DR. ORLY TAITZ ESQ

Plaintiff Pro SE

29839 SANTA MARGARITA, STE 100
RANCHO SANTA MARGARITA, CA 92688
ph 949-683-5411 fax 949-766-7687
orly.taitz@gmail.com

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT
MARION COUNTY

DR. ORLY TAITZ, ESQ ) Case NO. 49D 141 203MI 12046
KARL SWIHART )

EDWARD KESLER )

BOB KERN

FRANK WEYL )

\% )

ELECTIONS COMMISSION )

SECRETARY OF STATE OF INDIANA

MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM JUDGMENT/ORDER UNDER RULE 60 DUE

TO MISTAKE BY THE COURT

Comes now Plaintiff Pro Se Dr Orly Taitz, ESq (Hereinafter Taitz) and seeks a
relief from the order to dismiss the case due to failure to follow requests, due to the
fact that the order represents a complete impossibility and an error, as the court
never made any requests and there was never any failure to follow requests, as
there were never any requests. For this reason Taitz demands immediate

reinstatement of the above captioned case as it is the most important case of
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national security and deals with high ranking state officials aiding and abetting
elections fraud and forgery committed by candidate for the US Presidency Barack

Hussein Obama.

ARGUMENT

1. On June 12, 2012 Honorable Judge S. K. Reid issued an order "Court orders
case dismissal for failing to follow requests " Exhibit 1 Civil Case Results, Entry
Detail 06.12.2012

2. Exhibit 2, Case Activity Report from 06.20. 2012 shows that there were never
any Requests made by the court.

3. Exhibit 3 Affidavit by attorney Orly Taitz, Plaintiff Pro Se in the above
captioned case attesting to the fact that she never received any requests from the
court, there are no requests by the court on the docket, and there was never any
failure to follow requests, as there were never any requests. Rule 60 (B) (1)

provides for relief from Judgment/order due to mistake.

Rule 60. Relief from judgment or order

(A) Clerical mistakes. Of its own initiative or on the motion of any party and after such notice, if
any, as the court orders, clerical mistakes in judgments, orders or other parts of the record and
errors therein arising from oversight or omission may be corrected by the trial court at any time
before the Notice of Completion of Clerk’s Record is filed under Appellate Rule 8. After filing of
the Notice of Completion of Clerk’s Record and during an appeal, such mistakes may be so
corrected with leave of the court on appeal.
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(B) Mistake--Excusable neglect--Newly discovered evidence--Fraud, ete. On motion and
upon such terms as are just the court may relieve a party or his legal representative from a
judgment, including a judgment by default, for the following reasons:

(1) mistake, surprise, or excusable neglect;

(2) any ground for a motion to correct error, including without limitation newly discovered
evidence, which by due diligence could not have been discovered in time to move for a
motion to correct errors under Rule 59;

(3) fraud (whether heretofore denominated intrinsic or extrinsic), misrepresentation, or other
misconduct of an adverse party;

(4) entry of default or judgment by default was entered against such party who was served only
by publication and who was without actual knowledge of the action and judgment, order or
proceedings;

(5) except in the case of a divorce decree, the record fails to show that such party was
represented by a guardian or other representative, and if the motion asserts and such party
proves that

(a) at the time of the action he was an infant or incompetent person, and
(b) he was not in fact represented by a guardian or other representative, and

(c) the person against whom the judgment, order or proceeding is being avoided procured
the judgment with notice of such infancy or incompetency, and, as against a successor
of such person, that such successor acquired his rights therein with notice that the
judgment was procured against an infant or incompetent, and

(d) no appeal or other remedies allowed under this subdivision have been taken or made
by or on behalf of the infant or incompetent person, and

(e) the motion was made within ninety [90] days after the disability was removed or a
guardian was appointed over his estate, and

(f) the motion alleges a valid defense or claim;
(6) the judgment is void;

(7) the judgment has been satisfied, released, or discharged, or a prior judgment upon which it
is based has been reversed or otherwise vacated, or it is no longer equitable that the
judgment should have prospective application; or

(8) any reason justifying relief from the operation of the judgment, other than those reasons set
forth in sub-paragraphs (1), (2), (3), and (4).

