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PART A: FEDERAL DISTRICT COURT JURISDICTION

L. SYNOPSIS

1.

America is built on capitalistic roots; American economy can't grow, when there are
oppressive restrictions in-place, inter alia, FINRA has promulgated unfair and
monopolistic restrictions against Americans.

II. PROPER PARTY NAMED

2.

The Plaintiff, Hon. Ilya Liviz D.L.D. ("Liviz", or "Chief"), is the Chief Jurist for Justice of
National Academy For Jurists , who advocates for civil rights & civil liberties; is as an
adult citizen of the United States of America residing within the Suffolk County in Boston,
Massachusetts.

The Defendant, Financial Industry Regulatory Authority, Inc. ("FINRA"), is a private
corporation formed on July 30, 2007 2 with its Headquarters located at 1735 K Street, NW
Washington, DC 20006.

III. JURISDICTION AND VENUE

4.

"The district courts shall have original jurisdiction of any civil action or proceeding arising
under any Act of Congress regulating commerce or protecting trade and commerce against
restraints and monopolies..." See 28 U.S.C. § 1337(a)

Venue is proper in this district because defendant's primary place of business is in this
district and because a substantial part of the events or omissions giving rise to the claims
alleged herein occurred in this district. See 28 U.S.C. § 1391(b)(1), (2).

This court has authority to issue a writ if necessary to enforce jurisdiction; "... all courts
established by Act of Congress may issue all writs necessary or appropriate in aid of their
respective jurisdictions and agreeable to the usages and principles of law. See 28 U.S.C. §
1651.

IV. STANDING

7.

" .. antitrust violations and that it will likely be "squeezed" out of the market in the
foreseeable future because of defendants' actions are sufficient." See Cia. Petrolera
Caribe, Inc. v. Arco Caribbean, Inc. 754 F.2d 404 (1st. Cir. 1985).

"Congress has given private citizens rights of action for injunctive relief and damages for
antitrust violations without regard to the amount in controversy. 28 U. S. C. § 1337; 15 U.
S. C. § 15. Rule 23 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure provides for class actions that

3 See https://www.finra.org/rules-guidance/rulebooks/corporate-organization/restated-certificate-
incorporation-financial

1




Case 1:20-cv-01771-UNA Document 1 Filed 06/22/20 Page 8 of 37

may enhance the efficacy of private actions by permitting citizens to combine their limited
resources to achieve a more powerful litigation posture." See Hawaii v. Standard Oil Co.,
405 U.S. 251, at [*266] (1972) (Reversing district court's Summary Judgment because
foresee ability of traceable injury is sufficient to show actual or threatened injury to a
person.)

V. DECLARATORY & INJUNCTIVE RELIEF

9.

10.

11.

12.

This Court may issue a Declaratory Judgment pursuant to 28 U.S.C., §§ 2201-02. "The
existence of another adequate remedy does not preclude a declaratory judgment that is
otherwise appropriate." See Fed. R. Civ. Pro. Rule 57. "The court may order a speedy
hearing of a declaratory judgment action." See ibid.

Pursuant to Unfair Labor Practice Act the court; "shall have power to grant such temporary
relief or restraining order as it deems just and proper, and to make and enter a decree
enforcing, modifying and enforcing as so modified " See 29 U.S.C. § 160(e).

If the court asserts jurisdiction over Defendants, Clayton Act provides for injunctive relief.
See 15 U.S.C,, § 26.

This, court may issue the preliminary and permanent injunctive relief with notice, or

temporary restraining order without notice pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. Pro. R. 65 at its earliest
convenience.

PART B: FINRA LANDSCAPE

I. DEFINITIONS

13.

14.

The term "customer” means any person for whom securities are purchased or sold or to
whom securities are purchased or sold whether on a regular way, when issued, delayed or
future delivery basis. It will also include any person for whom securities are held or carried
and to or for whom a member extends, arranges or maintains any credit. See 4210(a)(3).*

"The term 'pattern day trader' means any customer who executes four or more day trades
within five business days." See 4210(f)(8)(B)(ii).’

II. REGULATION

15.

FINRA plays a critical role in ensuring the integrity of America's financial system.®

‘: See https://www finra.org/rules-guidance/rulebooks/finra-rules/4210
See id.
8 See finra.org/about/what-we-do




16.

17.

18.

Case 1:20-cv-01771-UNA Document 1 Filed 06/22/20 Page 9 of 37

Every investor in America relies on one thing: fair financial markets. To protect investors
and ensure the market’s integrity, FINRA is a government-authorized not-for-profit
organization that oversees U.S. broker-dealers.’

FINRA promulgated special requirements for pattern day traders; "[t]he minimum equity
required for the accounts of customers deemed to be pattern day traders shall be $25,000.
This minimum equity must be deposited into he account before such customer may

continue day trading and must be maintained in the customer's account at all times." See

4210(H(8)(iv)(a).}

"In the event that the member at which a customer seeks to open an account or resume day
trading in an existing account, knows or has a reasonable basis to believe that the customer
will engage in pattern day trading, then the minimum equity required under subparagraph
(iv)a. above ($25,000) must be deposited in the account prior to commencement of day
trading." See ibid.

PART C: CIVIL ACTION GENERAL ALLEGATIONS

I. INJURY TO LIVIZ

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

On 06/03/2020, Liviz opened an account with E*Trade; and transferred of $1,000 from his
personal account into the E*Trade account with a goal of earning an income by taking part
in online stock trading.

On 06/10/2020, E*Trade notified Liviz he could begin earning money through online stock
trading.

On 06/10/2020, Liviz spoke to Rob, a representative of E*Trade, to discuss a strategy of
earning an income through high volume trading. Rob, stated that E*Trade can't allow Liviz
to do so based on his financial status; Liviz was required to deposit an additional $24,000
based on regulations promulgated by FINRA.

Liviz was told if he made more than three trades within five days, his account would be
seized and he would be required to transfer additional money until the account minimum of
$25,000 is reached.

Online trading is an automated process that has built-in ability to service high volumes of
trades; at present the system is limited by the FINRA regulation.

FINRA, through its regulations, limits Liviz's ability to earn an income because he has less
than $25,000 in available assets.

7 See https://www.finra.org/about
8 See https://www.finra.org/rules-guidance/rulebooks/finra-rules/4210

3




25.

26.

27.

28.
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FINRA, through its regulations, has indefinitely deprived Liviz from partaking in the trade.
FINRA, through its regulations, has diminished Liviz's property value.

PART D: CLASS-WIDE INJURY
America is built on credit; FINRA, through its unfair and deceptive regulations, has
prevented companies like E*Trade and TD Ameritrade, to market themselves to millions of

Americans.

Many Americans, don't have equal access to enjoy the same benefits in this trade, based on
unfair and deceptive trade practice targeted against them by FINRA.

PART E: CONSTITUTIONAL BASIS

L. PROPERTY & CONTRACT RIGHTS

29.

30.

31

32.

Life, liberty, and property are forbidden to be taken "without due process of law," and
"equal protection of the laws" is guaranteed to all. Life is the gift of God, and the right to
preserve it is the most sacred of the rights of man. Liberty is freedom from all restraints but
such as are justly imposed by law. Beyond that line lies the domain of usurpation and
tyranny. See Slaugther-House Cases, 83 U.S. 36 (1872). '

Property is everything which has an exchangeable value, and the right of property includes
the power to dispose of it according to the will of the owner. Labor is property, and as such
merits protection. The right to make it available is next in importance to the rights of life
and liberty. It lies to a large extent at the foundation of most other forms of property, and of
all solid individual and national prosperity." See id, at [***166] (1872).

"Due protection of the rights of property has been regarded as a vital principle of
republican institutions. 'Next in degree to the right of personal liberty,’ Mr. Broom in his
work on Constitutional Law says, 'is that of enjoying private property without undue
interference or molestation." See Chicago, B. & Q. R. Co. v. Chicago, 166 U.S. 226, at
[*236] (1897).

“Included in the right of personal liberty and the right of private property— partaking of
the nature of each—is the right to make contracts for the acquisition of property. Chief
among such contracts is that of personal employment, by which labor and other services are
exchanged for money or other forms of property. If this right be struck down or arbitrarily
interfered with, there is a substantial impairment of liberty in the long-established
constitutional sense.” See Coppage v. Kansas, 236 U.S. 1, 14 (1915).

PART F: CONGRESSIONAL SUPPORT

I. REGULATION PURSUANT TO COMMERCE POWER



33.

34.

35.

