"BOOK BAN" TESTIMONY

First of all, I want to state on record that you, Judge Digangi, have no jurisdiction in this case to rule on the dissemination of my book.  In fact, this case can only be heard impartially in a federal court since the title of the book itself excludes the Commonwealth from having jurisdiction.  

Since the crimes committed by you, are a major topic of the book, there is a clear conflict of interest.  Any order issued from this hearing would be illegal and, therefore, null and void.  Canon 3 of the Code of Judicial Conduct (Supreme Judicial Court Rule 3:09) states that "a judge should disqualify himself in a proceeding in which his impartiality might reasonably be questioned, including but not limited to instances where he has a personal bias or prejudice concerning a party.

The fact that you, Judge Digangi, committed numerous crimes against me to preserve your predetermined ruling of custody to the Mother would certainly indicate that you have a bias against me personally.  And as you know, I also reported all of these crimes to the Commission on Judicial Conduct and sought your removal from the bench.

You lied about me, fabricated evidence to slander me, plagiarized the Mother's lies as your own to produce your "findings of fact" in the appeal of this case, overestimated the evidential value of slanderous third hand hearsay, and precluded me from presenting every single pre-marked exhibit at the trial.  That is just for starters.

It does not surprise me that [the Mother] and her attorney came all the way down here to Salem to go "judge shopping" for you rather than file the proposed order in Lawrence, where all previous hearings have taken place, because they know that they will received wildly biased treatment in their favor in your courtroom.

I have a few questions:

What emergency or threat of irreparable harm existed, concerning my book, to justify an immediate ex parte order last week?

And what mention to law was cited to file this injunction?

I have come to realize that constitutional law does not apply to fathers in your courtroom, but for the witnesses and media here today: 

The First Amendment of the Bill of Rights protects my right to free speech.  

This Amendment applies to the States via the due process clause of the Fourteenth Amendment, which protects against government interference with fundamental rights and liberty interests.  The U.S. Supreme Court has ruled that government may not prohibit speech merely to avoid discomfort and unpleasantness.

Regarding the contents of my custody case, a U.S. Court of Appeals (7th District) unanimously ruled as recently as last Wednesday that sealing judicial cases illegally prevents the public from scrutinizing the judiciary.  The panel also warned all lower courts not to issue secret opinions, noting that the U.S. Supreme Court issues public opinions in all its cases, even those involving national security secrets.

With that being said, can you explain to me why my case is the only one of your 31 cases in appeals court that was impounded at both the appeals court and Supreme Judicial Court level?  

Because the only explanation that I can come up with is that it was impounded to cover up your crimes and prohibit public access to an appeals case that was fraudulently dismissed at my expense.

It was Edmund Burke who said:

All that is necessary for the triumph of evil is that good men do nothing.

I refuse to do nothing.  My son is too important to let court ignorance, incompetence, and corruption condemn my son to becoming a third-generation casualty of his mother's dysfunctional family.  

This book was written to gain justice in the court of public opinion because justice certainly does not occur behind closed doors in these secretive "winner takes all" kangaroo courts where absolute power has corrupted absolutely.  If no man objected and no man rebelled, these wrongs would last forever.  Jeremy Bentham said it best:

Where there is no publicity, there is no justice.  Publicity keeps the judge himself while trying under trial.

The sanctimonious claim that the secrecy of family court cases protects the privacy of the litigants is a lie.  The only interests that are protected by this cloak of secrecy are those of the racketeers in this family court industry who intrude on "family privacy" by removing loving fathers from the lives of their children against their will and without just cause or due process to fill their pockets.

Where is this concern for privacy when the family court system publicizes on posters alleged deadbeat dads? 

Are these people really deadbeat dads or are they "manufactured deadbeat dads" who were supporting their children prior to the time when Big Brother stepped in and kidnapped their children?

Only in family court are fathers treated like criminals absent a criminal's rights to due process, equal protection, and a jury of their peers.  

