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Defendant(s). |  Racine, WI.53403
Case Ho.96-CF-826 ~ Dismissal
Case No.20-Cf-710 = Acquittal

Case No.00-CF=538 - Acquittal

JURISDICTION STATEMENT:IS ON A FINAL DECISION:28 U¢30C050§1291

(515 F.3d 1,3)

Grounds: CIVIL RIGHTS ACT, 42 U.5.C.51983 < Under The United States -

Tonstitution Amendments: bth,6th,7th,8th,9th,L3th,14th,15th,10th, And
WILLIAMS' is Pleading A JUDGMENT Wis,Stat.$§971.23 See,EXHIBIT-13 this is
A Judgment OF ACQUITTAL under Wis.Stat§.972.13(6) This Ciruit-Court Decree

i.

Is Virtually Tdentical to the Fed.R.29 (A) (B) & (C) ~ ACQUITTAL crim Law.

Purpose OF Appeal:

Is The Vindicate of Willisms® Fraudulent-Imprisonment Claim:'TaYIQx Ve
U.8.,Prob Office,409 F.3d 426,428-29(D.C.cir.2005) Reversing, dismissal

" For failure to state claim, because district court erronecusly =

2{

Concluded inmate's suit was barred by favorable (“Heck") termination
Rule., and that Rule dose not Applied because Williams' IS: PLEADING
A JUDGMENT See Wis.stat.§971.28 Also @ Wis.Stat.§806.01(A)(B)(C) 1989-
1990 stat.Book~5 Page #4376 .

Contrelling Authority Review OF Evidences

‘Evans v.Michigan,133 S.Ct.1069 Cited At [6] Our cases defined an

Acqiiittal to encompass L%1075] Aany rulibg that the Prosecution's proof

Is insufficient to establish criminal liability for an cffense.

Thus this factual finding appear in the Record at: see EXHIBIT=-ACQ
Here the Transcript show: Motion §972.10(4) Was Granted; Also see

EXHIBIT-G1@ Here the Judge said: He did feel there was FEnough évidence

 Alsc. see BEXHIBIT-2 Here the Judge said: Williams was incarcerated at

The time of the offensze & see EXHIBIT-AA Here Williams' can show he
Was in Prison on Jume 7,1990 When chargeds in this N0o00=CF=358 was file
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C Williams'® Diécharge,Mctioﬁ‘Shguid be Immedtgly

?,EGragtgﬁ}“deQ?}gadyavgi
Henderson,936 F.Z2 Egregion' Cases Williams

]

715,720-21 (2d cir.1991):

Case is ["Egregion”] because Williams Was ordered Discharge on @Q/ié/@@@ﬂ

Also Williams' Seek 100-Thousands~-Millions U.S.%.dollars each day of

- Bach day of FRAUDULENT IMPRISONMENT; Fraudulent becausi seeEXHIBIT=13

Crawford-EL v.Britton,523 U«8:574,590~91(1998)+ Officials are held be .

“Aware.of the [ 'Laws" ] Governing their Conduct. Alsc Williams'motion ™

" For A Relation Back in (113 fed.appx,709¥ 122 5.Ct:1145)(2012 U.S.Dist

Lexis 77905 supplemented permission amended Relation Back Rule 15 {c).

. Prejudice 28 U.S5.C.8455(a); Judge Bias:. 28 ﬂgn1§144;$WiLEiam$ﬁ Caserig '}
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STATEMENT OF FACTS: 7Th Cir.,R.ZS(e)

Heck v. Humphrey,SiZ U.5.477,486-87,490(1994) dose not apply; Because
Williams' is: Pleading A Judgment See EXHIBIT-13 & EXHIBIT-CA-1 Prove's
Conviction was already set Aside & Invalid and the Citing: (2000 WI App 162)
ID. AL, [P.19] A Discharge date signals the end of A  Criminal sentence,
Inmate should be released from custody, the DOC s Authority. Gver thet person
~Has ceased R : L S - . . sz .

Williams' is Pleadlng Judgment Under Wis.Stat £972.13(6) In Pleadlng
Wis.Stat @971 28: A Judgment or other Determindtion of Proceedlng before
Any Court or Officer, it SHALL Note# that the word (SHALL IS Mandatory
Lahguage when it appeal in statute cited by- (Carson, 2015 WI 15) shall be
Sufficient to state that the judgment or determination was duly rendered
Or made or the Proceedinding duly had.

