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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
WESTERN DISTRICT OF MISSOURI

KANSAS CITY DIVISION
CIVIL COMPLAINT
)
Harold-Ray: Stanley, )
Plaintiff )
) 06
vs. ) '0?52°cv.w -
) * GAF
The Honorable Jack Grate ) Case No.:
In his official capacity and in his )
personal capacity, )i
) VERIFIED
Lester D. Wight, Esq. ) COMPLAINT and ‘
) JURY DEMAND
)
Marcia E. Stanley )
Defendants )
COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY
AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF;
DAMAGES FOR CIVIL RIGHTS VIOLATIONS AND;
. INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS
AND
WRIT OF MANDAMUS
L Parties to this Civil Action
A. Name of Plaintiff Harold-Ray: Stanley -
Address ¢/o 10707 E. 240" St

Peculiar, Missouri 64078
e-mail; hstanlev(@casstel net
Phone: 816-210-5905

B. Defendant, Jack Grate, is a judge in the Sixteenth Judicial Circuit of Jackson County

Missonrt at Tndenendence Missonr
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C. Additional Defendants:
Lester Wight, Esq., is an attorney in the State of Missouri, with office in
Independence Missouri, representing Plaintiff”s ex-wife Marcia E. Stanley.
Marcia E. Stanley, to the best of Plaintiff”s knowledge, is employed as a cafeteria

manager for the Lee’s Summit Missouri school district.

IL. Statement of Claim
Plaintiff, Harold-Ray: Stanley, pro se with assistance of counsel, brings this
action to obtain redress for the deprivation and conspiracy to deprive Plaintiff of his
federally protected rights as hereafter alleged, for intentional infliction of emotional
distress, as well as for declaratory, imjunctive, compensatory damages, and ptnitive
damages relief. The claims are based on conspiracy of the defendants through a se‘ri es of
ultra vires judicial proceedings culminating in ex parte ultra vires conduct exercising a
flagrant abuse of judicial arrest power designed to improperly deny the Plaintiff his First,
Fifth and Fourteenth Amendment United States Constitution civil ri éhts.
STATEMENT OF THE FACTS

1. Harold-Ray: Stanley permanently separated from Marcia E. Stanley in September 1994,

2. Harold Ray: Stanley was granted his petition for dissolution of his marriage to Marcia E.
Stanley in December 2000 by the Sixteenth Circuit Court of Missouri, Jackson County
Missouri. (Sixteenth Judicial Circuit Court Case Number DR96-08993)

3. Marcia E. Stanley was awarded substantially ali of the marital property, both real
property and household property.

4. Harold Ray: Stanley was awarded his personal belongings, and most of the marital debt.

5. The court awarded substantial alimony against the former husband to the former wife

which he naid for nearlv 4 vears after the dizanhition
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6.

10.

il

Harold-Ray: Stanley’s wage earning capacity as an electrical engineer serving the electric
utility industry, was severely reduced in the electric utility industry.collapse following the
Enron scandal in late 2001. As it became clear in 2002 and 2003 that this circumstance
was substantial and continuing, Harold Ray: Stanley, through counsel, filed a Motion to
Modify Maintenance on April 7, 2004,

Defendant Jack Grate entered an Order of Contempt against Harold Ray: Stanley on July
1, 2004, following a May 14, 2004 hearing on the issue of alimony payment arrearages.
An incomplete Order of Contempt was first entered on May 26, 2004, over 5 months
prior to Harold-Ray: Stanley’s presentation of evidence concerning his inability to pay.
Harold-Ray: Stanley’s evidence concerning inability to pay was first entered on
November 5, 2004, some 7 months after his Motion to Modify Maintenance was filed on
April 7, 2004

Defendant Jack Grate, on November 8, 2004, reduced Harold Ray: Stanley’s alimony
obligation by 17%, in the face of evidence that Harold-Ray: Stanley’s earning capacity
had reduced over 30%, and Harold Ray: Stanley had fully depleted all retirement savings
in 2003 and 2004 to pay virtually all alimony demands through September 2004,
Defendant Jack Grate, on February 24, 2005, added the threat of incarceration for failure
to pay the full alimony demanded by the Court orders.