The motion shall be filed within a reasonable time for reasons (5), (6), (7), and (8), and not
more than one year after the judgment, order or proceeding was entered or taken for reasons
(1), (2), (3), and (4). A movant filing a motion for reasons (1), (2), (3), (4), and (8) must allege a
meritorious claim or defense. A motion under this subdivision (B) does not affect the finality of
a judgment or suspend its operation. This rule does not limit the power of a court to entertain
an independent action to relieve a party from a judgment, order or proceeding or for fraud upon
the court. Writs of coram nobis, coram vobis, audita querela, and bills of review and bills in the
nature of a bill of review, are abolished, and the procedure for obtaining any relief from a
judgment shall be by motion as prescribed in these rules or by an independent action.

(C) Appeal--Change of venue. A ruling or order of the court denying or granting relief, in whole
or in part, by motion under subdivision (B) of this rule shall be deemed a final judgment, and
an appeal may be taken therefrom as in the case of a judgment. No change of venue in such
cases shall be taken from the judge or county except for cause shown by affidavit.

(D) Hearing and relief granted, In passing upon a motion allowed by subdivision (B) of this rule
the court shall hear any pertinent evidence, allow new parties to be served with summons, allow
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discovery, grant relief as provided under Rule 59 or otherwise as permitted by subdivision (B)
of this rule.

(E) Infants, incompetents, and governmental organizations. Except as otherwise provided
herein, this rule shall apply to infants, incompetents, and governmental organizations. The time
for seeking relief against a judgment, order or proceeding allowed or recognized under
subdivision (B) of this rule or any other statute shall not be tolled or extended as to such
persons.

Due to the fact that a clear error of fact was committed by the court, and
there were never any requests from the court and there was never
any failure to follow any requests as there were never any requests,
the court should reverse an erroneous order of dismissal and
reinstate the case. The reinstatement of the case should be done
immediately as this is the case of national importance and
paramount to national security. Defendants in this case, Secretary of
State of Indiana Connie Lawson and members of Elections
Commission breached their fiduciary duty to the petitioners, acted
negligently and with malice and committed fraud by allowing
Barack Hussein Obama, a foreign national, who is using a name that
is not legally his, using a forged birth certificate, forged Selective
Service certificate and fraudulently obtained Social Security
number, which was not assigned to him according to E-Verify and
SSNVS, to be a candidate on the ballot in the State of Indiana. The
actions by the defendants are so egregious that they border on

treason. If this court does not correct a clear error of fact and does
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not reinstate this case immediately, this court will become complicit
in the crimes committed by the defendants and will become
complicit to treason by allowing a foreign national with forged

identification papers on the ballot in the state of Indiana.
CONCLUSION

Due to flagrant error of fact above captioned case should be reinstated

immediately.

Respectfully submitted

/s/ Dr. Orly Taitz, ESQ
Dated
06.24.2012
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Yulia Yun, am not a party to the above captioned case, I attest that I
served the defendants in this case with above pleadings by first class

mail through their attorney at the following address:
Deputy Attorney General

Jefferson Garn
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302 W. Washington Str.
5th floor
Indianapolis, IN 46204

Signed

Yulia Yun

Dated

cc Congressman Darell Issa
Chairman

House oversight committee

2347 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington DC, 20515

cc Congressman Lamar Smith
Chairman of the House Committee
On the Judiciary

2409 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington DC, 20515

Public Integrity Section
Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Ave, NW
Washington DC 20530-0001
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Inspector General
U.S. Department of Justice
Investigations Division
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Room 4706
Washington, DC 20530

Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights (OHCHR)
Special Rapporteur on the Situation of Human Rights Defenders

The Honorable Mrs. Margaret Sekaggya

Palais des Nations

CH-1211 Geneva 10, Switzerland

International Criminal bar Hague

United Nations Commission for
Civil Rights Defenders

Orsolya Toth (Ms)

Human Rights Officer

Civil and Political Rights Section
Special Procedures Division

Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights

Taitz v Elections Commission 60B(1) motion for Relief from judgment due to error



Inter -American Commission on Human Rights
1889 F Street, N.W.. Washington, D.C., 20006 U.S.A..
Tel.: 202-458-6002, 202-458-6002. Fax: 202-458-3992.

Luis Del Castillo

President International Criminal Panel
luisdelcastillo@bpi-icb.com

Barreau Pénal International Criminal Bar

Barcelona Secretariat:

Avenida Diagonal 529, 1°2* 08025 Barcelona, Espafia
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PROPOSED ORDER

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT
MARION COUNTY

DR. ORLY TAITZ, ESQ ) Case NO. 49D 141 203MI 12046
KARL SWIHART )

EDWARD KESLER )
BOB KERN

FRANK WEYL )
v )
ELECTIONS COMMISSION )

SECRETARY OF STATE OF INDIANA

Under Rule 60B(1) due to flagrant error of fact case Taitz et al v

Elections commission et al is ordered to be reinstated immediately

Signed

Honorable judge S.K.Reid

Dated
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EXHIBIT 1

ORDER TO DISMISS FOR FAILING TO FOLLOW REQUESTS



Marion County Circuit Court Clerk

Elizabeth L Winte, Clegk W 122 0TIV 0 RINTY ST NG
MHEE WASHING [UN STREET

[NTHANAPUL IS IN e 2008-30% ]
(31T 337447

Civil Case Summary Results

Thu Jun 21 19:51:57 EDT 2012

Entry Detail

Case:

ORLY TAITZ DR VS.ELECTIONS C_OMMISSEON

Cause Number:

49D141203MI012046

Suffix:

Case Status: 0 |
Event Date: 06/12/12 o |
Last Updated By: OCWS016

Judge: S K. REID, JUDGE

Event Type: 99999 -

Event :
Description: -

JACKET ENTRY: PETITIONER'S(ALL) IN PERSON PRO SE;
RESPONDENT COMMISSION BY COUNSEL; COURT CONDUCTS
HEARING ON PENDING MOTIONS; ORAL ARGUMENT
HEARD:COURT ORDERS CASE DISMISSAL FOR FAILING TO
FOLLOW REQUESTS

****End of Record(s)****
Return to Case Summary

If you want to perform a new name search, click HERE.

Return



EXHIBIT 2
DOCKET OF

TAITZ V ELECTIONS COMMISSION SHOWING NO REQUESTS EVER
MADE




RUN DATE 0&/20/12
15:11:1%

RUN TIME

CAUSE NUMBER 49D141203MT012046

CASE ACTIVITY REPORT

CASE STATUS
DATE FILED

CASE CAPTION

CASBE TITLE

COMPLAINT

ORLY TAITZ DR
KARL SWIHART

BOH KERN

EDWARD KESLER
FRANK WEYL VS.
HLECTIONS COMMISSION

CASE COMMENTS

PARTY TYPE
PARTY NAME
PARTY ADDR

ATTY -MAME
ATTY ADDR

COMMENTS

PARTY ‘TYPE
PARTY NAME
PARTY ADDR

ATTY -NAME
ATTY ABDR

COMMENTS

BARTY TYPH
PARTY NAME

PARTIES INVOLVED

DEFENDANT
ELECTIONS COMMISSION

JEFFERSON GARN
302 W WASHINGTON ST 5TH FLOOR
INDIANAPOLIS IN 46204

PLAIRNTIFF

ORLY TAITZ DR

29839 SANTA MARGARITA PEWY BTE 100
RANCH SANTA MARGARIT CA 92688

PRO SH

PLAINTIFF
KARL SWIHART

OPEN
o4 /12/12




PR TR | e

RUN DATE 06/20/12
15:11:15

RUN TIME

PARTY ADDR

NTTY -NAME
ATTY ADDR

COMMENTS

PARTY TYPE

SR .

