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RM K. PATEL'S M OTION FOR INTERVEU ION AND M EM ORAN DUM  IN
SUPPORT OF GRANTING THE M OTION FOR INTERVENTION

1, T.E., T.E Raj K. Patel (pro se), the movant, respecfhllly move this United States

Distrid Court for the Southem  District of Florida to allow intervendon, either my right

or permissively. Local Rule 7.19 Fed. R. Civ. P. 24(a)-(b)(1)(B); and 42 U.S.C. % 1981(a),

1982, & 2000bb-1(a)-(c). The present dvil adion contairks a lawsuit agninqt ihe United

States to determine whether execudve Privilege was violated by a form er President of the
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United States, the Plaindff, Donald J. Ttump. I am interested in becoming President of
1

the United States and have a property right or interest of holding a pdvilege, protected

by the United States Corusdtudon and Acts of Congress, along with all the honors and

rights which come with the ''holdlingq'/ the office of the Presidency and its thenceforth
I

omnipresent, powerful titles/styles/precedent of 'l'he Honorable (The Excellent),

induding after leaving office. U.S. const. art. lV, j 2; z.lz U.S.C. j5 1981(a) & 1982;

Federalist Nos. 78 & 80; and M adison, Monday, June 18, in Committee of the whole, on

the proposidons of Mr. Patterson & * . Randolph, The Records of f7V Federal Convention of

1787, vol. 1, pp. 285-291, New Haven: Yale Univ. Press, 1911, Edited by M ax Farrand,

https: / poll.liber/ond.org/dtle/farrr d-le-records-of-le-federal-convention-of-l787-

vol-1#lf0544-01 head 163; Madison, Monday, Jtme 25, in Convendon, The Records of the

Fcffem/ Convenûon of1787, vol. 1, pp. 398-405, New Haven: Yale Univ. Press, 1911. Edited

by Max Farrand, https: / kon.liber/slnd.org/d:e/farrand-le-recol'ds-of-le-federi-

convention-of-1787-vol-1#V05G -01 head 210,. Yates, M onday, Jtme 25, in ConvenEon,

'I'he Records of f/zc Federal Convention of 1787, vol. 1, pp. 410-416, New Haven: Yale Univ.

Press, 1911, Edited by Max Farrand, https:/ / oll.libertyfundaorg/dtle/farrand-le-

records-of-i e-federz-convention-of-l787-vol-l#lfoso -ol head 211) and M ason,

Monday Jtme 4, in Committee of the whole, The Records ofthe Fdflcrc! Convention of 1787,

vol. 1, pp. 285-291, New  Haven: Yale Univ. Press, 1911, Edited by M ax Farrand,

ht-tps: / pon.libertyfund.org/dde/farrr d-le-records-of-the-fedet-al-convention-of-l787-

vo1-1#lf0544-01 head 080.

One. lf the m atter is dedded against the Pmsident of United States, I have a

statutory protected right that will be violated, and evenif lam appointed by the Electoral

College President, the holding and corksequendal precedendal value of this Court's

disposidon ''of the acion may as a pradical matter (wi11) impair or impede Emyl ability

2
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i
l
1

to proted (myl interest, llnless exisung T adequaiely represent thatinterest. Fed. R. civ.
1

P. 24(a)(2). 2
I

i
Two. In addidon, I have a ''daim or defense that shares with the m ain adion a

r

'

com mon quesdon of 1aw or fad'' about executive Privilege, as intended by the Fram ers

of the Uxuted states consdtcmon. U.s. const. art. lv, 9 2 & art. vt j 1 referring to

Gdevance 20, Ded. of Indep. (1776).

Three. Next, tbis Court m ust allow intervendon because the Federal Religious

Freedom Restoradon Ad, 42 U.S.C. jj 2000bb et seq., gives me an ''tmcondidonal right''

to intervene and msset't a daim or defense of the interest of holding the Presidencp wltich

is a religious right, as it as a polidcal right too. Fed. R. Civ. P. 24(a)(1). Burwell v. Hobby

Lobby Stores, Inc., 573 U.S. 682, 736-7 (2014) (Kennedy, J., concurring) (''In our

consdiudonal tractidon, freedom  m eans that all persons have the right to believe or strive

to believe in a divine creator and a tlivine law . For those who choose tltis course, free

exerdse is essendal in preserving their own dignity and in striving for a self-definidon

shaped by their relisous precepts. Free exerdse in tltis sellse implicates more th=  just

freedom of belief. See Can*ell v. Connecticut, 310 U.S. 296, 303 (1940). lt means, too, the

l'ight to express those beliefs and to establish one's religious (or nonreligious) self-

definldon in the polidcal, dvic, and economic life of our larger commllnity.v).

Four. Next, tltis Court m ay allow intervendon because the Federal Religious

Freedom Restoration Ad, 42 U.S.C. jj 2000bb et seq., gives me a ''condidonal right'' to

intervene when my free exerdse of religion is expected to be substantially burden. Fed.