36.
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"The power of Congress over interstate commerce is not confined to the regulation

of commerce among the states. It extends to those activities intrastate which so affect
interstate commerce or the exercise of the power of Congress over it as to make regulation
of them appropriate means to the attainment of a legitimate end, the exercise of the granted
power of Congress to regulate interstate commerce ." See United States v. Darby, 312 U.S.
100, at 118 (1941).

The Commerce Clause, pursuant to U.S. Const., art. I, § 8, cl. 3 empowers Congress to
regulate commerce among several states; regulation of commodity and persons engaged in
a trade without infringement of the states' U.S. Cons. amend X rights by abstaining from
regulating the state itself. See Hodel v. Va. Surface Mining & Reclamation Ass'n, 452 U.S.
264 (1981) (Court upheld Act regulating minors.)

There are; "... three broad categories of activity that Congress may regulate under its
commerce power. First, Congress may regulate the use of the channels of

interstate commerce. Second, Congress is empowered to regulate and protect the
instrumentalities of interstate commerce, or persons or things in interstate commerce, even
though the threat may come only from intrastate activities. Finally, Congress' commerce
authority includes the power to regulate those activities having a substantial relation to
interstate commerce, i. e., those activities that substantially affect interstate commerce..."
See United States v. Lopez, 514 U.S. 549 (1995). (Internal citations omitted.)

"The 'enterprise concept' of coverage is clearly within the power of Congress under the
Commerce Clause." See Maryland v. Wirtz, 392 U.S. 183 (1968). "... an enterprise which
has employees engaged in commerce or in the production of goods for commerce,
including employees handling, selling, or otherwise working on goods that have been
moved in or produced for commerce by any person, and which - [falls in any one of four
listed categories]® ...". See id.

II. NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS ACT

37.

"A case shall be held to involve or to grow out of a labor dispute when the case involves
persons who are engaged in the same industry, trade, craft, or occupation; or have direct or
indirect interests therein; or who are employees of the same employer; or who are members
of the same or an affiliated organization of employers or employees; whether such dispute
is (1) between one or more employers or associations of employers and one or more
employees or associations of employees; (2) between one or more employers or
associations of employers and one or more employers or associations of employers; or (3)
between one or more employees or associations of employees and one or more employees
or associations of employees; or when the case involves any conflicting or competing
interests in a “labor dispute” (as defined in this section) of “persons participating or
interested” therein (as defined in this section)." See 29 U.S.C. § 113(a)

? State Bar falls under public agency activity. See 29 U.S.C., § 201(s)(1)(C). See also Definition
of Public Agency at § 136 infra.

5



38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43,
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"A person or association shall be held to be a person participating or interested in a labor
dispute if relief is sought against him or it, and if he or it is engaged in the same industry,
trade, craft, or occupation in which such dispute occurs, or has a direct or indirect interest
therein, or is a member, officer, or agent of any association composed in whole or in part of
employers or employees engaged in such industry, trade, craft, or occupation." See 29
U.S.C. § 113(b)

"The term “labor dispute” includes any controversy concerning terms or conditions of
employment, or concerning the association or representation of persons in negotiating,
fixing, maintaining, changing, or seeking to arrange terms or conditions of employment,
regardless of whether or not the disputants stand in the proximate relation of employer and
employee." See 29 U.S.C. § 113(c).

"If any provision of this chapter or the application thereof to any person or circumstance is
held unconstitutional or otherwise invalid, the remaining provisions of this chapter and the
application of such provisions to other persons or circumstances shall not be affected
thereby." See 29 U.S.C. § 114.

"Experience has further demonstrated that certain practices by some labor organizations,
their officers, and members have the intent or the necessary effect of burdening or
obstructing commerce by preventing the free flow of goods in such commerce through
strikes and other forms of industrial unrest or through concerted activities which impair the
interest of the public in the free flow of such commerce. The elimination of such practices
is a necessary condition to the assurance of the rights herein guaranteed." See 29 U.S.C., §
151, at 4.

"The first amendment's protection in the legal aid context extends not only to the
organization itself, but also to its staff, members, contributors and others who affiliate with
it. Any law that adversely affects the exercise of first amendment freedoms in connection
with legal aid activity must be necessary to correct a serious and substantive evil and must
be precisely drawn to serve that purpose. Moreover, any law affecting_ such freedoms must
prohibit actual, not potential evils before it may constitutionally be applied." See
International Union, United Auto., etc. v. National Right to Work Legal Defense &
Education Foundation, Inc., 590 F. 2d 1139 (D.C. Cir. 1978) (Internal citations omitted.)

"Employees shall have the right to self-organization, to form, join, or assist labor
organizations, to bargain collectively through representatives of their own choosing, and to
engage in other concerted activities for the purpose of collective bargaining or other mutual
aid or protection, and shall also have the right to refrain from any or all of such activities
except to the extent that such right may be affected by an agreement requiring membership
in a labor organization as a condition of employment as authorized in section 158(a)(3) of
this title." See 29 U.S.C., § 157.

"The term 'person' includes one or more individuals, labor organizations, partnerships,
associations, corporations, legal representatives, trustees, trustees in cases under title 11, or
receivers." See 29 U.S.C., § 152(1).



45.

46.
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49,

50.
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"The term 'employer' includes any person acting as an agent of an employer, directly or
indirectly, but shall not include the United States or any wholly owned Government
corporation, or any Federal Reserve Bank, or any State or political subdivision thereof, or
any person subject to the Railway Labor Act [45 U.S.C. 151 et seq.], as amended from time
to time, or any labor organization (other than when acting as an employer), or anyone
acting in the capacity of officer or agent of such labor organization." See 29 U.S.C., §
152(2).

"The term 'employee' shall include any employee, and shall not be limited to

the employees of a particular employer, unless this subchapter explicitly states otherwise,
and shall include any individual whose work has ceased as a consequence of, or in
connection with, any current labor dispute or because of any unfair labor practice, and who
has not obtained any other regular and substantially equivalent employment, but shall not
include any individual employed as an agricultural laborer, or in the domestic service of
any family or person at his home, or any individual employed by his parent or spouse, or
any individual having the status of an independent contractor, or any individual employed
as a supervisor, or any individual employed by an employer subject to the Railway Labor
Act [45 U.S.C. 151 et seq.], as amended from time to time, or by any other person who is
not an employer as herein defined." See 29 U.S.C., § 152(3).

"The term 'representatives' includes any individual or labor organization." See 29 U.S.C,, §
152(4).

"The term 'labor organization' means any organization of any kind, or any agency or
employee representation committee or plan, in which employees participate and which
exists for the purpose, in whole or in part, of dealing with employers concerning
grievances, labor disputes, wages, rates of pay, hours of employment, or conditions of
work." See 29 U.S.C., § 152(5).

"The term 'commerce' means trade, traffic, commerce, transportation, or communication
among the several States, or between the District of Columbia or any Territory of the
United States and any State or other Territory, or between any foreign country and any
State, Territory, or the District of Columbia, or within the District of Columbia or any
Territory, or between points in the same State but through any other State or any Territory
or the District of Columbia or any foreign country." See 29 U.S.C., § 152(6).

"The term “affecting commerce” means in commerce, or burdening or obstructing
commerce or the free flow of commerce, or having led or tending to lead to a labor dispute
burdening or obstructing commerce or the free flow of commerce." See 29 U.S.C., §
152(7).

"The term 'labor dispute' includes any controversy concerning terms, tenure or conditions
of employment, or concerning the association or representation of persons in negotiating,
fixing, maintaining, changing, or seeking to arrange terms or conditions of employment,
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regardless of whether the disputants stand in the proximate relation of employer and
employee." See 29 U.S.C., § 152(9).

"The term “professional employee” means—(a)any employee engaged in work (i)
predominantly intellectual and varied in character as opposed to routine mental, manual,
mechanical, or physical work; (ii) involving the consistent exercise of discretion and
judgment in its performance; (iii) of such a character that the output produced or the result
accomplished cannot be standardized in relation to a given period of time; (iv) requiring
knowledge of an advanced type in a field of science or learning customarily acquired by a
prolonged course of specialized intellectual instruction and study in an institution of higher
learning or a hospital, as distinguished from a general academic education or from an
apprenticeship or from training in the performance of routine mental, manual, or physical
processes; or (b) any employee, who (i) has completed the courses of specialized
intellectual instruction and study described in clause (iv) of paragraph (a), and (ii) is
performing related work under the supervision of a professional person to qualify himself
to become a professional employee as defined in paragraph (a)." See 29 U.S.C., §
152(12)(a)-(b).