Williams'" has been Issuance A Judgment OF Acquittal Certificate Document
Mark- EXHIBIT-13 This Application of statutes Requires that ® We FAITHFULLY
Give Effect to the Laws enacted by the Legislature. Kalal v. Court,2004 WI-
568,P44,271 Wis.2d7633,6623681 N.W.2d . 110,123+124{"it {5 thé& enacted Law,
Not the unenacted Law & So Case No.00-CF-558 The penal statute is under

The unenacted Law Wi.Stat.B948.02(1) this is A Violation of the holding:
In-Miller v.Florida,487 U.S5.423(1987) & Also see Ross,412 F.3d 771, 774(7tF

Cir.2005) & Rosin,892 7.3d,649,651 N.1(7th Cir.1990) Also see:

Plyler v.Moore,129 F.3d 728,735(4th cir 1997) EX POST FACTO violation by

Amendment that " unquestlonably "Resulted in 1ncrea81ng inmate sentences

Williams' has A.100-Years Sentences. Wllllams Is- Concern .that no 3udge

- " Will rever be .FATITHFUL TQ. THE LAW in Williams' Case -so w1lllams think
The Judges are going to. murder hlm w1th a unlawfully 100 years Prison’

Sentence G 5 R I A 4

In A Jury Tr1al
The Prlmary finders of fact are the jurors. thelr over;;g re5p051mL$i%

15 B Staod between The. Accused 4 A flwinlly PP

OR Abusive Gm/eﬁ’mmemﬂ“ el 15 in Commani QF The Lmimial
Sanction. e This Reasenl, See iz ,éff\%‘%ﬁ?z)é O30 A Taral

18 ﬂg K@]ﬂa%T@f o f"' nﬁ“&/” ingd A du&?m £ ] LﬂD _ﬁﬁwaf an) O
Qaf’\,ﬂ(ﬂhmw Tﬁt’; L‘Jb‘i@’ 1o (:Lﬂs“/}t F’mw/w{ L‘J%‘u \a)dt._’fx ﬁ \f{;’;’iﬁfjﬁf

Sertl 1SL LS. 51105 (18950, (5737 Canteaiins 330 145,315 45
Reantdless of anmwneimamgly The. Exvidenice IYIRY 2idl in) 76 ﬁf
Daﬁeftﬁ@njg The amL dudae. | is 7%&’(&@’ batged 70 o) Allean Fniz

To Ovetnide on inteafede With The Tufors’ Tnidentlent JZTJ;
ﬂ mwmm nﬁ?{ﬁf{ lu Tﬂe Jm Tc&mfs Z}F /m ﬁf_ay‘:)fﬁé"d Jhe-

-:.JLL!JLJ \/:i l&TﬁLyL _Tfnh eri«b ﬁF é)i Jo:::Tﬁﬂm Em Dz}ci Pﬂ()(,&)b /H@f’ %eﬁei.
a_bﬂﬁJTﬂJﬁf’u (3% Whs, 2 1),;7’% (16577 The Judse Violatel This kY )
Ealeaine A Tds v’\/ﬂ‘»ﬁﬁﬁﬂ of ConvicTion. Tohnt, Gh wlie, 24182149

L




; 5"{'%@«{}’2&233’ oF Claim? .
ﬂaﬁ{(ﬁ{(@ﬂj Mike. () #ﬁ’?ﬁﬁfﬂ/ 18 ez Sued ) s
Todividualll And i) his OFenl. Cafeely % Kedecss
The. ﬁ{? i Vﬁ,’f}mz‘ of & >f§ﬁ. Laus, oF /’&,‘?jﬂ;!’ mszi’imf&fz,) ,&y %ﬂ
Cﬁ)ﬂigﬁ‘{’u’;}“ wond OF The L, ol 571%?5'& S o ACTE tnidee The
Colog ﬁf: Lau

 ResOniden To Lesally fesConsible o Fe wlelage
| /JF fﬂtf Wwfﬂ Inimates A‘f‘ C.00 T, ﬂfﬁ/ﬁx/ﬁﬂﬁbf 7hr'S

ComPlainit Is A Ciccut Coudl Oidet, 7k ”
5"3 T «3 ﬁdﬁ__ﬁmwﬁ' oF ﬁfﬁfﬁﬂﬁ’ﬁﬂ//ﬁ(?ﬂ/ﬁﬁ Ul

§

Uis. Staf £972.13. %) This Stat Is A Oderc /or

Willlavns” To Ois Chatoed, Cerpuse! s 2aVs Il)s
mﬁm f(’Fﬂ The. Jﬁﬁﬂiﬂ?wf IS &’%/@fx@ﬁ/’f’/ﬁﬁw A
ﬂmﬁﬂ F@%‘{"f’g@ ﬂJKT OH/NZM Sf:, Eﬁﬁﬁ;ﬁgﬂ /5 7/&8 Ksz(fﬁ
ﬂa Y The Cf mm Oate.. el 14, Zoo
 hw %s I %p KeAson)