R. Gv. P. 24(b)(1)(A). Buw ell, 573 U.S. at 736-7.

Therefore, lm ove that tltis court allow  intervendon. Local Rule 7.1.

W ELL-PLEADED COM PLAW T STANDARD S

3
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''(A) pro se (interveniion), howèver inartfully pleaded, must be held to less
!

stringent standards th>  folm al pleadings drafled by lawyersx'' Erict on v. Pardus, 551

U.S. 89, 94 (2007).

STATEMEN: oy FAc'rs

1. 1, Raj K. Patel, the Plaindff (pro se), am a dtizen of Indianapolis, Indiana.

A. On September 2, 1992, I was bom ln New Jersey.

B. From  2009-2010, I was the Student Body President of ihe Brow rksburg

Commllnity School Corporadon (''B.C.S.C.'') (corporate sovereign 2009-

present) in Brownsburg, Indiana.

C. From  2010-2010, 1 attended Em ory Uxtiversity in Atlanta, Georgia, and 1

graduated w1f.14 a Bachelor of Arts in Polidcal Sdence and cum laude in

Religion. 1 received an all-A average.

D. From  2013-2014, I w as the Student Government Assodation President of

Emory University, Inc. (corporate sovereign zolypresent) in Atlanta,

Georgia.

E. From  2015-2017, Iwas enrolled atthe University of Notre Dam e Law School

as ajuris dodor candidate. I voltmtary separadon of leave in good standing

in November 2017. See also Compl., Patel v. United States, No. 1:21-cv-2004-

LAS (Fed. Cl. 202-). Most Presidents of the United States, and the Framers

of the United States, have been lawyers, read in the law, as currently

prepared by 1aw schools. I have completed the minim llm 1aw school

graduadon credit hours as required by the American Bar Assodadon (e.g.

68 credit hours), but not the University of Notre Dnme's insiittldonal

requirement of 90 credit hours, w1t14 22 remaining credit hours not

com pleted yet.

4
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p'
F lhave been tmder the corustant lawless use of a stress weapon, which causes

I

stress and physical and méntal incapadtadons and adversides. See also Patel

?J. United States, No. 1;21-cvQ004-LAS (Fed. C1. 202-), Dkt. 10, ay'd in part &

r>'ff in part, No. 22-1131 (Fed. Cir. 2022), ECF 44, pending ccrf., No. 22-5280

(U.S. 202-).

G. ln addition to my styles/itles, through my heritage, by my blood/legal-

parents, I am Top 1% of Amedcans, in terms of income and cash-on-hand.

H. Donald J. Trump, the Plaindff, is a Republican, and the main acdon states that he

is the likely 2024 Republican Nadonal Comm ittee's nominee. Dkt. 1 at 5.

lH. I am  a Dem ocrat.

I w as the co-Founder and Vice Chair of the lndiana I-tigh School Dem ocrats.

V. l-Iinduism, an O1d Religion from lndia, Whatriya religion. Cf. Dkt. 1 at 19.

W . Despite the differences of polidcal pardes, my relison requires me to honor and

respect the Head of State, and a fellow-Kshatriya - a fellow statesperson in the

I-lindu ecdesiasdcal interpretadon of the happenlngs tm der the Consdtution.

W 1. Following the norm s and varna of this sodal group and caste wins the favor of

Vishnu, God.

VIH, Possibly United States showing diskust in future colored presidency or presidents

who might not have white-skixwcolor in them. 42 U.S.C. jj 1981-2.

IX. Ihis com ple t follows.

A RGU M EN T

''Intervendon m ay be dmely fied even if it occurs after a case has conduded.''

Comm 'r, Ala. Dl'f of Corr. v. Advance Local Media, LLC, 918 F.3d 1161, 1171 (111 Cir. 2019)

(internal dtadorks omitted).

Fed. R. Civ. P. 24(a) - Intervention of Right

5
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i
;''At the heal.t of tltis case is Rule j24(a)(2), wltich governs intervendon as of dght.

As relevant here, Rule 24(a)(2) provides that a court must permit anyone to intervene

who, (1) Ioln Hmely modon, (2) claims an interest reladng to the property or trarksadion

that is the subject of the action, and is so situated that disposing of the acdon may as a

practical matter impair or impede the movant's ability to proted its interest, (3) unless

exisdng parties adequately represent that interest.'' Berger v. N. Carolina Sf. Conference of

the NAACP, No. 21-248 * 27 (U.S. Jun. 23, 2022) (internal quotadons removed).

An Ad of Congress is not required to discharge dudes of the Privileges and/or

Tmmllnities Clauses. In re Neagle, 135 U.S. 1, 2 & 98-99 (1890).

1. Movant-ltaj K. Patel's motion is ''timely'' filed.

'l'he m ain complaint was iniiiated less th>  a week ago, on August 22, 2022.

Comm 'r, 918 F.3d at 1171. Therefore, tltis m odon for intervention is ''dmely'' under the

Fed. R. Civ. P. 24(a) & 24(b)(1). Berger, No. 21-248 * 27 (U.S. 2022).