"It shall be an unfair labor practice for a labor organization or its agents - (1) to restrain or
coerce (A) employees in the exercise of the rights guaranteed in section 157 of this

title: Provided, That this paragraph shall not impair the right of a labor organization to
prescribe its own rules with respect to the acquisition or retention of membership therein;
or (B) an employer in the selection of his representatives for the purposes of collective
bargaining or the adjustment of grievances; (2) to cause or attempt to cause an employer to
discriminate against an employee in violation of subsection (a)(3) or to discriminate against
an employee with respect to whom membership in such organization has been denied or
terminated on some ground other than his failure to tender the periodic dues and the
initiation fees uniformly required as a condition of acquiring or retaining membership..."
See 29 U.S.C., § 158(b)(1)-(3).

"It shall be an unfair labor practice for an employer to engage in, or to induce or encourage
any individual employed by any person engaged in commerce or in an industry affecting
commerce to engage in, a strike or a refusal in the course of his employment to use,
manufacture, process, transport, or otherwise handle or work on any goods, articles,
materials, or commodities or to perform any services; or (ii) to threaten, coerce, or restrain
any person engaged in commerce or in an industry affecting commerce, where in either
case an object thereof is—(A) forcing or requiring any employer or self-employed person
to join any labor or employer organization or to enter into any agreement which is
prohibited by subsection (e) (B) forcing or requiring any person to cease using, selling,
handling, transporting, or otherwise dealing in the products of any other producer,
processor, or manufacturer, or to cease doing business with any other person, or forcing or
requiring any other employer to recognize or bargain with a labor organization as the
representative of his employees unless such labor organization has been certified as the
representative of such employees under the provisions of section 159 of this title: ..." See
29 U.S.C,, § 158(b)(4)(1)(A)-(B)
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It shall be an unfair labor practice for a labor organization or its agents "to require

of employees covered by an agreement authorized under subsection (a)(3) the payment, as
a condition precedent to becoming a member of such organization, of a fee in an amount
which the Board finds excessive or discriminatory under all the circumstances. In making
such a finding, the Board shall consider, among other relevant factors, the practices and
customs of labor organizations in the particular industry, and the wages currently paid to
the employees affected;" See 29 U.S.C., § 158(b)(5).

This jurist is forced to come up with additional funds or face indefinite suspension from
day trading. FINRA taking part in unlawful practice that burdens the financial trade. Asa
result, access to financial resources remain restricted to the average American, inter alia,
the average citizen is denied access to strategic investment practice, and companies are
redistricted from promoting their businesses.

II. FAIR LABOR STANDARDS AMENDMENT ACT

57.

Fair Labor Standards Act ("FLSA") was passed in 1938. Due to wartime, its effects were
postponed, with subsequent promulgation of Fair Labor Standards Amendment Act
("FLSAA") of 1949. See 29 U.S.C. §§ 201 - 209.1°

A. Definitions

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

""Person’' means an individual, partnership, association, corporation, business trust, legal
representative, or any organized group of persons.” See 29 U.S.C., § 203(a).

"'Commerce' means trade, commerce, transportation, transmission, or communication
among the several States or between any State and any place outside thereof." See 29
U.S.C., § 203(b).

""Employer' includes any person acting directly or indirectly in the interest of

an employer in relation to an employee and includes a public agency, but does not include
any labor organization (other than when acting as an employer) or anyone acting in the
capacity of officer or agent of such labor organization." See 29 U.S.C., § 203(d).

““Employ’' includes to suffer or permit to work." See 29 U.S.C., § 203(g).

"Industry' means a trade, business, industry, or other activity, or branch or group thereof, in
which individuals are gainfully employed. See 29 U.S.C., § 203(h).

"Goods' means goods (including ships and marine equipment), wares, products,
commodities, merchandise, or articles or subjects of commerce of any character, or any part
or ingredient thereof, but does not include goods after their delivery into the actual physical
possession of the ultimate consumer thereof other than a producer, manufacturer, or
processor thereof." See 29 U.S.C., § 203().

10 See Pub. L. 81-393, 63 Stat. 910 (1949)
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"'Public agency' means the Government of the United States; the government of a State or
political subdivision thereof; any agency of the United States (including the United States
Postal Service and Postal Regulatory Commission), a State, or a political subdivision of a
State; or any interstate governmental agency." See 29 U.S.C., § 203(x).

"'Enterprise' means the related activities performed (either through unified operation or
common control) by any person or persons for a common business purpose ... but shall not
include the related activities performed for such enterprise by an independent contractor ..."
See Maryland v. Wirtz, 392 U.S. 183, at note. 27, at § 2. (Boom.) (Clarifying 29 U.S.C., §
203 (1))

B. Prima Facie Evidence

66.

67.

68.

" ... no provision of this chapter shall excuse any common carrier from its obligation to

accept any goods for transportation; and except that any such transportation, offer,
shipment, delivery, or sale of such goods by a purchaser who acquired them in good faith in
reliance on written assurance from the producer that the goods were produced in
compliance with the requirements of this chapter..." See 29 U.S.C., § 215(a)(1).

"... it shall be unlawful for any person- to discharge or in any other manner discriminate
against any employee because such employee has filed any complaint or instituted or
caused to be instituted any proceeding under or related to this chapter..." See 29 U.S.C., §
215(a)(3).

"For the purposes of subsection (a)(1) proof that any employee was employed in any place
of employment where goods shipped or sold in commerce were produced, within ninety
days prior to the removal of the goods from such place of employment, shall be prima facie
evidence that such employee was engaged in the production of such goods." See 29
U.S.C.,, § 215(b).

C. Protections

69.

70.

"No employer shall discharge or in any manner discriminate against any employee with
respect to his or her compensation, terms, conditions, or other privileges of employment
because the employee (or an individual acting at the request of the employee) has -
objected to, or refused to participate in, any activity, policy, practice, or assigned task that
the employee (or other such person) reasonably believed to be in violation of any provision
of this title (or amendment), or any order, rule, regulation, standard, or ban under this

title (or amendment)." See 29 U.S.C. § 218c(a)(5)

Pursuant to 29 U.S.C. § 218c(b)(1) a Complaint has to be initiated with the Secretary of
Labor within 180 days (15 U.S.C. § 2087(b)(1). However, pursuant to 29 U.S.C. §
218¢(b)(2), "[n]othing in this section shall be deemed to diminish the rights, privileges, or
remedies of any employee under any Federal or State law or under any collective

10
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bargaining agreement." Thus, pursuant to due process and interstate commerce clause, a
Complaint may be filed directly with the federal court.

III. FAAAA

A. Transportation Policy - 49 U.S.C. § 13101

(A) To ensure the development, coordination, and preservation of a transportation system that
meets the transportation needs of the United States, including the United States Postal
Service and national defense, it is the policy of the United States Government to oversee
the modes of transportation and in overseeing those modes; (A) to recognize and preserve
the inherent advantage of each mode of transportation; (B) to promote safe, adequate,
economical, and efficient transportation; (C) to encourage sound economic conditions
in transportation, including sound economic conditions among carriers; (D) to encourage
the establishment and maintenance of reasonable rates for transportation, without
unreasonable discrimination or unfair or destructive competitive practices; (E) to cooperate
with each State and the officials of each State on transportation matters; (F) and to
encourage fair wages and working conditions in the transportation industry. See 49 U.S.C.
§ 13101(a)(1)(A-F) (emphasis added.)

71. This part shall be administered and enforced to carry out the policy of this section and to
promote the public interest. See 49 U.S.C. § 13101(b) (emphasis added.)

B. Definitions

72. "The term “control”, when referring to a relationship between persons, includes
actual control, legal control, and the power to exercise control, through or by - (A) common
directors, officers, stockholders, a voting trust, or a holding or investment company, or (B)
any other means." See 49 U.S.C. § 13102(5)(A & B) (emphasis added.)

73. "The term “person”, in addition to its meaning under [1 U.S.C. § 1]"! includes a trustee,
receiver, assignee, or personal representative of a person." See 49 U.S.C. § 13102(18)
(emphasis added.)

' In determining the meaning of any Act of Congress, unless the context indicates otherwise -
words importing the singular include and apply to several persons, parties, or things; words
importing the plural include the singular; words importing the masculine gender include the
feminine as well; words used in the present tense include the future as well as the present; the
words “insane” and “insane person” shall include every idiot, insane person, and person non
compos mentis; the words “person” and “whoever” include corporations, companies,
associations, firms, partnerships, societies, and joint stock companies, as well as individuals;
“officer” includes any person authorized by law to perform the duties of the office; “signature
or “subscription” includes a mark when the person making the same intended it as such; “oath”
includes affirmation, and “sworn” includes affirmed; “writing” includes printing and typewriting
and reproductions of visual symbols by photographing, multigraphing, mimeographing,
manifolding, or otherwise. See 1 U.S.C. § 1 (emphasis added.)