On March 24, 2005 the Plaintiff, pro se, removed his state action to this Federal District
Court pleading newly created 42 U.S.C. § 1983 violations by Defendants Marcia E.
Stanley and The Honorable Jack Grate. (United States District Court, Western Missouri
District Case Number 05-0281-CV-W-GAF). (Appendix A: Notice of Filix;g of Notice of
Removal filed in Sixteenth Judicial Circuit Court of Missourn)

On March 25, 2005 counsel for the Plaintiff telephoned Defendant Lester Wight, Esq.
Plaintiftf”s counsel told Lester Wight removal of the state action had been effected to the

Western ™istrict of Missournt Federal Distnct Court with nroner notice to the Clerk of the
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14.

15.

16.

17.

18.
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Sixteenth Judicial Circuit Court of Missouri. Counsel also faxed Defendant 1ester
Wight, Esq. the date stamped Notice of Removal. Plaintiff also mailed the removal
documents to all defendants in the U.S. mail.

On March 25, 2005 counsel for the Plaintiff made special appearance before Defendant
The Honorable Jack Grate, providing a copy of the Clerk’s stamped notice of removal,
and informing Defendants that removal to the Western District of Missouri Federal
District Court had been effected on March 24, 2005, and that Sixteenth Judicial Circuit
Court of Missouri no longer had jurisdiction, there was no jurisdiction for the contempt
hearing as scheduled for March 25, 2005, and that Harold-Ray: Stanley was not going to

appear.

. On September 9, 2005, this Federal District Court issued a Scheduling and Trial order for

the removed case.

On October 25, 2005, this Federal District Court dismissed the case as requested by
Marcia E. Stanley through counsel. The case was not remanded back to State court.

On November 15, 2005, Defendant The Honorable Jack Grate acting in concert together
with Les Wight, Esq., 1ssued a Notice of Hearing for December 9, 2005,

On November 28, 2005, Harold Ray: Stanley informed the State Court that it was
without jurisdiction to proceed on this case, citing 28 U.S.C 1446 (d).

Lacking all jurisdiction, on December 9, 2005 the Defendant The Honorable Jack Grate,
acting in a ministerial, not neutral adjudicator capacity, in concert with the other
defendants did knowingly, willfully, wantonly, and with malice enter a contempt order
and bodily commitment order and issue an arrest warrant ex parte, ultra vires, that is still
in effect today against the Plaintiff. (Appendix C: Judgment Entry, Review of Contempt)
Lacking any jurisdiction because the federal court had dismissed the case, on
January 5, 2006, Defendant The Honorable Jack Grate issued an Order to Show

Cause. Order was received bv Harold-Rav: Stanlev on Jamarv 12 2006 and
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19.

refused on January 13, 2006 for lack of jurisdiction. (Appendix D: Refusal of
Order to Show Cause)

All Defendants together conspired to deny the Plaintiff his federal constitutional rights by
persistent litigation in state court absent any jurisdiction in that forum and after they

voluntarily sought dismissal of the action when it was in federal court.

20. The conspiratorial conduct of the Defendants has deprived the Plaintiff the exercise of his

2L

22.

23

24.

25.

civil rights, i.e. First Amendment right of association with family, friends, and
professional colleagues in Missouri, Fifth Amendment, inter alia, right to travel in,
around and out of Missouri, and Fourteenth Amendment due process and equal protection
rights.

COUNT 1

DECLARATORY RELIEF

Plaint:iff alleges and incorporates 1-20 above,
The Plaintiff is entitled to the protections of the First, Fifth, and Fourteenth Amendments
of the United States Constitution liberty interests, particularly the right of association,
right to travel, right to due process and equal protection.