2. Movant-Raj K. Patel has property interest of the Corksdtutional dout of the
Pdvileges of form er Presidehts of the United States, and m ovant-Ral' K. Patel has
a polidcal and /or religious interest in and from the transadions of the on-going
lidgation.

The dedsion on the m ain complaint will define and create an untenable precedent

about Presidential records and the use of vested shared powers between the incumbent

President and former Presidents, wltich effects movant-Raj K. Patel's religious inierest in

suppoO ng a former and current Head of State, the President, and I-tis Excellency's own

interest in atlaining and self-defining the Presidency. 44 U.S.C. 552203 & 2204(b)-(f); 42

U.S.C. jj 2000bb et seq.; and Burwell, 573 U.S. at 736-7. Currently, the President Trump

seeks a spedal m aster in accessing Defendant's records, but His Excellency Patel has an

interest in making sure the record access accords with Original Intent (as amended).

Further, it is im portant that inform adon-sharing and -restridiorts are not fettered with

6
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i

i
l

agaizkst an incumbent and former Presi/ent, as movant's polidcal partp like Presideni's
i
1 th United States letdng the pa/yTrllmp polidcal partp have determinately relied on e

and its party's presidendal nominee, victorp and successors can m ake fair use of
:

Presidendal records. U.S. cortst. art. W, j 1 referring to Paris Peace Treaty - Cong.

Prodamadon of Jan. 14, 1784. M ason, M onday June 4, in Commitlee of the whole, The

Records ofthe Federal Convention of1787, vol. 1, pp. 285-291, New Haven: Yale University

Press, 1911, Edited by M ax Farrand.

Therefore, movani-lkaj K. Paiel has an intervendon by right.

3. Existing partp Donald 1. Trllmp (R), do not adequately represent movant-Raj K.
Patel's (D) interests, as they have different succession interests or are from
opposing polidcal paG es.

W hile exisdngpardes arenotpolidcal rivals or arenot expeded tobecome polidcal

dval in 2024, espedally as movant-Raj K. Patel is not 35years of age, the movant and ihe

exisdng paG es are of different religious tradidons: President Trum p has openly

idendfied as Chrisdan and has descendent from  Christimw  as has President Biden, who

is Catholic, and m ovant-M r. Patel is Hindu and a descendeni of l'lindus. Therefore,

exisdng patlies cannot adequately represent the m ovant-M r. Patel's Hindu ecdesiasdcal

interpretation of our happenings.

In addidon, the exisdng paOes are ideoloscally different w1t14 different

cortsideradons and focuses, regardless of party affiliauon, and consdtudonalism. But cf.

Patel v. United States, No. 22-5280 (U.S. 202.3. Therefore, existing patlies caxmot

adequately represent m ovant-W . Patel's interest with ihe incum bent President and

form er President.

Next, the Defendant-united States of America in interested the preserving the

institution of the Presidency just as much as Plaintiff-president Trump and movant-Mr.

Patel, but Defendant is represented by the United States Depar% ent of Jusdce wltich

7
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anqwers not only to the current Presidezt but also to Congress and not the political pardes
I

or the general public or vohng popul/don and the United States Constitudon, unlike
l

Plaindff-president Trdlmp and movant-vr. Paiel. Dkt. 1 at 3. But cf. Id. at 12. Therefore,

exisdng pardes cannot adequately represent movant-o . Patel's interests in the case-at-

hand.

Lastly, the appoin% ent of spedal m aster will not stlffidently represent m ovant-

M r. Patel's interest in the precedential effect of the venerable lineage of the m ain adion.

As it currently stands, the spedal m ater will only address the Presidential Records Act as

applied to President Trttmp and his records. Dkt. 1 at 14 & 15. M ovant-M r. Patel's

com mon quesdon of 1aw is em bedded and necessary to answer for the m ain action to be

rtlled in favor of President Trump. But, tmlike m ovant-W . Patel, current pardes asstlm e

complete consdtudonality of the Presidendal Records Ad, and, thus, exisdng paxlies

cannot adequately represent m ovant-O . Patel's interests in tltis tranqacdon. M ason,

Monday Jtme 4, in Committee of the whole, The Records of the Feffcrf?/ Convention of 1787,

vol. 1, pp. 285-291, New Haven: Yale Univ. Press, 1911, Edited by M ax Farrand.

For each of these reasolw  m ovant-M r. Patel has an intervendon by right.

Fed. R. Civ. P. 24(b) - Permissive Intervention

'Tederal Rule of Civil Procedure 24(b) governs permissive intervent'on.

Permissive intervention...is appropriate where a partf s daim or defense and the main

acdon have a quesdon of law or fad in com m on and the intervention will not unduly

prejudice or delay the adjudicadon of the rights of the original pardes. Mf. Hawley Ins.