WhY The Watdens Ts Reine Suwd: 7 y/AMm’
a.,Jﬂwé Hﬁ E/\!!ﬁl/ffr ﬂj;"% Kﬁd{;‘iﬂﬁf ﬁ%hsgﬁzr"‘/g Ofé’ %
Watdew Letfec? miaek EXhibIT-wW  Odte, o1/ 20/ 2006
Williams have 13- Comblaimts oF: Fiavdylent -
Y {Ofﬁgﬂmmmjf 5 i %

. | ) N File Hewe AT C. 0
&J@ Tf’ MjAr’w{/fw LﬁTLﬁft EXhi %T Zf/ d%aw’ f{‘f’/éﬁm%ﬂfl’

ToldifeaenT To Kelealed Vidations oF whillimm

CJ&MW Estabished Qishts: Tt o Oor #4247 %
Mainan  Accorste Reconds [zl Ctd b)Y [zop wiz, 177




UJ/ liams r'm A Klslt. 1 Mﬂfiffzusﬁff Ve, Lader The
To 000 To Mamtan Accorite Kecotds + T

a%! Y OO0 3I0.01L6) 75 Lonech AnY ERLons + |
., f{i ) z‘iﬂﬁ?f’s In) Cc‘ﬁﬁrifﬂ'wm f’(L fﬁif }/ | %ﬁﬂﬁé gﬂfﬁﬁaﬂmﬁ
(( fikfﬁf" ) z:?{' 3;)3 &Z K% J Jjﬁffbf{éﬁ/ ‘M:}w/’/wﬁm’ //’f;ﬁ/ %

Watdea) decision Shoutt  Cibis Hellan 557 4.5, A35-34
A. Letenminiationd oF Of; libenate. Twd, ﬂfﬁfﬁkﬁ@ A AT
FAhb ) The waddens Said: T Trust This Adllress < Yok

Conterns + This Tosue Wil nigt be addnessad Forther
Wilkams has & C&wﬂ” Otden T be Ofscharoed indir

UU;MM@ ASZ:»{@T h;s st s C_!fmcb’ Eﬁfﬁbsshgﬁ

Lauw Seer (AL @‘; u:y *302:001 F o feceinis

A CDU:’(Q,QM&:{ Kfﬁ c"%mw e In]Mﬁ?fZ@f T d@/"’ﬁfﬁﬁwzwf
“CS HQL (}({’ }L",Afbc‘i _'mf’ jm&ﬁ t/A’JﬁH’W"J ’/ n/ }(KH’ZL? ﬂ%}ﬁ" |

As J&fmﬂ I MZ?(EHH’AS (o Fi,sto@ ,;%fim oL
ﬁé’{fﬁ “B (iéﬁﬁﬂépﬁ Oﬁ[aﬁ &zﬁ&ﬁaﬁdﬁf’ﬁ Qﬂiﬁc " gﬁ

The 'jﬁﬁm’wiﬁ)a!ri (SToict Todoe. Tames O Kiﬁfﬁj@ﬂ ﬁzﬁwg
TF»# ! m?rf rnr’;(‘}mﬁ%rq Ts. W Iﬂmm’ i HF %ﬂﬂf?ﬁ ”

Confusion, To KeflY o The /’%Eﬁmfmfj D e ks, B

J‘ML‘“CZ T 1‘avmﬂlo Fﬁjfﬂaﬁﬁm See zyjs Sfﬁféféz? Zﬂb (b

_Qaﬂﬂsaﬁfwmm aF / i Evidence ,_;;Sﬁlvﬁnﬁ& Aate
> e On-lhich A fér(sf}m 15 felen w@ M
| Q S'/i’ :ﬁfiﬁﬁa@ h'mr Cu:ﬂ?ﬁy Hhel (eshred me A

CJ@M nJHL AJ, o7




it |§mm<‘-§ Hﬁ% ﬁ(f‘%fr} mg o
5u£o£TAfﬁTAL Evidence of Paima Fﬁtaf;_ ﬁﬁf J§ z/ﬂxzf?xc |
s, Sl 8 359,05 CecTification (ResumChon Evidence and |
1hee . L%Tii 10 T Udae Mevea Role ont e leo Tho £ Vfﬂéﬂéf#
W‘MQK& Exhibi-Ca-1 This E\i’wfﬁf!w Shaw) Tat Too - Coml