11
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"The term “State” means the 50 States of the United States and the District of Columbia.”
See 49 U.S.C. § 13102(21) (emphasis added.)

"The term “transportation” includes - (A) a motor vehicle, vessel, warehouse, wharf, pier,
dock, yard, property, facility, instrumentality, or equipment of any kind related to the
movement of passengers or property, or both, regardless of ownership or an agreement
concerning use; and (B) services related to that movement, including arranging for, receipt,
delivery, elevation, transfer in transit, refrigeration, icing, ventilation, storage, handling,
packing, unpacking, and interchange of passengers and property." See 49 U.S.C. §
13102(23) (emphasis added.)

"Federal law--including 49 U.S.C.S. § 14501(c)(1), which generally prohibited state from
enacting any law related to motor carrier's price, route, or service, with respect to
transportation of property--held to pre-empt two Maine provisions that purported to
regulate delivery of tobacco to customers within state." See Rowe v. N. H. Motor Transp.
Ass'n, 552 U.S. 364 (2008). (Finding imposition of civil liability laws were pre-empted
because they related to carrier service which had a significant and adverse impact on the
congressional goal of precluding state regulation in lieu of competitive market forces.)

"State, political subdivision of a State, or political authority of 2 or more States may not
enact or enforce a law, regulation, or other provision having the force and effect of law
related to a price, route, or service of any motor carrier (other than a carrier affiliated with a
direct air carrier covered by section or any motor private carrier, broker, or freight
forwarder with respect to the transportation of property." See 49 U.S.C. § 14501(c)(1). See
also 49 U.S.C. § 41713(b)(4)(A).

States may not pass laws that force and effect fees to interstate services is pre-empted by
FAAAA. See Rowe v. N.H. Motor Transp. Ass'n, 552 U.S. 364 (2008). See similarly
Morales v. TWA, 504 U.S. 374 (1992) (Court held state federal law pre-empts the state from
preventing out-of-state un-licensed tobacco retailers from shipping and selling within the
state.)

"Court determined (1) that [s]tate enforcement actions having a connection with, or
reference to, carrier rates, routes, or services' are pre-empted; (2) that such pre-emption
may occur even if a state law's effect on rates, routes, or services is only indirect; (3) that,
in respect to pre-emption, it makes no difference whether a state law is consistent or
inconsistent with federal regulation; and (4) that pre-emption occurs at least where state
laws have a significant impact related to Congress' deregulatory and pre-emption-related
objectives. The Court described Congress' overarching goal as helping ensure
transportation rates, routes, and services that reflect maximum reliance on competitive
market forces, thereby stimulating efficiency, innovation, and low prices, as well as variety
and quality." See Rowe v. N.H. Motor Transp. Ass'n, 552 U.S. 364, at [4] (2008) (Internal
citations and emphasis omitted.)
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IV. FEDERAL TRADE COMMISION ACT

80.

81.

"Congress enacted § 5 of the Federal Trade Commission Act to combat in their incipiency
trade practices that exhibit a strong potential for stifling competition. In large measure the
task of defining 'unfair methods of competition' was left to the Commission." See Ftc v.
Texaco, 393 U.S. 223 (1968).

"The legislative history shows that Congress concluded that the best check on unfair
competition would be "an administrative body of practical men ... who will be able to apply
the rule enacted by Congress to particular business situations, so as to eradicate evils with
the least risk of interfering with legitimate business operations." See Ftc v. Texaco, 393
U.S. 223, at [*226] (1968).

V. SHERMAN ACT

82.

83.

84.

85.

86.

Congress enacted the Sherman Antitrust Act in 1890. See 15 U.S.C., § 1 et seq.

Section 1 of the Sherman Act, 15 U. S. C. § 1, makes unlawful every contract, combination
. . . Or conspiracy, in restraint of trade or commerce among the several States. And § 2, 15
U. S. C. § 2, makes it unlawful to monopolize, [****17] or attempt to monopolize, or
combine or conspire with any other person or persons, to monopolize any part of the trade
or commerce among the several States... We may assume also, without deciding, that
Congress could, in the exercise of its commerce power, prohibit a state from maintaining a
stabilization program like the present because of its effect on interstate commerce." Quoted
from Parker v. Brown, 317 U.S. 341 (1943) (internal quotations omitted).

"The fact that the State Bar is a state agency for some limited purposes does not create an
antitrust shield that allows it to foster anticompetitive practices for the benefit of its
members." See Goldfarb v. Va. State Bar, 421 U.S. 773 (1975) (court did not find there
was price fixing, but failed to address the gate-keeping rules of the bar which is part of this
action and prevents practice of law all together).

Bates v. State Bar of Arizona, 433 U.S. 350 (1977) relied upon Parker v. Brown, 317 U.S.
341 (1943) ; however, the court failed to recognize and differentiate the difference between
a state's ability to regulate unlicensed attorneys and licensed attorneys coming into the state
to practice their trade - the later has not been presented yet.

The individual states' bar require various fees, tests, and/or other methods, that prevent in-
state competition from out-of-state licensed attorneys; activities that play an important part
on commercial intercourse, and exert a restraint on commerce through their anticompetitive
activities.

VI. CLAYTON ACT

13
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A. Definitions

87.

88.

89.

90.

"Antitrust laws, as used herein, includes the Act entitled An Act to protect trade and
commerce against unlawful restraints and monopolies, approved July second, eighteen
hundred and ninety; sections seventy-three to seventy-six, inclusive, of an Act entitled An
Act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes, of
August twenty-seventh, eighteen hundred and ninety-four; an Act entitled An Act to amend
sections seventy-three and seventy-six of the Act of August twenty-seventh, eighteen
hundred and ninety-four, entitled An Act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the
Government, and for other purposes, approved February twelfth, nineteen hundred and
thirteen; and also this Act. See 15 U.S.C., § 12(a), at § 1.

"Commerce, as used herein, means trade or commerce among the several States and with
foreign nations, or between the District of Columbia or any Territory of the

United States and any State, Territory, or foreign nation, or between any insular possessions
or other places under the jurisdiction of the United States, or between any such possession
or place and any State or Territory of the United States or the District of Columbia or any
foreign nation, or within the District of Columbia or any Territory or any insular possession
or other place under the jurisdiction of the United States: Provided, That nothing in this Act
contained shall apply to the Philippine Islands." See id., at § 2.

"The word person or persons wherever used in this Act shall be deemed to include
corporations and associations existing under or authorized by the laws of either the United
States, the laws of any of the Territories, the laws of any State, or the laws of any foreign
country." See ibid.

Antitrust laws not applicable to labor organizations; "[t]he labor of a human being is not a
commodity or article of commerce." See 15 U.S.C., § 17. However attorneys do not rely
on their labor to earn their income; knowledge of law has an independent property value
that retains its value and can be sold for a price by third parties to others, exampli gratia,
attorney can create a memorandum that can be sold to others and re-sold as property by
new owners.

B. Law

91.

92.

"Section 4 of the Act, Title 15, Sec. 15, U.S.C.A., provides that any person who shall be
injured in his business or property, as a result of violation of the Act, may recover damages.
See Roseland v. Phister Mfg. Co. 125 F. 2d 417, at [**4] (7th. Cir. 1942).

"It signifies ordinarily that which habitually busies, or engages, time, attention or labor, as a
principal serious concern or interest. In a somewhat more truly economic, legal and
industrial sense, it includes that which occupies the time, attention, and labor of men for the
purpose of livelihood or profit, - persistent human efforts which have for their end
pecuniary reward. It denotes "the employment or occupation in which a person is engaged
to procure a living." See Roseland v. Phister Mfg. Co. 125 F. 2d 417, at [**5] (7th. Cir.
1942).

14
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"Clayton Act authorizes the recovery of treble damages for injuries to a person's "business
or property"” by reason of violations of the federal antitrust laws. See 15 U.S.C, § 15.

"... any person who shall be injured in his business or property by reason of anything
forbidden in the antitrust laws may sue therefor in any district court of the United States in
the district in which the defendant resides or is found or has an agent, without respect to the
amount in controversy, and shall recover threefold the damages by him sustained, and the
cost of suit, including a reasonable attorney’s fee." See 15 U.S.C., § 17(a).