Co. v. Sandy Lakes Propsv Inc., 425 F.3d 1308, 1312 (111 Cir. 2005) (alteradon added;

quotadon marks and dtadon omitted). A distrid court has broad discretion to allow or

disallow permissive intervention even if both of those requirements are metl.) Chiles v.

Thornburgh, 865 F.2d 1197, 1213 (111 Cir. 1989) (alteradon added; dtadon omitted); see

8
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1
I
:

i
l

gls0 Tursom .f?. United Sflfcs, No. 20-G-20811, 2021 WL 3493207 * 3 (S.D. Fla. Aug. 9, 2021)
- l

!(noting that a district court can consider nlmost any factor rauonally relevant but enjoys
1

ivery broad discretion in granting or dçnying the motion). ln exerdsing that discredon,

the distrid court must consider whethér the intervenhon will unduly delay or prejudice

the adjudicadon of the oxiginal paG es' rights. Fed. R. Civ. P. 24(b)(3). Any doubt

concerrting the propriety of atlowing intervendon should be resolved ln favor of the

proposed intervenors because it allows the court to resolve a11 disputes in a single acdon.''

Hd. Sav. & Loan Ins. & rp. v. Falls Chase Special Tflxfag Dist., 983 F.2d 211, 216 (111 Cir.

1993) (dtadon omitted). M 'izing Tech. Servs. v. Bcrks/zirc Hathaway spccifl/f.y Ins. Co., 22-G-

20596 * 3 (S.D. Fla. Apr. 14, 2022) (internal dtations omitted).

1. Movant-Raj K. Patel's motion is ''timely'' filed.

R'he m ain complaint was inidated less than a week ago, on Augusi 22, 2022.

Comm'r, 918 F.3d at 1171. Therefore, tltis m odon for intervention is ''dm ely'' under the

Fed. R. Civ. P. 24(a) & 24(b)(1).

2. Movant-Raj K. Patel's ''claim or defense and...D onald 1. Trump/sl...main adion
have a quesdon of law or fad in comm on'' as to the legality of a form er President
of the United States keeping Presidendal records under the Presidential Records
Act and the consitutionatity of the Presidendal Records Act.

President Trum p's m ain action and the m ovant-o . Patel's intervendon have a

com m on quesdon of law about the corusdtutionality of the Presidendal Records Ad and

its applicability. M r. Patel raises ltis own corksdtudonal law argum ents wltich will help

this Cou/ adjudge the proposals made by President Trllmp. President Trump raises

other im portant consdtudonal quesdons of Fifth Am endm ent Due Process-Fairness and

Fourth Am endm ent-unlawful Search and Seizures. Dkt. 1 at 10, 12-4, & 18. Pardcularly,

m ovant-M r. Patel to address the Privileges and Imm tmides Clause as applied to

President Trump and other possible former Presiden/ of tlte United States. U .S. const.

9
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iart. 1V, j 2. See also U.S. const. amend. XIV, j 1, d. 2. Further, Amendment I and the

Federal RFRA 1aw allows for m ovant-iM r. Patel to assert this common daim and/or

deferse in this intervendon and to the m ain acdon because it im pacts ltis self-definition

as he tries to win the favor of God while and after holding the Presidency. 42 U.S.C. jj

1981-2; 2000bb et seq.; and U.S. const. amend. 1. U.S. const. art. W , j 1 referring to Pads

Peace Treaty - Cong. Prodamadon of Jan. 14, 1784.

Therefore, m ovant-M r. Patel aslqs the coud to allow permissive intetvention. In re

Neagle, 135 U.S. 1, 2 & 98-99 (1890).

3. GranEng the intervendon will not tmdttly prejudice the odginal pardes, as
movant-Raj K. Patel's is a necessary quesdon that the Court must anqwer in order
to proceed to the enforcem ent order under the Presidendal Records Ad and was
tim ely filed.

Prejudice to the pardes will not tmduly prejudice the original parties because the

m odon is dmely filed and m ovant-M r. Patel has not introduced new or unexpected

quesdorks of 1aw or fad; in fad, m ovant-M r. Patel only seeks to elaborate on a com m on

quesdon of law embedded in the m ain adion and original preceding. Fed. R. Civ. P.

24(b). Therefore, the existing pardes, President Trump versus the United States of

Americw w111 not be tmduly prejudiced.

CLAIM S

A1l paragraphs from above are incorporated into this sedion. Al1 of the following

daim s m ay be read together, in groups, or individually and each perm utation.

CLAIM  1. The application of Presidential Records Ad is beyond Congress' vested

POW GS.

A. U.S. const. art. 1, j 1. See also U.S. const. axt. W , j 1 referring to M ason,

Monday Jtme 4, in Committee of the whole, The Records of the Federal

10
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;

r
Convention of 1787, vol. 1,; pp. 285-291, New Haven: Yale University Press,

1911, Edited by M ax Farrand.

B. Harlow v. Fitzgerald, 457 '.U.S. 800, 811 n. 17 (1982) ('Yuits agairst other

offidals -  induding Presidendal aides -  generally do not invoke

separation-of-powers consideradons to the snme extent as stlits against the

President himself .'').