4

of fﬂﬂ’m ls -Lacks Tonisdictions Ve Overt o AlBal S |
BLuY, 4o F, EJ 735, 73b ( 74h 0, 1995) APl ate ;E;(lg&éﬁﬁﬁf?] bateed
Secavse niohce of Affeal Was UntimelY Fed, € ACE £4 (brzia)
Also Hiksth, 207 F. 3 925, 930-31 ( 74 Lie Zoow Also 3ee Betmnn |
378 V. 5:53-530-31 (19464) # Ouias, 94 F. 34 256,289 (74 L. 197%) |

Lase 0. 00-CF-558 X5 Confrolled onlV bY wfis, Stt /91 rw
See. Lx!:s Stat & §8.35 (27 The Law That was ind Efzct af e Time
Alsp See Wi, Stat 990,04 ﬂfzsmv’i ﬂ Kfﬁ//ﬁlj jﬁzjﬁ Vi hﬁvi; |
Atised before The Kefeal of # Swtule s taddel 2711524 17%
And Sev inlis Staty £93 %10 ﬁ?ﬁmﬁfs Tt onlly Thase Aétr
Whmfn Alle m%ﬂf’ Cr{’;mm by ﬁ”ﬁﬁfi’m &mg%ﬁuﬁ Cmmffs :

UUe !aﬁm% h% AﬁSf’(}’ 2AE. ] S A Ifzfm/frxffﬁﬁf ﬂ;/’/z/wrfm/é
Ol TThe é{(ﬁ})niﬁ /Qla A Mmmm Ofﬁ’ﬁfff? ﬁ/ﬂﬁ{?ﬁff M/S
Stat. § 939, TH ) + Te. Oistai Judse. dust Lonior, |
This: Evidedce . Thatt HeeK v. /fummef 5‘/2&.5 177

H8b-87 (1 19 O@ nm” ACPlY To OJ& ﬁfawsﬁ Claim

éeﬂ VA ﬁe_ Kamt v, Lollstein, 555 1.5.335-345 - 49

Cf-_.;'-mfi)' Alsy Loz Bue kle;}’ V.. Fzsimmons 113 S, (1 240601973)
' é)' /&%!ﬂmdﬁfﬂﬁ El«’m/mfciﬁ |

L iawast '--!am f' 12 ‘”} M’




 Showing A Pattesn of Vigtins ° |
A fractice. oF 42 0S8 C. 81914/ (A) A3l b st
for AnlY Governmeninl AstocitY 7o Entdanse ) A
OF Conduct P27 bY- (13181 1350) 8Y Lo

Enforcerm m‘i’_ 075@@,; That diﬁﬁ@’m fersonls of KGpE4

(Rolected bY The Conistitutions /5 45.¢.5 4104 o) ultioms'
1s Advecely Aﬁfaﬁ bY A Gllexd B 16~ Yenns oF
Fravdvlent = Tkl sonsrent, Feasdvlent Gecavse:
Whilliams have Been TSoUANCE. A Cedtibied Acovital+
EverY Judse that See it FlaY TheY dont tnideestd i1

The Judoes f)éiﬁ)’ LiKe., The do st viitonstind : uhis. st
397213007 Is_a Ciccuit Gl Dectee-for A Jidsmer
OF Acovittal. he udoes omlh See Fo fbaintion) of %
Froseiutor alever dismiss Ay Chagses.. Like i+ Afpear.
He Is Saino an The Face of EXhibit- /3 /en ngtionf

This Statemen Is Fraud Becrvse ook At oY Vesdyet
Yourll See The Same Chakoes mmde /eettion) And ahs, Hat
3970.03 () AnY Covnl Ordened dsnlssed SHaLL nl be.
75& bnsis fok A Cawﬂ'/’L i A Inioreviation Filed forsuaq
To ChA7] Sec §975.:04 SHALL AFFIY 75 AnlY dismissed coonrt:

Uhlliams Assedd The wlord € SHALLY tthew 1t Aczan T/ |
Statute its MAndataY See’ Coke 131 6. £1, 859, 822 200
Th Finid Tst These Chanes Ace Abprissad omere
s, Stat §472.00 (4) Otdet gF Tial: At The Chse o/
T taes Case # A The Conlclusion) of Fe EnlJite  Case.

T8 Tefeidadt MAY Nave on) The Recod fort A BsmissaL

6




UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE SEVENTH CIRCUIT
OFFICE OF THE CLERK
219 SOUTH DEARBORN STREET
SUITE: 2722
CHICAGO, ILLINGIS 60604

Dear Appeals Deputy,

I am enclosing a notice of appeal that was received by this court on March 3, 2016. [ am
enclosing this document for proper filing with your court. Please file the notice of appeal using
our received stamp date pursuant to F.R.A.P. 4(d). Please make up and send us a short record in
this case.

If you have already received this notice of appeal, please disregard this document.

Sincerely,

Pro Se Clerk
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