
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOW IIERN DISTRICT OF FLOD A

W EST PALM  BEACH  DIW SION

Patricia Testa,
Et al.,

Petitionefs,

V.

Jason A. Reding Quinones
in his oo cial càpacity as United States Attom ey for the Southem  District of
Florida,

Case No.: 9::5-:v-81554 EA

FILED BY D.C.

JAy 2 s 2225
ANGELA E, NOBLE
CLERK U S DIST. CT.
s.D. oF F'IA. -w.Rn,

Respondent.

/

RESPONSETU ORDERTO SHOW CAUSE

The Petitloners sinceretythankthe Court for permitting ctarification, to show cause

of action given the dismissatwith prejudice, issued byludge Cannon on October 22, 2025
. '

from the Fort Piefce Division of the Southern District of Ftorida for Case No 25-CV-81219-

CIV-CANNON/Matthewm an.

Noted in the disMissat documents, ''ln accordance with the screening procedure in

28 U.S.C. : 1915for proceedings In form a pauperis, the Court m ust dismiss the cpse as

' ''frivolous or maticious'' or if it Rfaits to state a ctaim upon which retief may be granted''.
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This Petitioner apotogizes for seekingfavor underform a pauperis which wps

betieved to be a tegat rightto proceed due to inabitityto afford the usuat courtfees. In

anticipation of additional prohibitive costs required to continue participation in these m ost

important proceedings this petitioner sought retief through forma pauperis but since that

tim: has cottected funds to paythe initiatfiting fees forthis case and to refite. Certain

extenuating circumstances of financiat burden were not captured in the body of the form

and unfortunatetythose circumstances were not disctosed. This Petitioner expected that if

forma pauperis was denied. thie petltlonercoutd exptain the details and circulaances

that ted to this request. A dism issat was not anticipated.

Unfortunately, the dlsmlssat of 25-CV-81219 based on a ''frivotouso form a pauperis

request, rendered att other and remaining detaits and facts of the actuat case brought

before the Court as MOOT- The Court m ay or m aynot have reviewed the com ptete details

submitled in the filing and therefore the Court was unable to ctearty discern factuat

allegations or cause of action upon which retief may be granted.

Because of the comptexity of this case, the Petitioners begthe Court's indutgence to

read the entire document, including atl EXHIBITS, before making a determ ination on

whetber the Respondent, in his official capacity as the'united States Attorney for the

Southern District of Rorida, will be of service to the Petitioners.
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ENTITIE:

The Petitioners were informed bythe Patm Beach Division Grand Jury Coordinator

15* Circuit Court thatcomptaints from peopte of Patm Beach County mustfirst be

presented to an ''entity'' befdre they are brought to the State Attorney. The f'entity'' wilt

unitateratty determine the credibikity and vatue status of the comptaint and whether it

shoutd be brought to the attention of the State Attorney. Thj! ''entit/' coutd be a potice

officer, a deputy, sociat worker, or any offiqiat cottecting comptaint detaits. It is'the

unitpterat dlscretion of that 'fentity'' as to whetherthe comptaint reaches the State

Attorney. The Peopte are at the mercy of wthe f'entity''.

Biaà of the ffentity'' unitateratty hatts the entire tawfut process without even

genérating a report or ever being seen bythe State Attorney. Additionatty, a State Attorney's

biases can unitateratly halt the eniire lawful process without evidence ever being presented

to the Grand Jury. Sheriffs in Patm Beach County, paid bythe Supervisor of Etectiöns for

fèextrp'' duty. refused to act. They refused to take réports or intervene in actual, direct, rval-

time, photpgraphed ballot chain of custodyfaitpres and btocked further oversight.

