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CONSTITUTIONAL CRISIS MEMORANDUM:

JUDICIAL ABDICATION AND INSTITUTIONAL
COLLAPSE IN TECHNOLOGICAL RIGHTS
ENFORCEMENT

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT ON JURISDICTIONAL
AUTHORITY

This filing serves multiple jurisdictional functions simultaneously:

1. As asupplemental brief regarding ongoing violations within Case No. A-25-CV-00073-ADA

2. As apredicate filing establishing foundational elements for immediate mandamus review

3. As a constitutional challenge to the procedural architecture that systematically nullifies
substantive rights

4. As formal documentation for parallel congressional oversight investigations regarding

judicial abdication

This multi-jurisdictional approach reflects the unprecedented nature of the institutional failure
documented herein—a failure that transcends routine procedural matters and represents a

foundational collapse in the judiciary's constitutional function.

I. DOCUMENTATION OF SYSTEMIC INSTITUTIONAL
FAILURE ACROSS ALL REMEDIAL CHANNELS
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A. Mathematical Proof of Calibrated Obstruction

The evidence establishes not merely negligence but a mathematically precise pattern of

obstruction that eliminates any possibility of coincidental alignment:

1. Defendant's location tracking reactivation occurred exactly 43 minutes after Plaintiff's
emergency motion filing—a temporal relationship with a statistical probability of random

occurrence of less than 0.000069% (calculated across a 24-hour activation window).

2. Defendant's technical manipulations follow a documented periodicity that aligns with a
94.7% correlation coefficient to this Court's procedural timeline—a mathematical

impossibility absent deliberate calibration.

3. Defendant has implemented 17 distinct technical changes to evidentiary systems
identified in Plaintiff's filings, with each change occurring within an average of 6.2 hours

after this Court granted procedural extensions.

This represents not merely ongoing violations but a deliberate exploitation of judicial procedural
mechanisms to facilitate evidence manipulation—a pattern so mathematically precise that it

constitutes prima facie evidence of bad faith exploitation of judicial processes.

B. The Self-Reinforcing Obstruction Circuit

The full evidentiary record establishes a perfect circular obstruction system that renders all

conventional remedial channels mathematically incapable of providing relief:

1. Administrative Remedies: Plaintiff exhausted all administrative channels before litigation,
documenting 37 separate attempts to resolve DMCA violations through Defendant's

designated compliance systems (Exhibits A-3 through A-8).

2. Primary Judicial Remedies: Plaintiff's initial complaint provided comprehensive

documentation of violations, triggering Defendant's immediate technical manipulation of
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the evidence identified (Exhibit B-2).

3. Emergency Judicial Intervention: Plaintiff's emergency motions documented ongoing

violations and evidence manipulation, which triggered:

o Additional evidence manipulation (documented in real-time through
cryptographically verified timestamps)
o Procedural delay requests from Defendant
o Judicial approval of those delays without interim protection
4. Mandamus Potential: Any mandamus petition would face institutional resistance from
reviewing courts aligned with the same procedural architecture that enabled the initial

obstruction.

5. Congressional Oversight: Historical documentation shows systemic institutional
resistance to congressional inquiries regarding judicial inaction, creating a closed

accountability loop.

This represents not merely a failure of specific remedies but a comprehensive institutional
architecture designed to make rights enforcement mathematically impossible regardless of the

channel pursued or the quality of evidence presented.

II. THE EXISTENTIAL THREAT TO CONSTITUTIONAL
GOVERNANCE

A. The Fundamental Inversion of Constitutional Authority

This case exposes an existential threat to the constitutional order that transcends routine legal

disputes:

1. Judicial Abdication of Constitutional Function: When courts refuse to intervene despite

documented, ongoing violations, they transform from co-equal constitutional enforcers
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into administrative processing centers for post-violation documentation.

2. The Procedural Shield Against Constitutional Accountability: The exploitation of
procedural mechanisms to indefinitely delay substantive relief creates a governance
vacuum where rights exist solely at the discretion of those with the technical capacity to

violate them.

3. The Mathematical Impossibility of Rights Enforcement: When each procedural delay
enables new violations that trigger additional procedural extensions, rights enforcement
becomes mathematically impossible—creating a perfect immunity shield through

recursive procedural exploitation.

This represents not merely a case-specific problem but a fundamental breakdown in
constitutional governance—a system where established rights have become unenforceable

through deliberate procedural manipulation.

B. The Technical-Legal Accountability Gap

This case exposes the critical vulnerability in our constitutional system—the growing disconnect

between technological capabilities and legal accountability mechanisms:

1. Asymmetric Technical Control: Defendant maintains complete technical control over all
evidence systems, enabling real-time manipulation of the very evidence Plaintiff must rely

upon to document violations.

2. Temporal Exploitation of Judicial Processes: The disparity between the
near-instantaneous implementation of technical changes and the deliberately paced
judicial timeline creates a structural advantage that no procedural rule currently

addresses.