C. Printz v. United States, 521 U.S.898, 920-21 (1997) & Id. at 918 quodng

Princèality ofMonaco v. Mississippi, 292 U.S. 313, 322 (19M) (constituEonal

exemptions for local offidals).

D. In re GTE serpk: Corp., 762 F.2d at 1026-27. Federalist 80. In re Quarles &

Butler, 158 U.S. 532, 536-37 (1895) & United States p. Harris, 106 U.S. 629, 638

& 643-44 (1883).

E. Cnty. of Sacramento v. Lewis, 523 U.S. 833, 847 (1998) (not Fair Play ''when

Corusdence-shocking behavior is 'so Mbrutal' and Noffensive' that it Edoes)

not comport with tradiuonal ideas of fair play and decency./''l.

F. Rubin v. dnited States, 525U.5. 990, 990-91 (1998) (Breyer, J., dissendng from

denial of ce/iorari) (''The physical security of ga14 honorable) has a spedal

legal role to play in our consdt-udonal systemr). Id. at 995 (but for

privileges, there would be a loss of t'rust in enforcement). U.S. cortst, art.

1V, jj 1-2. Fed. R. Civ. P. 9(d).

G. 'Ihe Privileges and Imm llnides Clause is why the Am edcan people have

chosen to have a nadonal cortsdt-udonal governm ent; faithhllness to tltis

Clause defines the Nadonal Charader and ''the basis of the llnion.''

Federalist No. 80. 'Ihis Clause, wltich creates the totem  pole of lnierarchy of

11
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;

i
!
1

m aster, honors, and excellent, is not am endable, per the Treaty of Paris

(1783), and administers Sbvereignty of the Uztited States Corksdmtion.$

'

i

H . ''The Cidzerus of each State shall be endtled to allprivileges and lm m unities

of Cidzers in the several States.'' U.S. corkst. art. IW j 2, d. 1. Corpeld, 6 F.

Cas. 546, 4 WaSH.C.C. 371, No. 3230 (C.C.E.D. Pa. 1823) (W aslzington, J.).

The Consut-udonal hierarchy reqttires ''the exerdse of executive power jio

remainl accountable to the people.'' United States v. Arthrex, Inc, No. 19-

1434 at p. 23, 594 U.S. (2021) (Roberts, C.J., majority).

J. ''No State shall make or enforce any law which shall abddge the privileges

or immunides of dtizerks of the United States.'' U.S. const. amend. XIV, j 1,

d. 2.

K. An Ad of Congress is not required to discharge dudes of the Privileges

and/or Immunities Clauses. In re Neagle, 135 U.S. 1, 2 & 98-99 (1890).

Federalist 78. The Federal Governm eni ''comm ands obeclience'' to its laws

through the Privileges and Immllnides Clause tand to certain Privileges

and Immunides through the Full Faith and Credit Gause). Logan v. United

States, 144 U.S. 263, 295 (1892) & U.S. const. art. W, jj 1 & 2, d. 1 & amend.

M V, 5 1, d. 2.

L. Congress has bound each dlstrid judge to ''administer justice without

respect to persorus, and do equal right to the poor and to the rich,

and...faithfully and im partially discharge and perform  all the duties

incumbent upon...leach Honorableq...under the Cortsdtudon and laws of

the United States.'' 28 U.S.C. j453.

M . 'I'he Federal Governm ent ''comm ands obedience'' to its laws through the

Privileges and lmmunities Clause (and to ce/ain Privileges and Immuzzities
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1
lthrough the Full Faith and Credit Clause). Logan v. United States, 144 U.S.
l

263, 295 (1892) & U.S. covt. art. W, #j 1 & 2, d. 1 & amend. XIV, j 1, d. 2.
1

N. When enfordng the PHGI' eges and Immunities, the United States federal
i
igovernmenthas supremaq in protecting each ddzen and need not involve

State execudves or other governments. In re Quarles & Butler, 158 U.S. ai

536-37 & United States v. Harris, 106 U.S. 62% 638 & 643-44 (1883).

0. The Privieges and lmm llnities Clause dudes on the Federal Governm eni

are fotmdadonal and fundamental. See also U.S. const. art. W , j 1 referring

to the Ded. of Indep. (1776) & 'I'he Treaty of Paris (1783).

i. The President of ihe United States has the ftmdamental,

foundational, and oath-bound duty to enforce the United States

Cortsdt-udon. 3U.S.C. 5j301-03 & U.S. corkst. art. H, j 1, ds. 1 & 8.

ii. Like in the coniem porarp when an H erior officer is not established

by Congress, the President of the United States is diredly

resporksible to oversee the enforcem ent of the Privileges and

Im mtm ities Clause. Arthrex, No. 19-1434 at p. 23.

iii. Overall, currentlp T.H., T.H. (T.E.), T.H. (T.E.) Joe Biden, the

President of the United States, is the officer in charge of enfordng

the Pdvileges and Immunides Clause. See 3 U.S.C. j 303.

