSultan Dr. Admiral Ala’AdDin v. United State<Civil Action

No. 13-4161 $RO), andis accompanied by 56 pages of procedural rules governing the Supreme
Court operations. Seeid.

The totality of Plaintiff ssubmissionsuggest his interest in: (a) dissingvarious
theologicalbeliefs (b) appealing this Court’s prior rulingand (3) seeking release from

confinement. CorrespondinglRlaintiff will be denied IFP statua Amin Bey v. United States

* The firstdocumensuggestd Plaintiff's intentto assert a malicious prosecution claiffhe
second document indicatbs desire toegister a juridical entitgitled “Ahezaahn Merchant
Marine Chaplaincy Corp.,” so it could supersede another juridical entity enddoyrielaintiff,
“The Al Moroccan Moorish Mercenary Society of Lawful Merchant Marine ChapiaCorp.”
The third document indicatetat Plaintiff perceies himself as a foreign corporationhe
fourth document was intended to function &ErRiff's testamentary statement.

®> Plaintiff then filed three appellate documengeeid., ECF Nos. 3, 6 and 7 (“Notice of Direct
Appeal,” “Notice of Adjudicatin” and “Notice of Exception”).Plaintiff's appal in Amin Bey
Civil Action No. 13-6798, is pending.

¢ Although this Court did not enter a ruling_in Amin Bey v. United States, Civil Action No. 13-
5499(SRC) Plaintiff submitted eight “Notices of Dire&ppeal of Mooring,”seeid., ECF Nos.
2,3,5,7, 8,10 and 13, four lettesgseAmin, Civil Action No. 13-5499, ECF Nos. 4, 6, 9 and
11, and an amended complai@eeid., ECF No. 12.




Civil Action No. 13-5499SRC) without prejudice. In additiome will be allowed an
opportunity to file a propeamended pleadingThe same applies to Plaintiff’'s nexto set of

submissions, which givese toPharoah Dr. Admiral A.L.S.A. El Bey v. Unit&tates Civil

Action No. 13-6414 (SRC), animin Bey v. United State<Civil Action No. 13-7284SRC)’

Moreover,Plaintiff's latestround of submissionis analogously deficient. Seéemin Bey v.
United StatesCivil Action No. 13-7713SRC) There, Plantiff hassubmittedanaffidavit of
indigence but failed to accompany it with his-sbonth prison account statemé&nSeeid., ECF
No. 1-1. Thus, his IFP application will be denied without prejudi€eirthermoresincethis
complaint 8 based upon what appears to be Plaintiff's philosoptlisagreement with the
current state of the Iavit will be dismissed for lack of jurisdictiopursuant to the limitations

posed byArticle 111 °

"Plaintiff's complaint submitted iRharoah Dr. Admiral A.L.S.A. El Bey v. United Stat€svil
Action No. 13-6414 (SRCarrived unaccompanied by Hisng fee or IFP application.Seeid.,
ECF No. 1.1t makes referencemly to Plaintiff's prior matters antis certain of hibeliefs.
Seeid. at 1-2. While thecomplaint contains a “sick call request” form, the form does not
suggest that Plaintiff is denied medical ¢aegher the form is filled with Plaintiff's expressions
of his theological beliefsociopolitical viewsand requests for release from confirgm See

id. at 311. Thecomplaint submitted in Amin Bey v. United Stat€svil Action No. 13-7289
(SRC) is analogouslynaccompanied bilaintiff’ sfiling fee or IFP application, and contains
merely (a)aprint-out of a Supreme Court decision; (b) a secondary source discussion of the
procedures governing one’s name change in New Jersey and other jurisdest (s
expressions of Plaintiff's beliefs and perceptions of |18&eid., ECF No. 1.

® Plaintiff followed his submission with a “Notice of Direct Appeal for Acquittal.” ArBigy,
Civil Action No. 13-7713, ECF No. 2. That document suggests Pl&rntiferest in challenging
his current confinement.

°® Under Atrticle IIl of the Constitutionthis Court’s powers are limited to resolution of cases or
controversies.SeeU.S. Const. art. 1, 8 2, cl. 1. Therefore, this Court has no mandate to the
matters Plaintiffaises in his various filingsAnalogously, the appellate jurisdiction oveisth
Court’s decisions is vested solely and exclusively with the Court of Appeals aBdpgheme
Court. Finally, as this Court already explained to Plaintiff, the remedledse from
confinement can be obtained only in a habeas matter, not in a civil action.



Out of an abundance of caution, howevieis Court will allowPlaintiff one more
opportunity to amend his pleading by stating ¢ognizable legal challenges, if anfssertions
that relate to Plaintiff's personal view about his citizenship or any othethgtal matter are
not facts which this Court can or will consider to determine whether an amendea@iconipl
filed, states a claim upon which relief may be granted. It is incumbent UgiotifPto submit
an ameded complaint that is coheraartd which sets forth factual assertions that are not
conclusory, hypothetical, or speculative in nature.

An appropriate Order follows.

/s Stanley R. Chesler
STANLEY R. CHESLER
United States District Judge

Dated:May 29", 2014