COUNT 11

DEPRIVATION OF CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS AND PRIVILEGES

Plaintiff alleges and incorporates 1-20 above.
Plaintiff is entitled to the due process of law under the First, Fifth and Fourteenth
Amendments of the United States Constitution.
Defendant The Honorable Jack Grate, acting under color of state law in his ministerial
capacity, officially and personally, contrary to then well known law knowingly and
wiltfully entered impermissible extrajurisdictional ultra vires orders depriving the

nlaintiff of his Fourteenth amendment due nrocess richts
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26.

27.

28.

29,

30.

31.

The Defendants were informed of the law, by Plaintiff’s and Plaintiff”s counsel’s
repeated notices. The law was well settled and known to a reasonable person, to the
Missouri Bar, and to the Missouri Judiciary at the times of the ex parte ultra vires orders.
To this date, Plaintiff has not received any notice, or been provided with any |
memorandum of law, that might lawfully revive the case reposed by this Federal District
Court on October 25, 2005, Over 8 months have expired since Plaintiff’s November 28,
2005 notice to the court of lack of jurisdiction; the notice of lack of jurisdiction stands as
a no-answer default judgment in favor of the Plaintff.

All Defendants, acting under color of state law, acted to deprive the Plaintiff of his First
Amendment right of association, Fifth Amendment right to travel and Fourteenth
Amendment due process right by participating in an ex parte ulira vires hearing on
December 9, 2005, communicating ex parte and ultra vires on matters of law to the
detriment of the Plaintiff, and conspiring to effect on December 9, 2005 an ex parte ultra
vires contempt, bodily commitment order, and arrest warrant against him. Such conduct,
under color of state law, has resulted in the Plaintiffs loss of civil rights.

All Defendants, in concert, under color of state law, caused the Plaintiff the deprivation
of his civil rights under the First, Fifth and Fourteenth amendment.

The law on divestiture of state court jurisdiction after proper removal should have been
well settled and known to a reasonable person, the Missouri Judiciary, and Missouri state
attorneys at the time of the ex parte ultra vires conduct and abuse of judicial arrest power
effecting the civil rights violations noted herein. |
All Defendants knowingly conspired, under color of state law, with deliberate
indifference, via the improvident abuse of judicial arrest power, and deprivation of due
process and liberty interest when they initiated and continued ex parte ultra vires state

court nroreedines to denrive the Plaintiff of his civil richts
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32.

The conduct of all Defendants, under color of state law, to deprive the Plaintiff of his
liberty interest and due process rights under the First, Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments

is actionable.

COUNTIN -

CONSPIRACY TO DEPRIVE PERSONS OF EQUAL PROTECTION OF THE
LAWS

Plaintiff alleges and incorporates 1-20 above.

All Defendants conspired, and perhaps with others currently unknown to this Plaintiff, to
deprive the Plaintiff of equal protection of the laws and of equal privileges and
immunities under the laws, as further set forth in Count I above. The conspirators, all
acting under color of state law, committed some acts in furtherance of the conspiracy
which included participating in ex parte judicial hearings, communications, and issﬁance
of contempt order, commitment order and arrest warrant to the Jackson County Sheriff’s
Department for the arrest of the Plaintiff,

As a result of the conspiracy, the Plaintiff was injured by Defendants in his ability to
associate with family, friends, professional colleagues; to travel into and out of the state
of Missouri; to work at his profession; he suffered loss to his reputation; was deprived of
his right to the exercise of his pursuit of happiness and; was deprived of the rights and

privileges as a citizen of the United States, as are more fully set forth in Count L

COUNT IV
INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS
Plaintiff alleges and incorporates 1-20 above.
The conduct of all Defendants was odious, perverse, and outrageous, to relish in the
delight of repeated ex parte ultra vires conduct to deprive the Plaintiff his freedom and to
utterly disregard and flaunt voluminous federal law denying them the authority to which

thev exercised self agorandizement of mrisdictiom
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38

39.