In the 18 USC 3332: Powers and duties ''/W Itshall be the d/*-vof each such yraad

ee s U oo

rr/-/zla/ laws o'êle Mnited A aee/ alleged '@ have heen w/-- zee# withtn **a' district

Suèh alleged o'enses maybé brouqhk to the attent3on of khe yrand-l've  bythe colzd- or

pyanyadorneyappearing on behalf of the United States for the presqntation of evldence''.
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RESPONDENT

After many attempts, over severatyears, pteadingto bring evidence of btatant,

repeat and unresotved election vulnerabilities and crim es to the appropriate law, ethics,

and etection officers in the county of Patm Beach and the State of Ftorida, the Petitioners

betieve the Respondent, in his officlat capacity, with power of the office of the United

States Attorney in the Southern District of Ftorida is the best next step forthe Petitioners, to

seek redress of grievances in spite of what has been a futite process thus far. The

Petitioners seek a peaceful, cooperative, tawful and constitutiopat resolution to bring

documented evidence of wrong doing directlyto the Grand Jury.

Chapter 905 Section 16 - 2025 Rorida Statutes - The Ftorida Senate
905.16 Dutles of grand juryo-The grand jury shalt inquire into every offense triabté within
the county for which any person has been hetd to answer, if an indictment has not been found
or an information or affidavit fited for the offense, and att other indictabte offenses triabte
within the county that are presented to it by the state attorney or her or Ms designated
assistant or otherwise come to its knowtedge.

The Petitioners have exhausted att optlons in Patm Beach County and the State of Ftorida to

present indications of wrong-doing to an 'fentit/', inctudingthe Governorwho has been
kept abreast of att issues from the beginning of data cottection. See EXHIBITSTHAT

ACCOMPANY RESPONSE TO THE ORDERTO SHOW CAUSE

Chapter 905Section 33 - 2025 Ftorida Statutes - The Ftorida Senate

905.33 Petition to Supreme Court by Governor! order.-
(1) Whenever the Governor, for good and sufficlent reason, deems it to be in the pubtic
interest to impanel a statewide grand jury, she or he may petition in writing to the Supreme
Court for an order impaneting a statewide grand jury. The ketition shatt state the generat
crimes or wrongs to be inquired into and shatt state that smd crimes or wrongs are of a
mutticircuit nature. The Supreme Court may order the impaneting of a statewide grand jug, in
accordance with the petition, fer a term of 12 catendar months. Upon petition by a malonty of
the statewide grand jury or by the tegat adviser to the stateMde grand jury, the Supreme
Court, by order, may extend tlle term of t:e statewide grand ju% for a pe 'nod of up to 6
monthl.

W hen the Pelltioners began in Aprit/M ay 2025 to com m unioate w ilh Federat Bureau

of Investigation Assistant SpeciatAgent in Charge, Mark Mccorm ick, the ActingAttorney
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Generat of the United States, Hayden P. O'Byrne wa? concurrentty informed of the faiture of

att tevets of government in the State of Ftorida to address grievances of nation im portance.

At the tim e, USA O'Byrne was lnterim United States Attorneyfor the Southern District of

Rorida but on May27, 2025was appointed as USA for the Southern District of Florida untit

the vacancywas fitted. Despite multipte phone catts, maitings and five weekty Pubtic

Notices to meet, the Petitioners, were unabte to engage either Speciat Agent Mccormick or

USA O'Byrne.

Unbeknownst tp the Patitioners who filed a Writ of Mandamus against USA Hayden

O'Byrne on September 30, 2025, Jason A. Reding Quinones was confirmed in the position

as UsAforthe SDFL on August 2. 2025. Motion to am end the W rit of Mandamus was

submitte: to the Court. Because the Comptaint was fited againstthe Office of the United

States Attorney in his oliciat capacity, the substitution of th: current officehotder is

appropriate and consistent with Rule 25(d) of tbe Fadaral Pules of Civil Pïocedure.
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PETITIONERS

This Court requested a briefing on whetherthe Petitioners bekieve the action to refite

is barred by res judicata and/or cottaterat estoppet. The Petitioners offerfurther detait,

exptanation and proof to betieve this action is not onty reasonabte and a civic duty but atso

a channetto petition the Governmentfor a redress of grievances thereby protecting our

FirstAmendment right.