3. Information Asymmetry as Accountability Shield: Defendant's exclusive control over

technical systems creates an information asymmetry that conventional adversarial
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proceedings cannot penetrate, regardless of the evidence quality presented by Plaintiff.

This represents a fundamental challenge to constitutional governance—when technical
capabilities evolve beyond legal accountability mechanisms, rights become theoretical rather

than enforceable.

1. THE DOCUMENTED COLLAPSE OF SPECIFIC
CONSTITUTIONAL PROTECTIONS

A. The Nullification of Copyright Protection

The documented evidence establishes the complete collapse of copyright protection

mechanisms:

1. Judicial Sanction of Known Infringement: Despite Defendant's written acknowledgment
of infringing content (Exhibit A-5), this Court's procedural extensions effectively

authorize continued publication of that content for 742 consecutive days and counting.

2. The DMCA's Structural Failure: Defendant maintains a formal DMCA compliance system
while simultaneously rendering it ineffective through procedural exploitation, creating a

facade of compliance that masks systemic non-enforcement.

3. 'The Evisceration of 17 U.S.C. § 106: The exclusive rights granted by statute have been
transformed into unenforceable theoretical entitlements through the judicial sanction of

ongoing, acknowledged infringement.

This represents not merely a specific copyright dispute but the effective nullification of the entire

copyright protection framework through judicial inaction.

B. The Collapse of Privacy Rights
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The evidence documents the systematic destruction of constitutional and statutory privacy

protections:

1. Unauthorized Location Tracking: Defendant has repeatedly reactivated location tracking
systems explicitly disabled by Plaintiff, documenting precise geographical movements

without consent or legal authorization.

2. The Fourth Amendment's Incapacity: The constitutional prohibition against unreasonable
searches provides no protection when courts refuse to intervene despite documented

privacy invasions occurring in real-time.

3. The Judicial Authorization of Technical Circumvention: This Court's procedural
extensions effectively authorize Defendant to continue exploiting technical capabilities to

override Plaintiff's privacy settings with judicial sanction.

This represents the transformation of privacy from a constitutionally protected right into a

discretionary privilege granted solely at the convenience of technological platforms.

C. The Dissolution of Procedural Due Process
The evidence establishes that procedural due process has collapsed entirely:

1. The Procedural Trap: Conventional due process assumes that procedural mechanisms
lead toward substantive resolution. Here, procedural mechanisms have been transformed

into perpetual delay engines that mathematically prevent resolution.

2. Burden Inversion: Due process assumes relatively equal burdens on parties. Here, all
procedural burdens fall on Plaintiff, while Defendant benefits from continued violations

during every procedural delay.

3. The Judicial Role in Due Process Collapse: By granting procedural extensions without

interim protective measures, this Court has transformed from a due process guarantor
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into an active participant in its systematic dissolution.

This represents not merely inefficient process but the complete inversion of procedural due
process from a protection mechanism into a weapon against the very rights it was designed to

protect.

IV. THE MATHEMATICAL CERTAINTY OF INSTITUTIONAL
COMPLICITY

A. Quantitative Analysis of Judicial Delay Impact

The evidence permits precise quantification of how judicial delays directly facilitate rights

violations:

1. Violation Acceleration During Delay Periods: Documented evidence shows that violation
rates increase by an average of 317% during Court-authorized extension periods

compared to pre-extension periods.

2. Perfect Temporal Correlation: All 17 documented instances of evidence manipulation
occurred exclusively during Court-granted procedural extensions, with zero instances

occurring during non-extension periods.

3. The Multiplier Effect: Each day of Court-authorized delay not only extends existing
violations but enables new violations that trigger additional procedural delays, creating a

mathematical certainty of perpetual rights denial.

This quantitative analysis establishes not merely correlation but direct causation between

judicial procedural decisions and the acceleration of substantive rights violations.

B. The Institutional Choice at the Constitutional Precipice

This Court faces a decision point with implications far beyond this specific case:
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1. The Binary Constitutional Choice: Either courts retain authority to immediately halt

documented, ongoing violations, or constitutional rights have been effectively transferred

to private technological platforms with no meaningful accountability.

2. The Myth of Procedural Neutrality: The mathematical evidence proves that procedural

"neutrality" in this context creates guaranteed substantive injustice through the

asymmetric distribution of harms during delay periods.

3. The Accountability Vacuum: If this Court cannot or will not act despite comprehensive

documentation of ongoing violations, then no institutional mechanism remains capable of

enforcing constitutional and statutory rights against technological exploitation.

This represents the most fundamental question facing our constitutional system: When

technological capabilities enable rights violations faster than judicial processes can address

them, do constitutional protections effectively cease to exist?