CLAIM  2. The application of lhe Presidential Records Act is in violation of the

Privileges and Imm unities Clause and substantive Due Process.

A. Equal Protecdon C1. in the Due Process Cl. and substandve Due Process. See

United States v. Windsor, 570 U.S. 744, 770, 774, 793, & 807 (2013) quodng

Bolling v. Shame, 347 U.S. 497 (1954).

B. See Claim 1.

13
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CLAIM  3. A form er President of the United States can law fully retain copies of
1

Presidential records, from either his/het/their own administration or from another

President's admiestrations, under ihe vested Powers of the President and the

Privileges and Imm unities Clause of the United Slates Constitution.

A. The Presidential Records Act m akes inform ation sharing w1:14 the Congress

and the public a shared resporksibility of the innlmbent President and

form er Presiden/.

B. As originally intended by the Fram ers, there were no term  limits on the

ntlm ber term s a natural-bornAm erican can serve as President of the United

States. As am ended by the United States, it seems that a person can be

President for a m axim llm of 10 years.

'l'he Lockean Document, consistent w1t.11 the Powers vested through

the Treaty of Paris (1983), made sure that previous Presidents

remained a pal't of the irksdtudon by allowing dtles and other

pensions.

The Framers, in addidon to m aintain the General W elfare, form ed

the Conslitudon as contem porary plutocrats and to prevent

unethical comm erdal conduct am ongst factions, divided into states.

1 . The Fram ers loathed polidcal parties as a way they challenged the

State's role of m aintain the Peace. However, from  the very beginning

of our current written Consdtudonal experience, political parties

have been inseparable and essendal to statecaft.

'Ihe only link between the United States and the polidcal pardes

wltich prevent a political party from  becoming the hegem on are the

current and form er Presidents of the United States.

14
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lN loV ng a fornler President access to records preserves and creates the
1

checks and balances whiclh are hlndamental to our Republic.
i
! ident here

, President Biden, can triggerWhile the incllmbrnt Pres ,
board nadonal security Pow ers to determine who has what

iftform adon, induding am ongst former Presidents, without such

concem s, there is not Consdtudonal permlssive power to limit a

former President from retaining copies of President records, as long

as they are securely kept. U.S. corkst. art. W , j 1 referdng to the

Treaty of Paris (1783).

ii. 'Ihe Fram ers deem ed the Text to be evolutionary for at least three

reasons (1) it can be amended, (2) it was a polemic calling on states

to approve and ratify and change the state of slavery w1t14 what will

be the Force of the newly-formed Union, and (3) it is intended to be

passed down to the generadorks of the Union's dvilizadon, as stated

in the Pream ble of the United States Cortsdtttdon.

iii. W bile there was neither a king nor noble house, the Framers, who

were yotmg at the start of ere of the callfor Independence, espedally

M aclison and Yates, intended that the Presidency would evolve

because form er Presidents will raise their own kids to be better

leaders thm4 they were. M adison, M adison, and Yates.

D. President Trum p has not converted or aided in the conversion of United

States docllm ents of Presidendal docllments.

E. Form er Presidents need to be able to access records quickly and effidently

and their copies in order to preserve their consideradons and executive

agreem ents. Dkt. 1 ai 5.

15
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!

1
:

J

2
F. The cttrrent adion is inconsistent w1t.14 ihe Fram ers' elidst and aristocratic

E

mindset accorded from tie Consdtutional Convendon,
1

G. The current happenings tn the main acdon require to me intervene and

exerdse my political rights to protect the institution of the Presidencp and

so I am able to exerdse the force of the Presidency in further the United

States Corksdtution, our sodal com pact, as m y religion requires me.

CLAIM  4. Appointm ent of Special M aster M IInot be sufficient to address the

claim s and interests which are a part of this inteN ention.

A. The spedal master will access the disdosures of adclidonal docum ents and

affidavits.

B. The spedal m aster will not address the consdtcm onality of the happenings

of the case and ihe siatute, the Presidertdal Records Act, wltich vests

subject-matter jurisdiction and its corkstit-udonalitp wltich challenges the

Pdvileges and Im mllnides Clause of the United States Consdtution. U.S.

corkst. art. W , j2.

CLM M  5. It is unclear who can enforce the Presidential Records Act and its

comm on law vestiges against the former Presidents.

Can T.H. T.H. (T.E.) T.H. (T.E.) Biden enforce the applied 1aw to T.H. (T.E.)

Trunap?

B. Can T.H. T.H. (T.E.) T.H. (T.E.) Biden enforce ihe applied law to T.H. T.H.

T.H. T.H. (T.E.) Obama?

C. Can T.H. T.H. (T.E.) T.H. (T.E.) Biden enforce the applied law to T.E. T.H.

T.H. (T.E.) Regan if Mr. Regan was sdll alive? T.E. comes from the Hme

when Regan was Student Government President. T.E. T.H. T.H. T.H. (T.E.)