U.S. Constitution - First Amendment ! Resources ! Constitution Annotated I
Congress.gov ! L'Ibrary of Congress

First Am endmen'

Congress shatt m ake no taw respectlng an estabtlshment of retlgion, or prohibitlng
the free exercise thereof; or abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press; or the
right of the peopte peaceabtyto assem bte, and 'o petition 'he Governm en' for a

redress of grievances.

In real-tim è since June 2022, the Petitioners reported etection activity anom alies tö

appropriate officials, in Patm Beach County and the State of Ftorida. If there would have

been a faiture of the Petitioners to report the observed, recorded, documented, or

photographic proof of such etection anomaties, it woutd breach directives of the 2010 tf

You See Something. Say Something* ! Hometand Security campaign to report suspicious

actlvity to appropriate law enforcem ent authorities. The consequence of the outcome

after reportingverses the consequence of the outcome with inaction has a significpnt,

imm edlate, detrimentat and cumulative local, regionat and nationat im pactfor all People

protected bythe'united States Constitution. Having proof and faiting&o reporttha't proof

brands the Petitioners as equallyculpable aa each officiat, before and since, who was

Fage W 0T A /
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informed and ignored or denied Petitioners' access to the Grand Jury to detiver said proof,

inctuding Patm Beach County State Attorney and Ftorida Attorney Generat.

Furthermore, the Petitioners require intercession by proper investigative

authorities, through the Grand Jury, to reatize the totat and tong-term imptications of the

attegations that are being tevied. The Pelitioners are convinced these attegations are a

threat to the nationat sec'urity of the United States of America and the civit rights of eath

and every lawfut citizen. Respectfutty, the Petitioners did NoTfaitto report.

As a matter of ctarification, the cutrent actions presented bythe Petitioners to the

Court, are NOT to address these etection anom aties. The Petitioners are ignored and have

no tawfut m echanism to provide pqoof of these etection anomaties to the Grand Jury forthe

Grand Juryto determ ine the need to investigate, indict or dism iss. It is the duly of the

Grand Juryto 'lnquire into atteged offenses and to decide appropriate next steps khroufh

due pzocess of law.

U.S. Constitution - Fifth Amendment ! Resources ! Constitution Annotated I
Congress.gov I Library of Congress. ''No person shall be hetd to answerfora capital,
or otherwise infam ous crim e, unless on a preaentm ene or zndfotm ent of a Grand
Juy ..''

U.S. Constitution - Fourteenth Amendment ! Resources J Constitution Annotated !
Congress.gov I Library of Congress. Section 1
'#A(( persons born or naturatiâed in the United States, and subject to the jurisdiction
thereot are citizens of the United States and of the State wherein they reside. No
State shatt make or enforce any taw which shatt abridge the priviteges or im munities
of citizens of the United States; nor shalt any Sta'e deprive any person of tife,
tibeo , or propedy, withou' due process of law; nor deny to any person wlthin its
jurisdiction the equat protection of the taws.''
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In the 18 USC 3332: Power: and duties (a) Jteàatf be the dvtyof each such yrand
l'up l'mpaneled wtkhln-anyjudklal dl'atrl*ct TO INQUIRE l*nto o*enses ayal'na: khe
cr/m l'nal laws of ::e Unlned Seaeee alleged 'o have been com m feed wlnhln eàae
dlwstn'ct. Such alleyed o'enses m a.ybe brouqht 'o nhe a/epfon of khe yrand-

l-vr
.y

bykhe oouu or byany aœorney appearfng on behalf of the United States forthe
presentation of evidence.