"It is the source of injury, not the character of property or business injured, which
constitutes the test of recovery." See Roseland v. Phister Mfg. Co. 125 F. 2d 417, at [**5]
(7th. Cir. 1942). "... as a matter of law from the face of the complaint that plaintiff has
incurred no damage. What the situation may be after the proof has been submitted cannot
be foreseen. See id., at [**9] (Appeals court reversing Judgment of Dismissal.)

"Any person, firm, corporation, or association shall be entitled to sue for and have
injunctive relief, in any court of the United States having jurisdiction over the parties,
against threatened loss or damage by a violation of the antitrust laws, including

sections 13, 14, 18, and 19 of this title, when and under the same conditions and principles
as injunctive relief against threatened conduct that will cause loss or damage is granted by
courts of equity, under the rules governing such proceedings, and upon the execution of
proper bond against damages for an injunction improvidently granted and a showing that
the danger of irreparable loss or damage is immediate, a preliminary injunction may issue".
See 15 U.S.C,, § 26.

Legislative history, pursuant to 15 U.S.C., § 15a, limits recovery to damages to business or
property. See Hawaii v. Standard Oil Co., 405 U.S. 251 (1972).

PART G: INJUNCTIVE RELIEF CLASS

I. INJUNCTIVE RELIEF UNDER CLAYTON ACT

98.

99.

For injunctive relief under the Clayton Act, 15 U.S.C., § 26

All persons or entities in the United States (excluding federal, state and local governmental
entities, its directors, officers and agents) who: are restricted to take part in trade due to
restriction promulgated by defendants.

II. DAMAGES UNDER CLAYTON ACT

100. For injunctive relief under the Clayton Act, 15 U.S.C,, § 15.

101. All persons or entities in the United States (excluding federal, state and local governmental

entities, its directors, officers and agents) who: are restricted to take part in trade due to
restriction promulgated by defendants.
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102. The Classes are so numerous that joinder of all member is impractical. The classes
includes most of the nation's attorneys, off who are geographically dispersed throughout the
United States.

103. Plaintiffs' claims are typical of the claims of the members of the classes because plaintiffs
and all Class members were damaged by the same wrongful conduct of the defendant
alleged herein.

104. There are questions of law and fact common to the Classes which predominate over any
questions affecting only individual Class members. Such common questions include:
a) the definition of the relevant markets;
b) whether Defendants monopolized and continues to monopolize the relevant markets;
c) whether Defendant attempted to monopolize and continues to attempt to monopolize the
relevant markets through their restrictions;
d) whether the contractual conditions imposes upon American citizens is unconscionable:
e) whether Defendants imposed limitations upon American citizens and American
companies, are unconscionable or in violation of the U.S. Constitution or Congressional
anti-monopolization/anti-commerce statutory mandates
f) the appropriateness of injunctive relief to restrain ongoing and future violations of the
laws.

105. The claims of the plaintiffs are typical for the claims of the Classes, and plaintiffs have no
interest adverse to the interest of other members of the Classes.

106. Plaintiff will fairly and adequately protect the interests of the Classes, is a legal scholar
who is competent in the prosecution of complex class actions and antitrust litigation.

107. A class action is superior to other available methods for the fair and efficient adjudication
of the controversy. Such treatment will permit a large number of similarly situated persons
to prosecute their common claims in a single forum simultaneously, efficiently, and without
duplication of efforts and expense that numerous individual actions would engender. Class
treatment will also permit the adjudication of relatively small claims by many Class
members who could not afford on their own to individually litigate an antitrust claim
against a large state defendant. There are no difficulties likely to be encountered in the
management for this class action that would preclude its maintenance as class action, and
there alternative options that can be presented to the court to address all issues as they
come up, to promote fair and efficient adjudication of the controversy.

PART H: ANTITRUST INJURY TO CONSUMERS
I. INJUNCTIVE RELIEF UNDER CLAYTON ACT
108. Through the unlawful acts and practices described above, defendants has harmed

competition, consumers and innovation by causing consumers to pay supracompetetitive
prices for legal assistance that is limited to intra-state approved only.
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Those practices, described herein, have also allowed Defendants to obtain and maintain
illegal monopolies within their respective states.

By limiting practice of law to attorneys approved to practice within their respective state,
and requiring additional time-consuming and expensive steps for out-of-state attorneys to
comply with prior to being able to practice law within the Defendants" state, it limited
attorneys' commercial speech, ability to freely practice their trade, and prevented intra-state
consumers from having more affordable and more diverse options for legal representation.

Consumers have been further injured as innovative legal practitioners are limited to
practice within their respective state, and unable to readily make themselves available to
consumers, and innovative attorneys who lack the funds are financially foreclosed from
being able to provide their services for consumers. Nationally, the defendants maintained
and supported anticompetitive conduct by excluding out-of-state practitioners, and limiting
access to alternate providers to their intra-state consumers.

Defendants anticompetitive conduct has deterred the development of competing offers of
legal services, damaging consumers by depriving them of choice of legal counsel with
different and possibility superior sets of features.

Consumers right to choose legal counsel of their choice, is a constitutionally guaranteed
right which has been deprived by Defendants nationally.

Plaintiffs and the classes have been injured by this anticompetitive conduct and will
continue to suffer injury unless the relief prayed for herein is granted.

PART I: RELIEF SOUGHT

I. CLAIMS OF ACTION FOR LIVIZ

A. CONSTITUTIONAL

Claim 1: Violation of Art. I. § 8(5)

115.

116.

117.

118.

All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.
Right "[t]o coin Money, regulate the Value thereof, " falls on congress.

Defendants are maintaining state based monopolistic anticompetitive conduct that
discriminates against Americans with limited financial resources, without a good reason to

do so.

This type of conduct violated Liviz's constitutional rights and violates Congressional Acts
designed to Counter such anticompetitive conduct.
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119.

120.

121.

122.

123.

124.

125.

126.

127.
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Defendants conduct harms the people of this nation and prevents beneficial to the people
competition in the legal trade.

Defendants conduct harms the people by limiting accessibility to financial options, and
partaking in a financial trade.

Defendant's conduct harms America by diminished national economic growth.

Defendants discriminate against the common citizen by depriving their right to enter into
contracts and dispose of their property as they wish.

Defendant's conduct is based on disparate animus toward Americans with diminished
financial resources.

Defendants engaged in unlawful intentional discrimination which deprived this jurist and
Class Members their Civil Right/s.

Defendants who worked for, under, or with FINRA, knew or should have known, their
conduct is unlawful, and having knowledge of the wrongs conspired to discriminate against
Americans with limited resources, and/or having power to prevent or aid in preventing the
commission of the same, neglected or refused to so.

As result of defendants discriminatory and unlawful conduct in violation of anticompetitive
antitrust laws, Americans have diminished access to justice to state's citizens is less readily
available and less affordable.

The market concerns property right, which immediately loses its value based on restriction
of freedom of use. This anticompetitive unlawful restrain upon the transport of good is
readily forceable and traceable to anticompetitive contact of the states.

Claim 2: Deprivation of Property

128.

129.

All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.

FINRA diminished Liviz's property by placing restrictions thereon.

Claim 3: Deprivation of Right to Contract

130.

131.

All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.

FINRA, deprived Liviz his right to enter into contracts by placing restrictions thereon.

Claim 4: Deprivation of Equal Protection of The Laws

132.

All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.
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133. See U.S. v. Windsor, 570 U.S. 744 (2013) ("The liberty protected by the Fifth Amendment's
Due Process Clause contains within it the prohibition against denying to any person the
equal protection of the laws.")

134. Liviz's rights are not equal to those of his neighbor.

Claim 5: Interference With Liberty To Choose Occupation

135. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.

136. Violation of Property & Contract right interferes with citizens' liberty to choose their
occupation.

Claim 6: Interference With Liberty and Protection of Franchise

137. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.

138. Practice of law is commercial speech that one has an a property interest to freely move and
establish as franchise within the nation's states.

Claim 7: Deprivation of Right to Privacy

139. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.

140. Defendants and their employees and agents violated Plaintiffs’ Fourth Amendment rights to
be free from unreasonable seizure of their property through diminution, and other
restrictions without a warrant.

141. These unlawful actions were done with the specific intent to deprive Plaintiffs of their
constitutional rights to be secure in their privacy. And without a showing of a less
restrictive regulation on exchange of property in the free market.

142. Plaintiffs are informed and believe that the acts of the Defendant and their employees and
agents were intentional in failing to protect and preserve Plaintiffs’ property and that, at
minimum, Defendants were deliberately indifferent to the likely consequence that the
property would be seized through FINRA's restrictions; and unlawfully deprived of its full

use, based on the past circumstances of similar constitutional and statutory violations of the
law.

