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Before SEYMOUR, Chief Judge, PORFILIQ, Circuit Judge, and MURPHY, Circuit
Judge. o '

* This order and judgment is not binding precedent, except under the doctrines of
Iaw of the case, res judicata, and collateral estoppel. This court generally disfavors the
citation of orders and judgments; nevertheless, an order and judgment may be cited under
the terms and conditions of 10th Cir. R. 36.3.
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After examining the briefs and appellate record, this panel has determined
unemimously that cral ergument would not materially assist the determination of this
appeal. See Fed. R. App. P. 34(2) and 10th Cir. R. 34.1.9. The @ﬁﬁé is therefore ordered
submitted without oral argument.

Claiming to be “a People for the Freely Associated Compact States of Our Union,
that has pledged his Life, fortune and Sacred Honor io forcing the Government
Employees to recognize and respect [his] true character as a People of the Almighty
Creator,” Derral Schroder appeals the dismissal of his complaint by the district court. Mr.
Schroder had brought an almost indecipherable action naming as defendants: “People of
the State of Colorado, Registered Voting citizens of the Federal Government of the
District of Columbia, Citizens of the Corporate Federal Government, [sic] that Vote for .

their Rulers.” The district court, sua sponte, dismissed the action on the ground the

complaint failed to name any suable entity. We agree and AFFIRM

ENTERED FOR THE COURT

John C. Porfilio
Circuit Judge
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second count alleges the plaintiff was denied a speedy and public
trial, was never informed of the true nature and cause of the
accusation, was never confronted with witnesses that claimed to be
damaged by him, was denied compulsory process for "obtaing” (sic)
witnesses for his defence (sic) and was denied assistance of
counsel for his defence (sic).

There is a considerable amount of surplusage in the complaint,
but the claims are as stated above. dJurisdiction is alleged on the
basis of diversity of citizenship though it is alleged that the
defendant resides in Colorado. The complaint fails to plead any
facts with particularity. As best can be determined, the plaintiff
alleges violations of his constitutiomnal rights by, one assumes,
officials of the State of Colorado. If so, this court might have
jurisdiction pursuant to 42 USC §1983, but it is not possible to
make thig determination given the inadequacies of the complaint.

Perhaps more to the point, the complaint fails to name as
defendant any suable entity. Hence, there is no basis for service
of process upon anyone, there is no duty or obligation upon anyone
to appear, answer or defend and there is no person or entity
against whom a judgment could enter. Therefore, the "REQUEST FOR
ENTRY OF DEFAULT JUDGMENT® is denied and this complaint and civil
action are dismissged as nullities.

Entexred this 12 day of June, 1996.
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