Every tevet of tocat and state government officiat, who shoutd have taken an oath to

protect and uphotd the Constitution, shoutd have unconditionattyfacititated the

dissemination and fottow-through of the massive Qotume and documented attegations

tevied. Faiture of the Government to unite on the side of the Petitioners is highty suspicious

18 U.S. Code 9 241 - Conspiracy against rights I UkS. Code ! US Law l LII / Legat
Information lnstitute, Civit Rights Division 1 Statutes Enforced by the Criminat
Section ''lf two or m ore persons eonspl're to Inlure, oppreaa, threaken, or
inNm ldate anyperson in anystate, Territoy  Com m onwealth, Possession, or
District IW the free exetclse or enjoymnnk of anyrl-yhf ot prfWleye secuïed to him
byelle Constt-tution or taes of the United States, or because of his having so
exercised the samei''

18 U.S. Code : 242 - Deprivation of rights under cotor of taw ! U.S. Code l US Law ! LII
/ Legat Information Institute'W hoever, under color of any Iaw, statute,
ordinance, regulation, or customxwillfully subjects any person in any
State. Territoly Com monweaIth, Possesjion, or Distrid to the deprivation
of any rights. privileges, or im m unities secured or protected by the
Constitution or Iaws of the United States......''

i
I
p
!

!
F
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RES JUDICATA AND COLLATEM L ESTOPPEL

As non-bar mem bers the Petitioners thankthe Coud forthe teniency afforded and

the extra consideration in the service of justice for att: Haines v. Kerner (1972), Haines v.

Kerner ! 404 U.S. 519 (1972) I Justia U.S. Supreme Court Center, estabtished a tenient

standard but also requires courts to read non-bar litigant complaints generously and altow

an opportunityto present evidence. Case No. 25-cv-81219 CIV-CANNON/Matthewm an

dism issat did not attow the Petitioners an opportunityto present evidence to prove ctaims,

denying procedural fairness.

''Res judicata prevents ptaintiffs from bringing ctaims retated to prior decisions
when 'the prior decision:

(1) was rendered by a court of competentjurisdiction;
(2) was finat;
(3) invotved the same parties ortheir privies; and
(4) invotved the same causes of action-'''

'<To lnvoke cottaterat estoppet, a party must dem onstrate four etem ents:

(1) the issue at stake must be identicatto the one invotved in the prior titigation;
(2) the issue must have been actuatty titigated in the prior suit; '
(3) the determination of 1he issue in the prior titigation must have been a criticat and
necessary part of the judgment in that action; and

(4) the pa*  againstwhom the eartier decisioù is asseled must have had a futt and
fair opportunityto titigate the issue in the eartier proceeding-'

case No. is-cv-81219 clwcANNoN/Matthqwmanwas dismissedwith prejudice.

The Coud ordered the Petitioners to brief on whetherfiting 9:25-cv-81554-EA is barred by

res Judica'a and/or oollaterat estoppet. The Petitioners do not betieve this action is

barred by elther of these tegat doctrines.
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Th'e.petitioners acknowtedge that the Court in Ft. Pierce Divisiph of the Southprn

District of Ftorida (Martin County) is a ''competen't''jurisdiction. The Petitioners chose to

file C ase No. 25-/v-8121: CIV-CANNON/MateN:wman in Ft. Pierce to seek an ''unbiased''

jurisdiction based on chattenges asking the courts in Patm Beach Countyto inkestigate

neighbors and cohorts.

Petitioners recognized the county, state and nationat im ptications 4nd hoped beyond

suspicion to have a decision rendered by f'concurrent''jurisdictions in the Southern Diàtrict

W hen the case was refited in the Patm Beach Division, the

of Ftorlda and therefore, chose m refile.

Case No 25-cv-81219 ClV-CANNON/Matthewm an was'dismissed, butthis case was

never titigated, evidence was not discussed. There cannot be ''re-titigation'' since there

was not an initiat titigation. A T'fin@t'' dpcision. was disappointing in tight of the massive

votume of evidence, the facts, and the detaits that were determ ined to be MOOT and

perhaps neker reviewed.

ln both fitings, atthough very evident in the totatity of the documents, the Petitioners

were not able to clearty exptain, to the Court, cause of action and rqtief sought that is now

m ore defined betdw.