CASE ACTIVITY REPORT

460 AUSTIN DR
AVON IM 46123

PRC SE

PLAINTIFF

PARTY NAME EDWARD KESLER

PARTY ADDR 3070 & LEISURE PIL,
WEST TERRE HAUTE IN 47885

ATTY -NAME PRO SE

ATTY ADDR

COMMENTS

PARTY TYPE PLAINTIFF

PARTY NAME BOR KERN

PARTY ADDR 1040 N DELAWARE STREET
INDIANAPOLIS IN 46202

ATTY-NAME FRO SE

AT'TY ADDR

COMMENTS

PARTY TYPE PLAINTIFF

PARTY MNAME FRANK WEYL

PARTY ADDR 701 H BRENTWOOD LANE
MUNCIE IN 47304

ATTY - NAME PRO SBE

ATTY AIDR

COMMENTS

CASE CHRONOLOGY
EVENT TNFR ;
__DATE _ TYPE  CNSL __EVENT TEXT

0D3/23/12 STOLB *

CASE PILED.

S HEBNAAWALY WAL S & W WA At Rl AN e A

JUDGE
D

CRDER

_BOOK

PAGE




REPORT 1D JUSROOBAZ
RUN DATE D6/20/12
RUN TIME 15:11:1%

03/27/12

n3/27/12

04/04/12

04/1G/12

04 /10712

D4/ Lo 12

04/12 /12

04/12/12

Q4a/32/12

p4i/16/12

04/16/12

(4/16/12

04/16/12

04/17/12

04/37/12

08/0%/12

SEQOl ¥

SEQOY ¢

CECEE I

ATO04  *

DVooE  *

99899 =

59995 *

sTega

MS00L

STO06

99999

AT004

nvaeoq

DVO0%

99999

PESR LCHN CUHNL L WD A LRt SRR o
CARSE ACTIVITY REPORT

SUMMONS SERVED BY CORPORATE SERVICE OM
A BUSTINESS ON 03/27/12 AT 12:18 PM.

SUMMONE SERVED BY CORPORATE SERVICE ON
2 RUSINESS ON 03/27/12 AT 12:00 P

MOTION TO RECUSE JUDGE SHAHEED, FILED
BY PLAINTIFFS

ATTORNEY JEFFERSON GRRM FILES
ADPEARANCE FOR DEFENDANT.

MOTION FILED. MOTION TO DISMIES
PRTTTTONERS "MOTION TO RECUSE JUDGE
SHAHEED UNDER RULE 790F INDIANA RULES
OF TRIAL PROCEDURE", FILED BY
REPSONDENTS BY COUNSEL

JACKET ENTRY:MOTION FOR JUDGE RECUSAL
15 GRANTED

CLERK FILES NOTICE OF APPOINTMENT OF
SPECLAL JUDGE DURSUANT TO TRIAL RULE
794 AND APPOINTS HONORABLE S.K. REID
AS SPECIAL JUDGE-PARTIES NOTIFIED

CASE HAS BEEN TRANSFERRED TO
49D141203ME012046

CASE IIAS BEEN TRANSFERRED FROM
49D011203MI012040.

MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT FILED BY

RESPONDENTS

MOTION TO DISMISS FILEL, BY
RESPONDENTS

OBJECTION TO TAITZ'S APPEARANCE FILED
BY RESPONDENTS

ATTORNEY KATE SHELBY FILES APPEARANCE
FOR RESPONDENT.