B. COMMON LAW

Claim 8: Violation of Monopolization/Unlawful Business Practices

143. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.
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144. Violations resulting from unlawful restrictions severely diminish the ability of the average
American to freely enter their desired business practice, without a compelling reason to do
SO.

Claim 9: Violation of State Anti-Discrimination Act
145. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.

C. CONGRESSIONAL

Claim 10: Violation of 15 U.S.C., § 1 of the Sherman Antitrust Act

146. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.

147. Violations resulting from unlawful restrictions on property, nullifies the goods upon its
entry into the free market.

148. Violation of 15 U.S.C., § 1 of the Sherman Antitrust Act resulting from unlawful tying of
Americans right to control and transfer property.

149. Defendants have substantial control over market power through their ability to promulgate
rules and laws concerning control and transfer of property.

150. There is no appropriate or legitimate justification to require minimum equity to partake in
day-trading; nor need to exercise power to limit the ability of Americans to maintain day-
trading at other amount, than the current FIMRA's restriction of $25,000.

151. This unlawful conduct has harmed competition within American markets, and has caused
injury to economic growth and every American investor. Available capital for investing
into the American economy is diminished, and there is a less competitive market due to
restrictions placed on Americans by FIMRA. Capital investment for business growth is
lower than it would be in a competitive market; and the number and effectiveness of
competitors have been diminished by unlawful means.

152. The anticompetitive conduct described herein has damaged the plaintiff and the Class
plaintiff in violation of the Sherman Antitrust Act, 15 U.S.C., § 1.

Claim 11: Violation of 15 U.S.C., § 2 of the Sherman Antitrust Act

153. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.

154. Unlawful anticompetitive action by FIMRA have created unlawful Monopolization.
Violation of 15 U.S.C., § 2 of the Sherman Antitrust Act resulting from unlawful
Acquisition of Maintenance of Monopoly Power in the Financial Services Market.
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Through the actions described herein, Defendants acquired and maintained monopoly
power in the financial market. This conduct has harmed competition in that market, and
has caused injury to every investor and financial business services in America. Prices in
the financial market are higher than they would be in a competitive market; the supply and
selection of financial services available is lower than it would be in a completive market;
the number of investors and effectiveness of competitors have been diminished by unlawful
means.

Claim 12: Violation of the National Labor Relations Act

156.

157.

158.

159.

160.

161.

All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.

Violation of 15 U.S.C., § 2 of the Sherman Antitrust Act Resulting from Unlawful
Attempted Monopolization of the Legal Services Market.

Defendants acted with specific intent to monopolize the Financial Services Market.

There was and is a dangerous possibility that Defendants will succeed in its attempt to
monopolize the Financial Service market because Defendants collectively control all of the
financial services market and have the ability and actually do exclude many Americans and
business from competing within defendant's anticompetitive restrictive means. Further
success in excluding competitions from the financial services market will allow Defendants
to obtain an illegal national monopoly over financial services market.

This conduct has harmed competition in that market, making the supply and selection of
financial services and availability of investments lower than it would be in a competitive
market. Defendants unlawful attempted monopolization has also reduced the number and
effectiveness of competitors in the financial services market and deprived access to the
financial market to many Americans, and diminished the overall capital available to the
American economy.

The anticompetitive conduct described herein has damaged Plaintiffs and the alleged
Classes and is in violation of the Sherman Antitrust Act, 15 U.S.C,, § 2.

Claim 13: ATTEMPTED MONOPOLIZATION - Violation of 15 U.S.C., § 2

162.

163.

164.

165.

All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.

Violation of 15 U.S.C., § 2 of the Sherman Antitrust Act Resulting from Unlawful
Attempted Monopolization of the Legal Services Market.

Defendants acted with specific intent to monopolize the Financial Services Market.
There is no appropriate or litigate justification for the actions and conduct which have

facilitated defendants' monopolization of the financial market; American companies are
unjustly limited in services they are able to offer to American and international investors.
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166. The anticompetitive conduct described herein has damaged Plaintiffs and the alleged
Classes and is in violation of the Sherman Antitrust Act, 15 U.S.C., § 2.

Claim 14: Violation of Fair Labor Standards and Fair Labor Standards Amendment Act
167. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.

168. Defendants imposition and burdens placed on Americans are invalid, in violation of the
National Labor Relations Act.

169. Defendants have a fiduciary duty to SCC, and the constitutions, which also requires
compliance with all federal laws. Their unlawful actions and unlawful policies are in

violation of the federal constitution; and are in violation of the National Labor Relations
Act.

170. Defendants have also undercut the rights that are protected under U.S. Constitution and
privileges and immunities that are available to out-of-state investors.

Claim 15: Violation of the FAAAA

171. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.

172. The Federal Aviation Administration Authorization Act of 1994 (“FAAAA”) is codified at
49 U.S.C. § 14501 et seq. 44. The FAAAA prohibits any state or any political subdivision
thereof from enacting or enforcing any law or regulation related to the price, route, or
service of a motor carrier.

173. "The term “transportation” includes - (A) a motor vehicle, vessel, warehouse, wharf, pier,
dock, yard, property, facility, instrumentality, or equipment of any kind related to the
movement of passengers or property, or both, regardless of ownership or an agreement
concerning use; and (B) services related to that movement, including arranging for,
receipt, delivery, elevation, transfer in transit, refrigeration, icing, ventilation, storage,
handling, packing, unpacking, and interchange of passengers and property." See 49
U.S.C. § 13102(23)

174. Prices will be impacted because it is significantly more expensive to utilize day-trading
financial services, limit growth, and diminish the number of American and international
investors. It will cost consumers significantly more money before they are able to invest,
and deter many American and international investors. Without the ability to freely utilize
willing American and international investors, companies will simply, as they have, not
partake in completive practice of offering financial services nationally.

175. Moreover, presently, it is cost-prohibitive for many interested American and international

investors. Thus, many Americans and international investors are deterred from investing,
and the result diminishes the ability for American economy to grow.
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Claim 16: Violation of the Federal Trade Commission Act
176. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.

Claim 17: Violation of the Federal Trade Commission Act

177. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.
Claim 18: Violation of The Clayton Act by Restraint to trade
178. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.

Claim 19: Violation of Fair Debt Collection Practices Act

179. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.

180. If Liviz exceeds the threshold of three trades in five days, he is threatened of having his
property seized, and restricted until he transfers additional funds, to meet the $25,000
restriction as set, and directed by FIMRA. See Part B supra. See also 15 U.S.C. § 1692 et
seq. ("FDCPA")

Claim 20: Violation of 29 U.S.C.. § 187(a
181. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.

182. "It shall be unlawful, for the purpose of this section only, in an industry or activity affecting
commerce, for any labor organization to engage in any activity or conduct defined as
an unfair labor practice in section 158(b)(4) of this title." See 29 U.S. C., § 187(a).

183. Defendants actions have burdened and obstructed commerce and free flow of commerce
that is directly impacting Liviz's ability to take part in the trade. See 29 U.S.C., § 152(7).

184. "Whoever shall be injured in his business or property by reason or [1] any violation of
subsection (a) may sue therefor in any district court of the United States subject to the
limitations and provisions of section 185 of this title without respect to the amount in
controversy, or in any other court having jurisdiction of the parties, and shall recover the
damages by him sustained and the cost of the suit." See 29 U.S. C., § 187(b).

Claim 21: Violation of Labor Management

185. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.

D. STATUTORY CIVIL RIGHTS
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Claim 22: Violation of 42 U.S.C, § 1981

186. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.

187. All Defendants are privet actors, acting within the scope of their state duties, in violation of
Plaintiffs' civil rights.

188. Each of the Defendants, their employees and agents, participated personally in the unlawful
conduct challenged herein and, to the extent that they did not personally participate,
authorized, acquiesced, set in motion, or otherwise failed to take necessary steps to prevent

the acts that resulted in the unlawful conduct and the harm suffered by Plaintiffs. Each
acted in concert with each other. The challenged acts caused the violation of Plaintiff's

rights.

189. Defendants have unlawfully through anti-competitive actions or direct seizure through
devaluation of property right, and deprivation of right to contract.

Claim 23: Violation of 42 U.S.C, § 1981(a)(1)

190. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.

Claim 24: Violation of 42 U.S.C, § 1982

191. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.

Claim 25: Violation of 42 U.S.C, § 1983 Freedom of Speech

192. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.

Claim 26: Violation of 42 U.S.C, § 1983 Equal Protection

193. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.

Claim 27: Violation of 42 U.S.C, § 1983 Deprivation of Property Right

194. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.