The confusion of th@ partiet invosved due to substitution of United States Alorneys

in their official cappcity at the office of the USA in theSDFL was ctarified in a mdtion and

the refiting.
J

The Petitioners rightto f'due process'' has been denied, redress of grievances has

been deniod, access to detiver evidence tothe.Grand Jury has been denied, First
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Amendment, Fifth Amendment and Fourteenth Amendment rights have been viotated over

severatyears.

The Court, in CASE NO. 25-81219-&lV-&ANNON/Ma=hewman, aa ed 'fBeIl Atl.

Corp. v. Twombly, 550 U.S. 544, 570 (2007)'' Case 9:25-cv-81219-AMC ''A claim has facial

ptausibititywhen the ptaintiff pteads factuat contentthat attows the courtto draw the

reasonabte inference that the defendant is liable forthe misconduct atteged-''Ashcroftv.

Iqbat, 556 U.S. 662, 678 (2009). The Petitioners agree that the factuat content is not onty

ptausible,'but also provabl/. The T'*XHIBITS'' pages contaln the proof that the elected and

appointed officiats in Patm Beach County and the State 6f Ftbrida were otearty informed of

alleged eleotion orimes and failed to ac'-The Respondent is not tiabte if he pedorms his

minisieriat duties and either hotdsthe officiats accountabte to do theirjob, or he mustfind

someone thatwitt. He is onty tiabte if he chooses notto act.

The Petitioners thank the Court for the opportunityto clarifyand enter thes: facts

into.the record. Forthe reasons stated, the Petitioners betieve this action is not barred by

res judicata nor cottaterat estoppet.
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CAUSE OFAW ION and RELIEF SOUGHT

The Petitioners are not seekinga jurytriat against the Respondent, norwere they

seeking a jurytriatagainstthe former United States Attorneyfor the Southern District of

Florida, before substitution. The Petitioners are not seeking monetary retietThis action by
, . '

' 
. - ,

thQ Petitioners is not meantto be punitivekbut rest6rative through a cooperative èffort.

' . .

Rule 8. General Rules of Read/ng I Federal Rules of Civil Procedure I US Law I LII/

Legal Information lnstitute kute b(a)(1) 'fA pteadingthat statçs a étaim for rétief must

cont@in a short and ptain statement of the grounds forthe coufsjurisdiction-''

The Petitioners, blocked and denied from presenting evidence and allegations of election crim es

ti i :' in Palm Beach Cpunty an' d the State of FloriY séek a bigher authority toto apy ent ty

intervene. The Petitioners did not expect the United States Attoràey to klpw whas occurred in

Palm Beach County or that evidence was even collected. The Petitioners eontintze to seek redress
. 

' r

of grizvances related to allegations of election crimes. lnaction of a11 om cials, throughout the

state, named in tll: éxhibits jupports thay the omte of the United States Aqomey for the

iSouthem District of Florida is the appropriatejurisdlction. The Petitioners betieve the.W rit of

Mandamus is the next step.

Rule 8.' General Rules of Pleatfng 1 Federal Rules of Civil Procedure ! US Law I LIl/

Lega/ Infoçmation Ipstitute. Rule 8(a)(à) ffa short and plain stqtement of the claim showing

that thp p. teader is entitte: to retief''. The responùents are citizens of Patm Beach County in
. . . y .

the State of Ftorida where :he evidenqe was cottectq.d and upon which the atlegations were

made. The bearing of these altegations, th:t are based on reat-tim e documentqd data,
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pubtic records requests, lestim on'iats, photos and videos have a directty tocat, state and

nationat security im pact. By ignoringthe evidence, att of the non-responsive officiats

etected into office white thé evidence was cottected, teadingto reat-time etection crime

attegations and those non-respon:ive officiats previousty etected with the same processes

in ptace, must be answerabte to their actions under 18 U.s.code:M l-conspiracyagainG

righ's 18 USC 241: Conspiracy against rights and 18 U.S. Cod
,e 5 242 - A privation of rights

under color of Iaw civit Rights Division-j Deprïvation Of Rights Under Cotor Of Law. The

Petitioners betieve the W rit of Mandam us is the proper course of action forthe

Respondent, in his officiat capacityand as partof his non-discretionary m inisteriàtduties,

to hotd these officiats accountabte to att peopte of Patm Beach County and the State of

. 
'

Ftorida protected by our Constitutions.

