COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS

ESSEX COUNTY, SS.


          PROBATE AND FAMILY COURT








        DOCKET NO. 06E-0016-GC1

[THE MOTHER]

v.

KEVIN THOMPSON
DEFENDANT, KEVIN THOMPSON'S OBJECTION TO JUDGE DIGANGI'S TEMPORARY ORDER, DATED MARCH 9, 2007

NOW COMES Kevin Thompson ("Father") in the above referenced matter and hereby objects to Judge Digangi's temporary order, which allows the Plaintiff, [the Mother], 10 days to file a written opposition to the Father's motion to dismiss.

AS GROUNDS FOR THE OBJECTION, the Father states:

1.
The Mother's attorney, Debra Dow, was served with the Father's Motion to Dismiss on March 9, 2007, by first class mail.

2.
The Mother's attorney had until March 19, 2007, to file a response and failed to do so.

3.
The Mother is now representing herself pro se.  Her Notice of Appearance and her attorney's Notice of Withdrawal were mailed to the Father on April 5, 2007.

4.
The Father contends that Judge Digangi, himself, or one of his co-conspirators in the Salem Courthouse tampered with the Father's file to sabotage his Motion to Dismiss in order to give the Mother more time to file an opposition to the Father's motion.

5.
Judge Digangi and the court clerk "claimed" to only have the first page of the Father's document, which the Father hand-delivered to the Lawrence courthouse as a stapled, intact, five-page document on March 9, 2007.

6.
Since Judge Digangi has played games with the Father's file in the past, the Father called the courthouse a week before the scheduled April 10, 2007 pretrial conference to confirm that Salem had his motion to dismiss and that it was marked for hearing on this date.

7.
The Father contends that four pages of a five-page document do not just disappear!  

8.
The Father has numerous, verifiable reasons to distrust Judge Digangi, who the Father contends is a dangerous combination of arrogance, ignorance, and incompetence and a disgrace to this state's court system.  

9.
The Father further contends that, if not for the assistance of others, including the Commission on Judicial Conduct and three judges at the appeals court level who conspired with him to conceal his misconduct, Judge Digangi would not be working as a judge in this state.

10.
Judge Digangi's most recent crime, prior to his alleged involvement with the Father's tampered motion, was his law-defying refusal to recuse himself from this case involving a book in which Judge Digangi's specific crimes against the Father are exposed.

11.
Canon 3 of the Code of Judicial Conduct (Supreme Judicial Court Rule 3:09) requires a judge to 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.

12.
The fact that Judge Digangi has defiantly refused to recuse himself from a case involving a litigant who has reported him twice to the Commission on Judicial Conduct, exposed him as a fraud in his book, and listed him as a defendant in his federal court lawsuit, is conclusive proof itself that Judge Digangi is biased against the Father.

13.
Since this defiance is a betrayal of public trust and the laws of the land that Judge Digangi swore to uphold, it is also treason against the country.  Judge Digangi loses all jurisdiction and any order from his courtroom would be illegal and, therefore, null and void.


WHEREFORE, the Father demands that First Justice Sahagian void Judge Digangi's Temporary Order and immediately remove Judge Digangi from this case.

Date:  April 13, 2007





________________________









Kevin M. Thompson









20 Washington St #1









Methuen, MA 01844
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