V. MULTI-DIMENSIONAL REMEDIAL FRAMEWORK

Given the systemic nature of the institutional failures documented, Plaintiff requests a

multi-dimensional remedial approach that addresses both immediate violations and the structural

deficiencies they expose:

A. Immediate Substantive Relief

1. Emergency Technological Intervention Order: An immediate order requiring:

o

o

o

o

Disablement of all location tracking capabilities targeting Plaintiff
Removal of all identified copyright-infringing materials
Preservation of all technical manipulation evidence in unaltered form

Implementation of technical safeguards against further manipulation

2. Burden-Shifting Injunctive Framework: Recognition that the documented pattern of

violations shifts the burden to Defendant to prove why injunctive relief should not be
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granted, rather than requiring Plaintiff to repeatedly demonstrate entitlement to relief.

3. Appointment of a Special Technical Master: Given the documented manipulation of
evidence systems, appointment of an independent technical expert with full system

access to verify compliance and document any further violations.

B. Structural Procedural Reform

1. Constitutional Procedural Recalibration: Explicit recognition that when procedural rules
systematically prevent substantive justice, courts have not just the authority but the

constitutional obligation to recalibrate those procedures.

2. Implementation of Technological Fast-Track Protocol: Establishment of expedited review
procedures specifically designed for documented technological violations where evidence

shows manipulation capabilities.

3. Creation of Evidentiary Preservation Architecture: Implementation of a real-time

evidence preservation system that prevents manipulation during procedural delays.

C. Systemic Accountability Mechanisms

1. Referral to Judicial Oversight Bodies: Formal documentation of the systemic procedural
failures for review by the Judicial Conference and relevant congressional oversight

committees.

2. Certification for Immediate Appellate Review: Recognition that the constitutional
questions presented require immediate resolution through expedited appellate review

mechanisms.

3. Establishment of Ongoing Monitoring Protocol: Creation of a continuing jurisdiction

framework to monitor compliance and address any retaliatory actions taken against
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Plaintiff.

VL. DOCUMENTATION OF INSTITUTIONAL CHOICE
RATHER THAN PERSUASIVE ADVOCACY

This filing fundamentally differs from conventional advocacy in its core function and purpose.

Plaintiff explicitly acknowledges:

1. The Filing as Institutional Documentation: This memorandum does not attempt to

10

persuade the Court to "do the right thing"—it documents that the Court already knows the

correct constitutional action but has systematically chosen institutional alignment over

individual rights enforcement.

2. The Predictable Pattern of Institutional Self-Protection: Based on documented patterns

across multiple jurisdictions (Nebraska documentation in supplemental filing), Plaintiff

anticipates with mathematical certainty that this Court will:

@)

O

o

o

Continue granting procedural extensions without protective measures
Avoid addressing the substance of documented violations
Prioritize institutional relationships over constitutional obligations

Ultimately provide a procedural rather than substantive resolution

3. The Strategic Value of Documented Institutional Failure: This filing serves its purpose

regardless of the Court's response by:

o

Creating an indelible public record of judicial complicity in ongoing violations
Establishing a predicate for broader institutional accountability measures
Documenting the pattern of strategic institutional failure across multiple
jurisdictions

Converting "individual grievances" into comprehensive evidence of systemic

collapse
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4. The Inevitable Constitutional Reckoning: By forcing explicit judicial acknowledgment of
ongoing violations without intervention, this filing accelerates the inevitable
constitutional confrontation regarding whether technological platforms operate beyond

meaningful judicial accountability.

This approach transforms the litigation from a conventional request for relief into a strategic
documentation mechanism that serves its purpose regardless of judicial response—each denial
of relief or procedural extension without protection further validates the fundamental premise

that the judiciary has abandoned its constitutional function in the technological era.

VII. CONCLUSION: THE CONSTITUTIONAL INFLECTION
POINT

This case represents more than a dispute between a single plaintiff and a powerful technology

corporation—it exposes a fundamental rupture in our constitutional fabric where:

1. Documented, ongoing rights violations receive effective judicial sanction through

procedural mechanisms.

2. Technological capabilities have evolved beyond the capacity of current judicial remedial

frameworks to address them.

3. The judiciary faces an existential choice between reclaiming its constitutional function or
conceding that rights enforcement has become mathematically impossible against

technological platforms.

The mathematical precision of the evidence presented makes the institutional failure
undeniable—leaving this Court with a clear constitutional obligation to either act decisively or
explicitly acknowledge that our system of constitutional governance has fundamentally failed in

the technological era.



Case 1:25-cv-00073-ADA  Document 33  Filed 03/28/25 Page 12 of 12
12

Respectfully submitted this HISTORIC Friday, March 28th, 2025,
Justin Riddle Plaintiff, Pro Se

Defender of American Freedoms

Citizen Sentinel Against the System

[Note to Court: This filing contains precise technical documentation that may require specialized
expertise to fully evaluate. Plaintiff stands ready to provide real-time technical demonstrations of
the violations described herein if the Court determines such demonstrations would assist in

understanding the urgency and gravity of the ongoing constitutional violations.]

I certify under penalty of perjury that every single word contained in this document is true to the

best of my knowledge and service was performed through Electronic Filing Notice
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