MOTION HTLED. TO RECUSE JUDGE SHAHEED
UNDER RULE 79 OF INDIANA RULES OF
TRIAL PROCEDURE IS GRANTED FILED BY
PLATNTIEF

MOTION FILED. FOR SANCTIONS FILED BY

RESPONDENTS

FIREST AMENDED COMPLAINT INJUNCTIVE
RELIRF; PETITION FOR EMERGENCY STAY
UNDER AOPA PETITION FOR DECLARATORY

SH902

SHe02

SHeo2

BHa02

REB54

RESG4

RE894

RE&S4

REB94

REH94

REB94




RUN DATE 06/20/12
RUN TIME 15:11:15

05/21/12

05/21/12

05/231./12

05/21/12

05/21./12

05721712

05/21/12

05/21/12

05/21/12

0606/ 12

06/06/12

06/06/12

06/06/12

HROO1

AALS]

ARG5S

99999

39899

99999

AAQLY

STOLl4

STO23

ST023]

SkEOD1

SEOOL

SEQDY

SE001

CASE ACTIVITY REPORT

RELIEF; COMPLAINT FOR FRAUD NEGLIGENCE
BREACH OF FIDUCIARY DUTY FILED BY
PETITIONERS

CAUSE SET ¥FOR PENDING MOTIONS ON REB94
06/12/12 AT 01:30 OCLOCK P.M.

NOTICE OF SPECIFIC HEARING WAS SENT TO

KATE SHELBY.

NOTICE OF SPECIFIC HEARING WAS SENT TO
JEFFERSON GARN.

JACKET ENTRY: COMES NOW THE HOMNORABLE REB94
S.K. REID AND HEREBY ACCETPS

APPOINTMENT AS SPECIAL JUDGE 1IN

INSTANT CASE

RESPOHNDENTS SUBMISSION OF PROPOSED REE94
DRDER

RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TG PETITIONER'S RE894
"PETITION FOR EMERGENCY INJUNCTIVE
RELIEF/PETITION FOR DECLARATORY

RELIEF" AND REPLY IN SUPPORT OF
RESPONDENTSMOTION 'TO DISMISS, MOTION

TG STRIKE APPEARANCE OF ORLY TAITZ,

AND MOTION FOR SANCTIONS FILED BY
RESFONDENTS

COURT APPROVES CRDER SETTING HEARING REBS4
FOR 061212 AT 1:30 PM

CASE IS5 DISPOSED BY DEFAULT JUDGMENT RER94

# %24 *DISREGARD ERROR®*#* %%

CASE STATUS I8 CHANGED FROM OPEN TO REBS94
DISPOSED.

CASE STATUS TS CHANGED FROM DISPOSED
TO OPEN.

SUBPOENA, TNDIVIDUAL SERVED BY
CORPORATE SERVICE ON A BUSINESS ON
06/06/12 AT 10:13 AM.

SUBPOENA, INDIVIDUAL SERVED BY
CORPORATE SERVICE ON A BUSINESS ON
06/06/12 AT 10:13 AM.

SUBPOENA, INDIVIDUAL SERVED BY
CORPORATE SERVICE ON A BUSINESS ON
06/06/12 AT 10:13 AM.

SUBPOENA, INDIVIDUAL SERVED BY
CORPORATE SERVICE ON A BUSINESS ON




REPORT
RN DATE

ID JSSRO0B2

86/20/12

RUN TIME 15:11:15

06/06/12

os/06/12

us/08/12

06/08/12

0s/08/12

s g o

06/12/712

06/12/12

06/12/12

06/312/12

06712712

ee/12/12

06/12/12

SEQ0

59999

AT004

95999

SE001

9949499

99999

Dvooa

9599

99999

29999

AAOLA

AZO10

MARION COUNTY JUSTICE AGENCY
CASE ACTIVITY REPORT

06/0G6/12 AT 10:13 AM.