Claim 28: Violation of 42 U.S.C, § 1985

195. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.

Claim 29: Violation of 42 U.S.C. § 1985(3)

196. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.
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Claim 30: Violation of 42 U.S.C, § 1986

197. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.
II. CLASS ACTION CLAIMS OF ACTION

A. CONSTITUTIONAL

Claim 1: Deprivation of Interstate Travel

198. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.

Claim 2: Deprivation of Property

199. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.

Claim 3: Deprivation of Right to Contract

200. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.

Claim 4: Deprivation of Equal Protection of The Laws

201. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.

Claim 5: Interference With Liberty To Choose Occupation

202. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.

Claim 6: Interference With Liberty and Protection of Franchise

203. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.

Claim 7: Deprivation of Right to Privacy

204. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.

205. Defendants and their employees and agents violated Plaintiffs’ Fourth Amendment rights to
be free from unreasonable seizure of their property by confiscating and then destroying
Plaintiffs’ property without a warrant.

206. These unlawful actions were done with the specific intent to deprive Plaintiffs of their
constitutional rights to be secure in their property.

207. Plaintiffs are informed and believe that the acts of the Defendant and their employees and

agents were intentional in failing to protect and preserve Plaintiffs’ property and that, at
minimum, Defendants were deliberately indifferent to the likely consequence that the
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property would be seized and destroyed unlawfully, based on the past circumstances of
similar constitutional and statutory violations of the law.

B. COMMON LAW

Claim 8: Violation of Monopolization/Unlawful Business Practices

208. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.
Claim 9: Violation of State Anti-Discrimination Act

209. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.
C. CONGRESSIONAL

Claim 10: Violation of 15 U.S.C., § 1 of the Sherman Antitrust Act

210. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.

Claim 11: Violation of 15 U.S.C., § 2 of the Sherman Antitrust Act

211. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.

Claim 12: Violation of the National Labor Relations Act

212. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.
Claim 13: ATTEMPTED MONOPOLIZATION - Violation of 15 U.S.C., § 2
213. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.

214. Violation of 15 U.S.C., § 2 of the Sherman Antitrust Act Resulting from Unlawful
Attempted Monopolization of the Legal Services Market.

215. Defendants acted with specific intent to monopolize the Financial Services Market.
216. There is no appropriate or litigate justification for the actions and conduct which have
facilitated defendants' monopolization of the financial market; American companies are

unjustly limited in services they are able to offer to American and international investors.

217. The anticompetitive conduct described herein has damaged Plaintiffs and the alleged
Classes and is in violation of the Sherman Antitrust Act, 15 U.S.C,, § 2.

Claim 14: Violation of Fair Labor Standards and Fair Labor Standards Amendment Act
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218. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.

Claim 15: Violation of the FAAAA

219. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.
Claim 16: Violation of the Federal Trade Commission Act
220. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.

Claim 17: Violation of the Federal Trade Commission Act

221. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.

Claim 18: Violation of The Clayton Act by Restraint to trade

222. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.
Claim 19: Violation of Fair Debt Collection Practices Act

223. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.
Claim 20: Violation of 29 U.S.C., § 187(a

224. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.

Claim 21: Violation of Labor Management

225. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.

D. STATUTORY CIVIL RIGHTS

Claim 22: Violation of 42 U.S.C, § 1981

226. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.
Claim 23: Violation of 42 U.S.C, § 1981(a)(1

227. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.

Claim 24: Violation of 42 U.S.C, § 1982

228. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.
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Claim 25: Violation of 42 U.S.C. § 1983 Freedom of Speech

229. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.

Claim 26: Violation of 42 U.S.C, § 1983 Equal Protection

230. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.

Claim 27: Violation of 42 U.S.C. § 1983 Deprivation of Property Right

231. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.

Claim 28: Violation of 42 U.S.C. § 1985

232. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.

Claim 29: Violation of 42 U.S.C. § 1985(3)

233. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.

Claim 30: Violation of 42 U.S.C, § 1986

234. All paragraphs supra and hereafter are re-alleged as if stated herein in paragraphs hereafter.
III. PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff, on his behalf and on behalf of the putative classes pray that the Court
declare, adjudge and decree the following:

a. Asserting federal jurisdiction, on one or more of the aforementioned alleged reasons, so
that the claim of action against the Defendants can be heard in federal court.

b. That this action may be maintained as a class action pursuant to Rule 23(b)(2) of the
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure with respect to plaintiffs’ claims for injunctive relief, and
Rule 23(b)(3) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure with respect to the claims for
damages and other monetary relief, and declaring plaintiff as representatives of the Classes
and pursuant to First Amendment allow admit this jurist as counsel for the Classes;

c. That the conduct alleged herein constitutes unlawful tying, monopolization, in violation of
the common law, and Sections 1 and 2 of the Sherman Antitrust Act;

d. That the conduct alleged herein is in violation of the Unfair Competition Law and
appropriate restitutionary and other injunctive relief be granted pursuant to this law;
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. That the conduct alleged herein is in violation of the National Labor Relations Act; and
appropriate damages and injunctive relief be granted pursuant to this law;

That the conduct alleged herein is in violation of the Fair Labor Standards Act and Fair
Labor Standards Amendment Act; and appropriate damages and injunctive relief be granted
pursuant to this law;

. That the conduct alleged herein is in violation of the FAAAA; and appropriate damages and
injunctive relief be granted pursuant to this law;

. That the conduct alleged herein is in violation of the Federal Trade Commission Act; and
appropriate damages and injunctive relief be granted pursuant to this law;

That the conduct alleged herein is in violation of the Clayton Act; and appropriate damages
and injunctive relief be granted pursuant to this law;

For an order permanently restraining and enjoining Defendants from continuing the unfair
and anticompetitive activities alleged herein;

. That plaintiffs and the Classes are entitled to damages, penalties and other monetary relief
provided by applicable law, including treble damages;

That plaintiffs and the Classes recover their costs of suit, including reasonable jurist for
Justice (attorneys’) fees and pre- and post-judgment interest;

. For an order requiring full restitution of all funds acquired for jurist for justice services by
Defendants unfair business practices, including disgorgement of revenues and/or profits;

. Awarding plaintiffs and the Classes their expenses and costs of suit, including reasonable
attorneys’ fees, to the extent provided by law; and

. That plaintiffs and the Classes are granted such other, further, and different relief as the

nature of the case may require or as may be determined to be just, equitable, and proper by
this Court.

. Declaratory Judgment: 1) unlawful to place a minimum limit on American and
international investors; 2) unlawful to place restriction on property transfer based on
minimum equity restrictions; 3) American business have a right to offer more financial
services to American investors and international investors free from fear of unlawful
restrictions.

. Money Judgment for damages, injury, violations, jurist for justice (attorney) fees, costs, and
other relief pursuant to call of actions.

For such other and further relief, to cure injury/s and legal costs, as the Court may deem
just, proper, and appropriate.
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III. JURY DEMAND
Plaintiffs respectfully demand a trial by jury on all issues so triable.

The aforementioned is true, accurate and correct, to the best of my knowledge, recollection, and
interpretation. Signed under pains and penalty of perjury on this Fifteenth day of June in the
year of 2020,0f our 12

dL.. iv;» D.LD

Hon. Ilya Liviz D.L.D.
Chief Jurist for Justice

Respectfully submitted,

Hon. IlyaLiviz D.L.B.

DL D.
Chief Jurist for Justice

NATIONAL ACADEMY FOR JURISTS
Advocates for Civil Rights & Civil Liberties
Dated: 06/15/2019 12 Hemenway St. Rm. 415, Boston, MA 02115
www.NAFJ.US - www.Liviz.com
ilya.liviz@gmail.com - (978) 606-3632

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify this Verified Unfair Trade & Practice complaint has been served on the
defendant via first class mail this Fifteenth day of June in the year of 2020 of our Lord.

ViR DEMAND  LgTH6R.
Hon. Ilya LidzD.L.D. 7/

Chief Jurist for Justice
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CIVIL COVER SHEET

JS-44 (Rev. 6/17 DC)

L (a) PLAINTIFFS
Hon. ilya Liviz D.L.D.