40,

41].

42

43,

44,

45,

All Defendants, willfully, wantonly, and with reckless abandon, lacking authority, and
being fully aware of the damage such conduct would inflict on the personal and |
professional reputation of the Plaintiff as well as the emotional distress such conduct
would inflict proceeded to improperly wield and abuse their arrest power.
As a result of the conduct of all Defendants noted above the Plaintiff has suffered severe
emotional and psychological distress relating to fear of imprisonment, loss of emotional
bonding with his children and his wife’s grandchild, loss of personal and professional
reputation and loss of present and future professional opportunities.
Relief

INJUNCTIVE RELIEF
Plaintiff alleges and incorporates 1-39 above.
The Plainiiff has and continues to be subject to the ultra vires arrest warrant that dénies
him his liberty interest and constitutional rights of association, travel and due process,
inter alia.
The Plaintiff is entitled to temporary and permanent injunctive relief from the conduct of
the Defendants which resulted in the deprivation of his civil rights.

WRIT OF MANDAMUS
Plaintiff alleges and incorporates 1-39 above.
This Court is authorized to issue a Writ of Mandamus to the Sixteenth Judicial Circuit
Court of Missouri to quash its ultra vires December 9, 2005 contempt/ commitment
order, to quash the state arrest warrant in effect against the Plaintiff, and to expunge all
records since proper removal from State court on March 24, 2005.
The state court lacked jurisdiction from the time of removal to federal court, as the case

was dismissed, not remanded.

Do you claim the wrongs alleged in your complaint are continuing to occur at the

[P o
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Yes. According to the Missouri CaseNet ® web site, the arrest warrant remains in effect.

Do you claim actual or punitive monetary damages for the acts alleged in your
complaint?

Yes

Count Il judgment against each Defendant, jointly and severally for compensatory

damages in excess of $ 1,000,000, punitive damages for each Defendant's wilful,
outrageous and malicious conduct to be in excess of $3,000,000; the costs of his suit and
attorneys' fees; nominal damages, and such other and further relief as the Court may
deem proper.

Count IIT, judgment against each Defendant, jointly and severally for compensatory

damages in excess of $1,000,000; punitive damages for each Defendant's wilful,
outrageous and malicious conduct to be in excess of $3,000,000; the costs of his suit and
attorney's fees; nominal damages, and such other and further relief as the Court may
deem proper.

Count 1V, judgment against each Defendant, jointly and severally for compensatory
damages in excess of $1,000,000, punitive damages for each Defendant's wilful,
outrageous and malicious abuse of arrest power in excess of $3,000,000; the costs of his
suit and attorneys' fees; nominal damages, and such other and further relief as the Court

may deem proper.

Counsel
Do you have an attorney to represent you in this civil action?
No.

A Have you made any effort to contact a private attorney o determine if he
or she would represent you in this civil action?

No

R If vou answered ves state the names and addresses of the attormevs
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contracted, and give the results of those efforts.

C. If you answered no, state your reasons why no such efforts have been
made.

Plaintiff was driven to the verge of bankruptcy by support orders on three
separate occasions: June 1998, May 2001, and February 2005. Since
March 2005, Plaintiff has represented himself in court proceedings to limit
attorneys’ fees.

VII. Administrative Procedures

A Have the claims which you make in this civil action been presented
through any type of Administrative Procedure within any government agency?

Yes

B. If you answered yes, state the date your claims were so presented, how
they were presented, and the result of that procedure.

1. On January 23, 2006, Harold-Ray: Stanley petitioned the Missouri
Western District [State] Court of Appeals for a remedial writ
against the Defendants.