SUBPOENA, TMDIVIDUAL SERVED BY
CORPORATE SERVICE OM A BUSINESS ON
06/06/12 AT 10:13 AM.

OPPOSITION TO 052112 PLEADINGS BY THE  RE894
DEFENDANTS AND MOTION FOR SANCTION

AGAINST THE DEFENDANTS AND THEIR

ATTORNEY'S FOR FRAUD ON THE COURT,

COMPLICITY IN COMMITTING FRAUD AND
HARASSMENT AND INTIMIDIATION OF THE
FLAINTIFF-WHISTLERLOWERS NUNC PRO TUNC

MOT LOM

ATTORNEY EKERRY W KIRCHER FILES RE8G4
APPEARANCE FOR MNON-PARTY REP. RANCY
PELOST,

NOTICE OF OBJECTION TO SUBPOENA FILED REBS4

BY NON-PARTY REP. NANCY PELOSI

SUBPOENA, THNDIVIDUAL SERVED BY O/CO
SHRF-COPY ON 06/08/12 AT 11:59% PM.

CORRESPONDENCE RECIEVED FROM ARIZONA RE894
SECRETARY OF STATE RE: BUBPOENA

BRYAN LEE CIYOU FILES LIMITED RE894
APPEARANCE FOR CHARLIE WHITE

MOTION FILED. TO INTERVENE FILED BY RE894
CHARLIE WHITE

CONSOLIDATED MOTION TO QUASH AND/OR RE894
PROTECTIVE ORDER AND/OR REFERRAL TO

MARION COUNTY PROSECUTORS OFFICE

AND/OR SUPREME COURT FILED BY BRYAN L

CLIYQU

MOTION/REQUEST FOR ALLOWING MEDIA AND RE8%94
VIDEGO RECORDING IN THE COURTROOM FTLED
BY PLAINTIFF

NOTICE OF A EAR COMPLATNT AGAINST REB94
DEFENDANTS AND THEIR ATTORNEYS TO ALL

PARTIES AND THEIR ATTORNEYS AT RECORD
FILED BY PLAINTIKF

COURT DENTES ORDER ON PLAINTIFF'S RE894
REQUEST FOR ALLOWING MEDIA AND VIDEO
RECORDING

COURT APPROVES ORDER ON PETITION TO REB94
ENTERVENE

v .

b



EXHBIT 3
DECLARATION OF ORLY TAITZ

I, Orly Taitz, am a licensed attorney in the state of California and
admitted to all courts in the state of California, gth circuit Court of
Appeals, 3rd Circuit Court of Appeals, Supreme Court of the United
States, International Criminal Bar Panel in Haague and pro hac vice

in multiple courts around the country. I am licensed for 10 years.
[ attest under the penalty of perjury
1. I never received any requests from the court

2. After the order of dismissal was entered, I checked the chronological
docket and there are no requests from the court on the docket

either.

3. I never failed to follow any requests as there were never any requests
from the court. My co-plaintiffs did not fail to follow any requests,
as the docket shows no requests from the court whatsoever, either to

me or any other plaintiffs.

4. In my professional opinion as a licensed attorney, who is not licensed

in Indiana, but licensed in multiple other courts, order of dismissal
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represents a clear error of fact, which is exacerbated by the fact that
this is a matter of national importance dealing with the most
egregious fraud, forgery and possibly reason committed by
defendants by allowing a foreign national Barack Hussein Obama to
be on the ballot in the State of indiana in clear code violation by
using a last name, which is not legally his and all forged

identification papers.

5. In my professional opinion of a licensed attorney with 10 years of
experience and admitted in multiple courts (not in Indiana)
including multiple Courts of Appeals and Supreme Court of the
United States, the order to dismiss needs to be reversed

immediately due to flagrant error and due to national importance.

I attest to above under the penalty of perjury. Declarant further says

g

/s/ Dr. Orly Taitz, ESQ

naught.

06.24.2012
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