(b) COUNTY OF RESIDENCE OF FIRST LISTED PLAINTIFF Suffolk, MA
(EXCEPT IN U.S. PLAINTIFF CASES)

DEFENDANTS

() ATTORNEYS (FIRM NAME, ADDRESS, AND TELEPHONE NUMBER)

FINANCIAL INDUSTRY REGULATORY AUTHORITY

COUNTY OF RESIDENCE OF FIRST LISTED DEFENDANT

IURIZT O MY 4 TRIETITG /18 QNG AR 20

[—

AT Case: 1:20-cv-01771  Jury Demand
Hon. TLYA LIVIZ DLP, Assigned To : Unassigned
Assign. Date : 6/22/2020
Description: TRO/PI

Pro Se JW Lt

(D Deck)

1. BASIS OF JURISDICTION IIL CITIZENSHIP OF PRINCIPAL PARTIES (PLACE AN x IN ONE BOX FOR
(PLACE AN x IN ONE BOX ONLY) PLAINTIFF AND ONE BOX FOR DEFENDANT) FOR DIVERSITY CASES ONLY!
. PTF DFT PTF DFT
@ 1 U.S. Government o 3 Federal Question
Plaintiff (U.S. Government Not a Party) | Citizen of this State O O Incorporated or Principal Place 04 O«
of Business in This State
O ™ O o Cuseipor | CmrArotersae 02 02 icomarsednd ricpa oce O3 O3
Parties in item I1I) P B . of Business in Another State
Citizen or Subjectofa ()3 (3
Foreign Country Foreign Nation O 6 0 6

IV. CASE ASSIGNMENT AND NATURE OF SUIT

(Place an X in one category, A-N, that best represents your Cause of Action and gne in a corresponding Nuture of Suit)

© A. Antitrust

[X] 410 Antitrust

O B. Personal Injury/
Malpractice

1310 Airplane

[1 315 Airplane Product Liability
[] 320 Assanlt, Libel & Slander
[ 330 Federal Employers Liability

O C. Administrative Agency
Review

] 151 Medicare Act

0ci uri
361 HIA (1395M)

O D. Temporary Restraining
Order/Preliminary
Injunction

Any nature of suit from any category
may be selected for this category of
case assignment.

[ 340 Marine [ 862 Black Lung (923)
] 345 Marine Product Liability [ 863 DIWC/DIWW (405(2)) *(If Antitrust, then A governs)*
{1350 Motor Vehicle ] 864 SSID Title XVI
] 355 Motor Vehicle Product Liability | L] 865 RSI (405(2))
[] 360 Other Personal Injury %’l&m
[ 362 Medical Malpractice 891 Agricultural Acts
1 365 Product Liability "] 893 Environmental Matt‘ers
[ 367 Health Care/Pharmaceutical (1890 Other Statutory Actions (If
. s e Administrative Agency is
Personal Injury Product Liability Involved)

[T 368 Asbestos Product Liability

O E. General Civil (Other) OR O F. ProSe General Civil
B_mm Bankruptey 1T i E 462 Naturalization
210 Land Condemnation [ 422 Appeal 27 USC 158 1870 Taxes (US plaintiff or Application
oreclosure 423 Withdrawal 28 57 efendant 465 Other Immigration
[ J220F w 128 USC 1 def ) (- g
nt, Lease & Ejectment 7 hird Party Actions
230 Rent, Lease & E 871 IRS-Third 26 USC
[J240 Torts to Land Pﬁoﬁﬂ'ﬂ’ﬂ 7609 1470 Racketeer Influenced
1245 Tort Product Liability 535 Death Penalty & Corrupt Organization
(1290 All Other Real Property 540 Mandamus & Other Eo [J4soc Credit
[ il Ri [] 625 Drug Related Seizure of onsumer Lreci
550 Civil Rights [ 490 Cable/Satellite TV
O : ” Property 21 USC 881 able/Sate
555 Prison Conditions [] 850 Secarities/C dities/
D s . p D 690 Other uri ommoditie.
370 Other Fraud 560 Civil Detainee — Conditions Exchange
1371 Truth in Lending of Confinement [ 896 Arbitration
{1380 Other Personal Property s [ 899 Administrative Procedur
Damage Rights []375 False Claims Act mi e e
1385 Property Damage 820 Copyrights [1376 Qui Tam (31 USC ActReview | Appeal of
iopats [Z1830 Patent 3729(x)) Agenc'y D'ecinon
Product Liability [T 835 Patent - Abbreviated New 1400 State Reapportionment [1950 Constitutionality of State
Drug Application [] 430 Banks & Banking Statutes
[ 840 Trademark 3 450 Commerce/1ICC ] 890 Other Statutory Actions
Rates/etc. (if not administrative agency
[] 460 Deportation review or Privacy Act)

_..O....
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O G. Habeas Corpus/ O H. Employment O 1. FOIA/Privacy Act O J. Student Loan
2255 Discrimination
[ 530 Habeas Corpus - General [ 442 Civil Rights — Employment 1895 Freedom of Information Act | [7]152 Recovery of Defaulted
[ 510 Motion/Vacate Sentence (criteria: race, gender/sex, [C1890 Other Statutory Actions Student Loan
] 463 Habeas Corpus — Alien national origin, (if Privacy Act) (excluding veterans)
Detainee discrimination, disability, age,
religion, retaliation)
*(If pro se, select this deck)* *(If pro se, select this deck)*
O K. Labor/ERISA © L. Other Civil Rights O M. Contract O N. Three-Judge
{non-employment) (non-employment) Court
1110 Insurance
1710 Fair Labor Standards Act 1441 Voting (if not Voting Rights [ 120 Marine [] 441 Civil Rights - Voting
] 720 Labor/Mgmt. Relations Act) 1130 Miller Act (if Voting Rights Act)
D 740 Labor Railway Act []443 Housing/Accommodations = 140 Negotiable Instrument
D 751 Family and Medical D 440 Other Civil Rights D 150 Recovery of Overpayment
Leave Act D 445 Americans w/Disabilities — & Enforcement of
{1 790 Other Labor Litigation Employment Judgment
D 791 Empl. Ret. Inc. Security Act D 446 Americans w/Disabilities — D 1583 Recovery of Overpayment
Other of Veteran’s Benefits
[]448 Education ] 160 Stockholder’s Suits
[ 190 Other Contracts
[1195 Contract Product Liability
1196 Franchise
V. ORIGIN
© 10riginal QO 2Removed © 3Remanded O 4 Reinstated Q) 5 Transferred ) 6 Multi-district ) 7 Appeal to © 8 Multi-district
Proceeding from State from Appellate or Reopened from another Litigation District Judge Litigation —
Court Court district (specify) from Mag. Direct File

Judge

V1. CAUSE OF ACTION (CITE THE U.S. CIVIL STATUTE UNDER WHICH YOU ARE FILING AND WRITE A BRIEF STATEMENT OF CAUSE.)
Unfair Trade & Practice Complaint

VII. REQUESTED IN CHECK IF THIS IS A CLASS DEMAND § Check YES only if dem in complaint
COMPLAINT ACTION UNDER F.R.CP. 23 JURY DEMAND: YES m No
VIIL RELATED CASE(S) (See instruction) vEs[_| No [x] If yes, please complete related case form
IF ANY
DATE: 06/15/2020 SIGNATURE OF ATTORNEY OF RECORD ) L)/

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING CIVIL COVER SHEET JS-44
Authority for Civil Cover Sheet

The JS-44 civil cover sheet and the information contained herein neither replaces nor supplements the filings and services of pleadings or other papers as required
by law, except as provided by local rules of court. This form, approved by the Judicial Conference of the United States in September 1974, is required for the use of the
Clerk of Court for the purpose of initiating the civil docket sheet. Consequently, a civil cover sheet is submitted to the Clerk of Court for each civil complaint filed.
Listed below are tips for completing the civil cover sheet. These tips coincide with the Roman Numerals on the cover sheet

L COUNTY OF RESIDENCE OF FIRST LISTED PLAINTIFF/DEFENDANT (b) County of residence: Use 11001 to indicate plaintiff if resident
of Washington, DC, 88888 if plaintiff is resident of United States but not Washington, DC, and 99999 if plaintiff is outside the United States.

1L CITIZENSHIP OF PRINCIPAL PARTIES: This section is completed only if diversity of citizenship was selected as the Basis of Jurisdiction
under Section I1.

Iv. CASE ASSIGNMENT AND NATURE OF SUIT: The assignment of a judge to your case will depend on the category you select that best
represents the primary cause of action found in your complaint. You may select only one category. You must also select one corresponding
nature of suit found under the category of the case.

VL CAUSE OF ACTION: Cite the U.S. Civil Statute under which you are filing and write a brief statement of the primary cause.

VIIL RELATED CASE(S), IF ANY: If you indicated that there is a related case, you must complete a related case form, which may be obtained from
the Clerk’s Office.

Because of the need for accurate and complete information, you should ensure the accuracy of the information provided prior to signing the form.