2. On January 24, 2006, the Missouri Western District [State] Court
of Appeals denied the petition without a reasoned opinion.
(Appendix E: Missouri Court of Appeals, Western District,
WD66453 Order)

3. On February 23, 2006, Harold-Ray: Stanley petitioned the
Missouri Supreme Court for a remedial writ against the
Defendants, restating the arguments presented to the appeals court,

4. On April 11, 2006, the Migsouri Supreme Court denied the petition

without a reasoned opinion. (Appendix F: Clerk of the Supreme

Conrt QOR75724 Owder)
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5. Plaintiff thereby exhausted all potential State court remedies for
the ex parte ultra vires civil rights violation conduct of the
Defendants.

C. If you answered no, give the reasons, if any, why the claims made in this
action have not been presented through Administrative Procedures,

4
Ffarold-Ray: Stanley’
All rights reserved

Signed this 6th day of September, 2006
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VERIFICATION

State of Missouri )

g

County of Cass )

Harold-Ray: Stanley, being first duly sworn under oath, presents that he is the
plaintiff in this action; that he knows the contents of the complaint; and that the
information contained therein is true to the best of his knowledge and belief,

At 4t

V4 Signature of Plaintiff or Plaintiffs

All parties must verify

Notary Public

e 12 27

My Commission Expires

JESSICA A. WILLIAMSB
NOTARY PUBLIC - STATE OF MISSOUR!
CASS COUNTY
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES APR 12 2nnT
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INDEX OF EXHIBITS
Appendix A - 24 March 2005 Notice of Filing of Notice of Removal .................... 4 pages
Appendix B — 28 November 2005 Former Husband’s Answer to Application for
Review of Contempt and Answer to Notice of Hearing........................... 3 pages

' Appendix C — 9 December 2005 Judgment Entry-Review of Contempt, and arrest
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
WESTERN DISTRICT OF MISSOURI

In Re Marriage of:
HAROLD STANLEY,
Petitioney
v.
Civil Case No.
MARCIA E. STANLEY, . .
Respondent 0 5 - 0 2 8 1 - C v W GAF
Assigned To:

and Third Party Defendants,
The HONORABLE JACK GRATE,
16" Judicial Circuit Court of Jackson County. Missouri,

in his official capacity and,

16™ JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT of JACKSON COUNTY, MISSOURI and,
The Hororable Juy A Daugherty, Presiding Judge, in his Official Capaciry and,

STEVE RENNE, Acting Director, Missour: Department of Social Services,
in his official capacity | and

MISSOURI DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL SERVICES

NOTICE OF FILING OF NOTICE OF REMOVAL
On March 24, 2005 HAROL.D STANLEY, pro se, filed the attached Notice of Removal
in the Office of the Clerk of the United States District Court for the Western District of
Missouri of his 42 U.S.C. 1983 claim in the Comenipt Proceedings Inre Marriage of Harold

Stanley v. Marcia E. Stanley Case No.: 16D96- 08993-02, -04.

DATED this 24th day of March, 2005.
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arold R. 8tarll&y, pro se
10707 E. 240th Street
Peculiar, MO 64078
Telephone: 816-779-4284

E~-mail: hstanleyv(@casstel.net

fipenctic
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CIVIL COVER SHEET ATTACHMENT LISTING THIRD PARTY DEFENDANTS:

The HONORABLE JACK GRATE,
16™ Judicial Circuit Court of Jackson County, Missour,

in his offieial capacity and,

16% JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT OF JACKSON COUNTY, MISSOURI and,
The Honorable Jay A. Dauvgherty. Presiding Judge, in his Official Capacity and,

MISSOQURI DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL SERVICES, and
Steve Renne, Acting Director. in his Official Capacity

Apfem/ﬁc A
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IN THE CIRCUI'T COURT OF JACKSON COUNTY, MISSOURE
ATINDEPENDENCE

IN RE THE MARRIAGE OF;

) }
HAROLD STANLEY, } o
Petitiener, ) 3
and } Case No.: 16DRYG-08993-04 T
}  Division 17 R
MARCIA STANLEY, ) -
Respondent. ¥ ==
t~J -
¢