Only in family court can judges ignore constitutional laws that forbid the creation of second-class citizens.  
Only in family court is the burden of proof (a burden placed on every other accuser in this country) repealed for mothers who choose to manufacture vile claims of abuse as a court strategy.  

Only in family court are there no consequences for mothers who are found guilty of making false allegations and violating court orders.

Only in family court are the best interests of a child interpreted to mean removing loving fathers from the lives of their children and replacing them with visitation hours and cash payments.

Only in family court are the actual facts of the case irrelevant so that the judge can believe everything alleged by the mother as fact and ignore everything expressed by the father.

Only in family court can you not find a single "employee" who supports shared parenting - an opinion supported by 86% of the population outside the walls of family court.

Only in family court are mothers rewarded with sole custody of the children by simply choosing to be hostile, unethical, and uncooperative with the child's father.

Only in family court is a father's request for 50/50 joint physical custody called selfish while a mother's demand for sole custody is applauded.

And only in family court is the parent who is least likely to allow the child frequent and continuing contact with the other parent most likely to get sole custody.

The radical feminist propaganda machine (which includes the family court and domestic violence industries that profit off "man-fault" divorce) has effectively brainwashed those lacking higher level thinking skills to believe that women are leaving marriages en masse to escape abusive relationships.

Consequently, men are all evil monsters by this theory to be despised.  Women are all victims to be pitied and protected.

This "man-hating" propaganda, spread with lies, phony statistics, and control of the media, similar to how Hitler vilified the Jews, empowers women to allege anything to secure the house, the children, and a large percentage of the father's future income.

The fact is that most cases involving two fit parents should end immediately with one simple question, "Do either of you intend on proving that the other parent is unfit?"  If the answer to that question is "no," then 50/50 joint physical custody should be ordered immediately.

Of course, if this were the rule in family court, billable litigation would be significantly reduced, the domestic violence industry would lose customers that it currently gets with the incentive to make false allegations, the child support services department would need to be downsized if not eliminated, and the state would lose federal dollars that it currently receives every time the child support guidelines are applied.  

Since every legitimate study reports that it is in the best interests of children to have both parents significantly involved in their lives, it is clearly all about the money to be made off of fathers and has absolutely nothing to do with the interests of the children.

........................................................................................................................

Since any order generated by this hearing would be illegal, I have no intentions of adhering to it.  

This court does not have the power to trump the First Amendment and ban my book simply because the Mother is not happy with the fact that her crimes have been exposed.  If she feels that I have slandered her, then she certainly has the right to file a lawsuit in federal court over the content of my book.  

I would encourage her to do this since it will only generate more publicity and give me the opportunity to prove that every word contained in my book is either fact, or fact-supported opinion - neither of which constitutes libel.

It was Hitler who said "the people will tolerate almost any injustice so long as you tell them it is for the children."  I do not agree.  Only the gullible and stupid will tolerate injustice.  Since I am not gullible, nor am I stupid, save the "harm to the child" self-righteous rhetoric for someone who is.  

If I can bring an end to the corruption in family court by exposing you and generate the outrage needed to force changes, then those efforts will ultimately benefit every male in this state... including my son.

Just as the benefits of 50/50 shared parenting far outweigh the trivial inconvenience of a child having two homes... exposing betrayals of public trust far outweigh the minor inconvenience of exposing the Mother's crimes in the process.

Lastly, I find it despicable that you, Judge Digangi, can callously steal parental rights from fit fathers every day in your courtroom, but feign sympathy and moral indignation for poor mommy because her fragile feelings have been hurt by my efforts to hold her and this special interest-driven court system accountable.

The bottom line is that this book is long overdue and should be required reading for every legislator, judge, and concerned citizen in the state.  Based on my personal experience in your courtroom, I cannot think of anyone more in need of this book than you.

I have nothing more to say to this court.