16
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T.H. (T.E.) Nixon? T.E. comes from the dme when Nixon was Student
:

Governm ent President.

D. CM T.H. (T.E.) Trump enf' orce the applied 1aw to T.H. T.H. (T.E.) T.H. (T.E.)

Biden?

E. W hen does the United States Constitnm on allow for its authoritadve veil to

be pierced and allow the Com mander-in-chief to assert fiat to arrest m ore

authoritadvely powerful form er President?

CLAIM  6. rl'he Religious Freedom  Restoration Act has been violated because the

m ain action burdens m y ability of self-definition as President of the United States and

afterwards.

A. H ndtlism  requires me to be the best eleded offidal as possible and to

support the Privileges and lmm unides Clause of the United States of

Conslitudon. U.S. const. art. VI, j 2.

B. H nduism  reqtlires m e to support both President Biden and President

Trttmp as our Head of State, but the law is the King, here, in the United

States.

C. A violation of the King, the Law, would hinder my ability to President and

form er President of the United States. For instance, a change in the status

quo of how Pxesident Trum p allow ed for records to be kept risks

welcom ing radsm  into how incum bent Presidents might treat form er

Presidents or the radst effect a precedential holding can inspire in other

governments and polities and the business world. 42 U.S.C. jj 1981-2.

D. Thus, I m ust assert tlais daim , and find that President Trum p's acdons are

protected by the United States Consdtution's Privileges and lm m unities

Clause and/or substantive Due Process.

17

Case 9:22-cv-81294-AMC   Document 21   Entered on FLSD Docket 08/26/2022   Page 18 of 25



i

l
!

DEM AND FOR RELIEF
i

WI-IEREFORR The Excellent, The Excetlent Raj K. Patel, with the interest f'urther decency
i

witltin our Nadon and upholding' ottr Cozksdtution, asks tltisunited States Distdd

Court for the Southern Distrid of Florida to grant either a11 or som e of the

following relief :

Allow intervendon.

2. Relief descdbed in the daim s sedion above.

3. Find tm consdtuiionality of the Presidendal Records Act.

4. Other rem edies wltich the court m ight deem fit.

Respectfully submitted,

/ s/ Raj K. Patel
T.E., T.E. Raj K. Patel (pro sej
6850 East 21st Street
Indianapolis, IN 46219
M arion Cotm ty
317-450-6651 (ce11)
rajpzolo@gmail.com
www.rajpatel.live

J.D. Candidate, Notre Dame L. Sch. 2015-2017
President/student Body President, Student Gov't Ass'n of
Emory U., Inc. 2013-2014 (corp. sovereign zol3-present)

Student Body President, Brow nsburg Cmty. Sch.
Corp./president, Brownsburg I-ligh Sch. Sm dent Gov't
2009-2010 (corp. sovereign 2009-present)

Rep. from  the Notre Dam e L. Sch. Student B. Ass'n to the
Ind. St. B. Ass'n 2017

Deputy Regional Diredor, Yotm g Dem ocrats of Am .-lqigh
Sch. Caucus 2008-2009

Co-Founder & Vice Chair, Ind. l'ligh Sch. Dem ocrats 2009-
2010

Vice President of Fin. ttndep.l, Oxford C. Republicans of
Emory U., Inc. 2011-2012

18
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CERTIFICATE OF INTEREST
: .

1, '1R4E EXCELLENL THE EXCELLENT Raj K. Patel (pro se), mn appearing without
counsel. Giving Full Faith to the United States Corustiiudon, I use the Authodty of my
omnipresent Styles and Office in theselproceedings into wltic.h I avail m yself. U.S. const.
all. lV, j 1 & amend. XIV, & art. W , j 1 referring to the Treaty of Paris (1783) & Paris Peace
Treaty - Cong. Prodamadon of Jan. 14, 1784.

I have completed five (5) out of the six (6) semesters of my juris dr. candidacy at
the U. of Not're Dam e L. Sch. in South Bend, W ., where Iw as enrolled from  August 2015
to November 2017, and I have completed sixtreight (68) out of the ninety (90) credit
hours for a juris dr. candidacy at the Notre Dame L. Sch.

Sudu I have com pleted the m inim um nllm ber of credit hours required by the
accredidng Am. B. Ass'n (''A.B.A.'') to allow a 1aw schoolto accredit me ajuris dr. degree.

Amongst the grades in my juris dr. academic courses I received at the Notre Dame
L. Sch., l received an A-/A in contracts law, an A-/A in dvil procedure, and a B/A in
corustitudonal law, wlnile tmder W eapon S. ln the sllmm er of 2016, 1 worked as sum mer
assodate w1t14 the City of Atlanta Law DeparM ent in Atlanta, GA. In the sllm m er of
2017, I w orked as a sllmm er assodate at Barnes & 'Ihom burg LLP in Ittdianapolis, IN.