Former Hushond’s Answer (o Application for Review of Contempt
angd Answer 1o Notice of Hearing

Comes now the former husband, Flarodd Stanley, gro el 1o inform this cowt it s
without rbabeion e entartain the fonmer wite's Application ror Review for Uontempt
becanse thrs actron, af the requeest of the former wile was dismrssed 1 federd conn
parstin e foederal dianot conrn order dited Ocpoher 250 2005 D Aacheds
Cr 24 N areh 2005 the Tormer hasband properly comoved this agtion o tedora
vttt ol poriced ol o tes and die Clovk of this count Goee attached dhie <tarpod
23 Nareh 2003 Nobce ol Filing of Notce of Removal Sled wirn the clork of this
Doty )

Huemoval was proper ander 28 LSO o8 149310 1346 and 1447

3o Purstant o 28 LS O s (3,

28 US O 44 (dy Pramptdy atter the filing of such notice of
removal of a aivil acien the defendant or defendants shall give
written notice thereot te alb adverse parties and shalt file a copy
of the notice with the clerk of such State court, which shall effect
the removal and the Stae court shall procesd no further uniess
and untit the case is remanded.

4 The disteict court has not remanded this action o this court

feuﬁ X )Q
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50 O July 19 2003 the former wife, though counsel, moved the district court {o
dismass this setion. {Attached Motion}

& On October 25, 2005 the éit;.Lrict court dismissed zll elaims. b did not remand.

7 By action of the former wite, through counsel, this action was reposed

% The former wifc 1s estopped from any further proceedings as she requested
dismissal

9 The former wife had a choeice to move For remand or move for dismissal and
chose e tatler

T The tormer wite did not avail herselfof o procedure 1o pormz thiv coat 1o

reasstime jutisdicton theretore she st e estopped oo siezpting soeh

! Pesation e

i N . P T S Fupe i PR v L . e e P ey [P, .
: : Foa fi ot chioosing the Fommer wile must s B sbospsvd Pren ety o

; von e g reposed sovon i this cowrt which fachs jun odor cbimra sy

woondd arerndies the former hueband

; old W Srandey, piro sy
i FOT I 0th Street
! Povulur, MO G dUTS
( Pelephone S1o-770.1284
{ Fomal on s et et
fc'.n&z‘)(




Thu oct

5 22:36:28 2006

816-773-4284 P. 21

CERT f:!"l CATE OF SERVICL

I hereby cenrtify that on the 28th day of November, 2065, [ cansed a true and
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF JACKSON COUNTY, MISSOURI
AT INDEPENDENCE

iN RE THE MARRIAGE OF:

Harold Stanle

10707 E. 2407 Street
Peculiar, MO 64078
S55# 492-60-4265

)

)

)

)

)

)

)
Petitioner, )

) -

v, ) Case No. 18DR86-8883-02
)

Marcia Stanley )
)

Respondent. )

JUDGMENT ENTRY
REVIEW OF CONTEMPT

Now on this givziay of December, 2005, after the parties were duly notified of a
review, at which time appeared Respondent in person and through counsel, Les Wight |
and the Petitioner appeared not. The Court heard evidence concerning the payment of
monies ordered to be paid by Petitioner to Respondent that were subject of this court's
contempt order of July 1, 2004

After hearing the evidence, the court makes the following findings and orders:

The Pstitioner and Respondent received a Dissolution of Marriage from this Court
-on December 21, 2000.

In said order the Petitioner was ordered to pay Respondent the sum of One
Thousand Five Hundred and no/100 Dollars {$1,500.00) each month beginning January 1,
2001 as and for maintenance.

Patitioner failed to make said maintenance payments as of the time of filing the

A’;fgn;/i‘ X




Thu oct

5 22:36:28 2006 816-773-4284 P. 23

application for contempt in the amount of Four Thousand Five Hundred Twenty-Nine and
no/100 Dollars (84,529.00} and since has made payment of $2500.00 leaving a hatanca of
$2029.00 unpaid. Petitioner has ignored previous provisions for payment and the stay of
execution ordered in this matter.

Said continued faillure or refusal to pay said maimtenance is without justification and
shows the Petitioners continued contempt of this Court’s Order. Petitioner has filed
unnecessary legal actions in Federal Court and has caused Fetitioner te incur attorney
fees not normally needed in this type of action.

The Court makes further findings consistent with the following orders:

T 1S THEREFORE, ORDERED ADJUDGED AND DECREED, that Petiticner is
Remains in contempt of this Court for his willful failure and refusat to pay maistenance to
Respondent in the amount fotaling Twe Thousand Twenty-Nine and nef100 Dalflars
{$2,029.00) and that a capias shall issue immediately.

IT1S FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Respondent have
judgment against Petitioner in the amount of Five Thousand and no/100 Doliars
{$5,000.00) as and for attorney fees and in default thereof, let execution issue therefore.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Petitioner shall

pay the costs of this action.

Date Judge

ATREE O
CECINT G RT OF
COURT ADWENEL
TEPARTRAENT
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IN PHE CIRCUIT COURT QF JACKSON COUNTY, MISSOURI
' AT INDEPENDENCE

IN RE THE MARRIAGE OF:

Harold Staniex
10707 E. 240" Street
Peculiar, MO 64078
SS# 402-60-4285

Petitioner,

v Case No. 16DR96-8993-02
Marcia Staniey

730 B SE London Way
Lee’s Summit, MO 54081
S5# 497-60-7622

e M T o S St o e et et et et Sekt” e et St St

Respondent,

TO THE COURT ADMINISTRATOR
JACKSON COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS AND
THE JACKSON COUNTY SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT
GREETINGS:
NOW THEREFORE, you are hereby commanded to attach the body
of Harold Stanley, hom September 27, 1953, Social Secunty Number 482-60-4265, and
have him celivered over into the custody of the Jackson County Depariment of
Corrections and thereafter brought before me to be dealt with according to law or release
him only after he has purged himself of his Contempt on this Cowrt upon which this
Citation and Order is issued by payment of Two Thousand Twenty-Nine and no/100

Dollars ($2,029.60} to the Respondent herein.

Page 1 of 2
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I

IT1S FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that this matteris set for
m;&_ 2008 am.m. for review of Petitioner's compliance with this Courl's
l Orders.
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Petitioner shall

pay the costs of this action.

12]4/05 % ot

Date  F ° Judge \./

R L N

P (SR
LRV A

Approved as to Form:

Page 2 of 2
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF JACKSON COUNTY, MISSOURI
AT INDEPENDENCE

IN RE THE MARRIAGE OF:
HAROLD STANLEY,
Petitioner,
and Case No.: 16DR96-08993
Division 17
MARCIA STANLEY,

Respondent.

REFUSAL OF QRDER TO SHOW CAUSE

Comes now the former husband, Flarold Stantey. propric persoin, 1o intonn this
court s without jursdiction o emornun the former wife’s Apphoation for Confempr
Crtation dated Decomber 150 3007

booNotice of fackh of turiasdicuon was senved Noversber 28 2005 In the manne

presenbod byl o ths cowrt and on the former wide s sttornes A Tached)

20 s court subeunenthy provided no evidence of Tavetul jurisdiction in this mang
300 Sce uvsdiction was nod estabhshed timely atter service of nesiee, the netive of

tack of junsdicrion stands by defauit
4 The former wate must now be estopped from attempting o revive a reposed sction
in this court which facks ursdichion.
I{espgﬁf‘tll_ig,sub1{1}_§;zedt all rig
AR A S :
w}/ f L ’~,JL.’_ ’ 7 fo i
..f.',.';%t_n...m b .MJ* g ke [
Harold-Ray: Stanity, propria persona
c/o 10707 E. 240th Street
Peculiar, MO 64078
Telephone: 816-779-4284
E-mail. hstanieyi@cassied net

higreserved,

e

'/?ch//nc ) ’
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IN THE CiRCUIT COURT OF JACKSON COUNTY MISSOURI