And, I hold a Bachelor of Arts in Poli. Sd. and cum laude in Religion from  Em ory
Uv Inc. of Ailanta, Georgia, and I attended both Oxford College and Emoty College, and
graduated, in 2014, w1t14 à 3.718/4.0 grade point average w1t11 no pass/fail grades.

Em ory U ., Inc. is ranked as a top-20 or top-25 U.S. News Tier 1 best national
universitp and the Notre Dame L. Sch. is ranked as a IZ5. News Top 25 best 1aw school
in the Urtited States.

lwas Student Body President of the Browrtsburg Cm ty. Sch. Corp. from 2009-2010
and Student Body President of Emory U., Inc. from  2013-2014. I was also the Notre Dame
L. Sch. Student B. Ass'n Rep. to the Ind. State B. Ass'n from  September 2017 to Novem ber
2017. Alljurisictions are ''local'' and with an ''internadonal'' consdtuency.

Each fim e I was elected Student Body President, 1 attained thenceforth
omnipresent Styles (''THE EXCELLENI''' for each eledion) witich are protected by both the
Pdvileges & Imm unides Clause and Privileges or Imm llniiies Clause of the United States
Corusdtudon. U.S. const. art. lV, j2, d. 1 & amend. M V, j 1, d. 2. See generally Federalist
80 & Printz v. United States, 521 U.S. 898, 918 (1997) quoting Princkality of Monaco v.
M fssissfppi, 292 U.S. 313, 322 (19M ).

I have not received legal advice or counsel from anyone else for tltis case.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

!I certify that I sewed a copy of thè foregoing Pro Se M odon for tnterveniion and M emo.
In Support on 08/25/2022 to below individuals via e-mail:

i
2

James M . Trusty
IFRAH, PLLC
1717 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW , Suite 650
W asbington, DC 20006
202-852-5669
Email: jtrusty@ifrahlaw.com

Lindsey Halligan
Cole, Scott and Kissane, P.A .
110 SE 61  Street, Suite 2700
Ft. Lauderdale, FL 33301
720435-2870
Email: lindseyhalligan% mail.com

M . Evan Corcoran
Silverm an, Thom pson, Slutkin, & W ltite, LLC
400 East Pratt Street, Suite 900
Balfim ore, M D 21230
410-385-7775
E ai1: ecorcoran@silve= anl ompson.comm

Dated: August 25, 2022

Respedfully submitted,

/s/ Raj Patel
T.E., T.E. Raj K. Patel (Pro Se)
6850 East 21st Streei
Indianapolis, IN 46219
317-450-6651 (cel1)
rajpzolo@gmail.com
www.rajpatel.live
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I
!

IN THE UN ITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
SOUTHERN UISTRICT OF FLORIDA

I
i
lDONALD J

. TRUM P, !

Plaint# No. 9:22-G-81294-AMC

V.

LJM 'I'ED STATES OF AMXRICA,

Defendant

ORDER

Ihis m atter COM ES NOW  before the Court on M r. Patel's M otion for Intervendon,

and the follow ing is ORDERED :

I J Mr. Patel's Motion for lntervention is GRANTED.

( 1 The Intervention is one of right lmder Fed. R. Civ. P. 24(a).

( 1 'l'he Intervendon is permissive under Fed. R. Civ. P. 24(b).

( ) Mr. Patel's Motion for Intervention is DENIED.

SO ORDERED this day of , 2022

United States District Judge

Distribution to a11 attom eys and pro se litigants of record.
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i

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
ëI cerdfy that I served a copy of the foregoing Proposed Order on 08/25/2022 to below

individuals via e-m ail:

James M . Trusty
IFRAH, PLLC
1717 Pennsylvania Avenue, N W , Suite 650
W ashington, DC 20006
202-852-5669
Email: jtrusty@ifrahlaw.com

Lindsey Halligan
511 SE 5th Avenue
Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33301
lindseyhalligan@outlook.com
720-435-2870
Email: lindseyhalligan@ym ail.com

M . Evan Corcoran
Silverm an, Thom pson, Slutkin, & W hite, LLC
400 East Pratt Street, Suite 900
Baldm ore, M D 21230
410-385-2225
Em ail: ecorcoran@silverm anthompson.com

Respectfully subm itted,

/s/ Raj Patel
T.E., T.E. Raj K. Patel (Pro Se4
6850 East 21st Street
Indianapolis, IN 46219
M arion Cotm ty
317-450-6651 (ce1l)
rajpzolo@gmail.com
www.rajpatel.live

Dated: August 25, 2022
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1. (e) Attornep

M . Evan Corcoran
SDW V ANITHOMPSONISLUTKINIWHITE, LLC
400 Fast Pratt Stmet, Suite 900
Baltimore, M D 21202
Telephone: (410) 385-2225

James M . Trusty
Ifrah Law PLLC
1717 Pennsylvania Ave. N.W . Suite 650 .
W ashington, DC 20006
Telephone: (202)524-4176

Lindsey Halligan
51 1 SE 5th Avenue
Fol.t tauderdale, FL 33301
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