AT INDEPENDENCE
IN RE THE MARRiAGE OF: )
: )
Harold Stanley y
10707 E. 2407 Street )
Peculiar, MO 64078 3
SS# 492-60-4265 }
)
Petitioner, )
' )
" )
)
Marcia Stan%ey )
! 730 B SE London Way )
Lee's Summit, MO 64081 3
SS# 49%603?622 )
)
Respondent. )

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE

Upon motion of the Respondent in this cause. g_a:gd il appearnng to the Court that

the Petitioner. has willfully and intentionally failad to'pay mainienance. pursuant to this
court's order, to wit: i
T IS HEREBY ORDERED. thatyou, {jﬂ id R Stanley, Peliticner herein, appear

. of the Circuit Court of

before the Honorable /%

Jackson County, Missourl in the de:_” o0 C‘ounty Courthousa 308 West  Kansas,

independence, Missouri on the s Lo 2008, at o

M. to then and there s
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MiISSOUR!I COURT OF APPEALS
WESTERN DISTRICT

STATE OF MISBEQURI, ex ref
HAROLD-RAY: STANLEY,

Relator,

.

woDee4sh3
THE HONORABLE JACK GRATE,
THE HONORABLE JAY DAUGHERTY,
LESS WIGHT, Esq.,

Tt M e M ke St

Respondents,

RDER

Petition for Wit of Prohibition is in proper form and is hareby denied.

Dated this 24" day of January 2006,

i ———
s

< - "M“M _“,// i
Ronald R. Ho"Tgar
Fresiding Judge - Writ D/ws:cn

Harold L. Lowenstein, J., concurs,

ce:
The Honorable Jack Grate
The Honorable Jay Daugherty,
Less Wight, Esq.,

Harold-Ray: Stanley

ﬂfffw/ix E
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. STATE OF MISSOUERI
i POST OFFICE BOX 130
i THOMAG F. SIRO™ JEFFERSON CHIY, MISS0URI TELEPHOME
CLERK 65102 AT 751-4144

: | April 11, 2006
| ~ Mr, Harold-Ray: Stanley

; - ¢fo 10707 East 240th Street

5 Peculiar, Missourt 54078

1n re: State ex rel. Haroid-Ray: Stanley, Relator, vs. The Honorable Jack
j f Grate, Respondent,
Supreme Court No. 5087524

i
i -
' Dear Mr. Stanley:
i This is to advise that the Court this day entered an order in the above-
; entitled cause, a copy of which is herewith attached.
]
1‘ .
: Very trulty vours,
|
| _ T
% RS i e
; . L !
i Cletk
5
;
i - Attachment
|
; e M Los D. Wight
! Honorable Jack Grate
| ‘

&/M‘x F
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In the Supreme Court of Missour

Jarnary Sessior 2006

© State ex rel. Harold-Ray: Stanley,

1

Relaror,

_ No. SC87524 MANDAMUS

" The Henorable Jack Grate,

Respondent.

Now at this day, on consideratior: of the petition for writ of imandamus aerein

- to the szid respondent, it is ordered oy the Court here thar the said petition be, and
* the same 1s hereby cenied.

STATE OF MISSCURI-Set.

I Thomas F. Simon. Clerk of the Supreme Court of the Srate of Missout,

© cartify taat the foregoing is a full and complete trangeript of the Judgment of said
- Supreme Court, entered of record at the January Session therzof, 20006, and on the

11th day of April, 2006, in the above-cititled cause.

WITNESS my hand and the Seal
of tae Supre:ns Court of Missoun,
at my office i the Uity of Jefferson
this 11:h day of April, 2006.

Zﬁ;ﬂf X oy

KM+ Jitebaie. DC
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