Rule 8. General Rules of Pfeatfng ! Federal Rules of Civil Pçocedure 1 US Law 1 LlI/

I-egal Information Institute. Rute 8(a)(3) f<a demand forthe retief sought, which may inctude

retief in the atternative or different types of retier'. 'I'he relief sought by the Petitioners is for

the Respondent to mandate that the ofscials examine the evidence and act appropriately, and

snally, if they are tmresponsive, for the Respondent to impanel a grandjury to receive the

evidence and to proceed accordingly.

The Petitioners, forced to fite the W rit of Mandamus after requests to the m eetwith

the Respondent and his predecessorwent unanswered over severat m onths, request an

orderfrom this Counto the Respondent in his officiat capaci? as the United States

Attorneyfor the Southern District of Florida;
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* to com pet any Patm Beach County, State of Rorida and Federat Bureau of

lnvestigation officials who dlsm issed or ignored evidqnce of n4tionat securil,

ideùtified in the EXHIBIT documents contained in this fiting, to perform their duty

* to impanet a Grand Jury to review att evidence avaitabte from the Petitioners shoutd

the officiats fait or refuse to perform their duty. Petitioners wish to Witness the

infprming of the Grand Juryto ensure transparency in ,tight pf the known 'Tham

sandwich indictment' isbues) Unitéd State:v-Wittiams,'sp4 U.S. 36 (1.992).

* to impanet â Grand Juryto investigate att officiats who faited to act in matters of

:kidence thatthreaten nationat security

to uphotd the Grand 1u' ry's right and duty tù investigate crime and corruption, pubtic

or privatea free from interference

* to meetwith the Petitioners to devetop a ptan to restore tawfut, non-disèretionary

Grand Jury'oversight and accountabitity and qnsure that Grand Juries are ,

Chosen by'he Peopte, no1 setectedor inftuenced byjudges, prosecutors, or

potiticat interests.

àooesxible to the peopte, able to receive comptaints- inctuding coriuption,

pubtic or priyate.

o u
propertytrained in their constitutionat rights, duties, and invest.igative

authoril.

Supportld with resouroe, to futfitttheir esseptiat role in the com mqnity.
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MX EREFORE

Petitioners PATRICG  TESTA, EUGENE TESTA, ALISON RAMPERSD ,

JOYCE RUSSELL, People of Palm  Beach County Florida protected by our

Constitutions, respectfully request, again, that this Court ijsu: a W rit of M andamus
l

compelling Respoùdent, JASON AREDING QUTNONES, in his oocial capacity

as United States Attom ey for the Southem  District of Florida , to 1 11111 his

nondiscretionary mînïstedal duùes under 18 U.S.C. j 3332, the Fifth and

Fotuieenth Amendments, and the 1992 Williams decision; and grant such further

relief as the Court deems just and proper.

Respectfully subm iled,

PATRICIA TESTA, Petitioner

19859.Gardenia Dr. Jupiter, FL 33469

EUGENE TESTA , Pditioner

G '

19859 Gardenia Dr. Jupiter, FL 33469

2

ALISON RAW ERSAD, Petitioner

- 
. .

14576 Colmtry Side Lane Delray Beach, FL 33484

JOYCE RUSSELL, Petitionçr

4840 M isty Pines Tmil, Lake Worth, FL 33463

People of Palm Beach Cotmty Florida protected by our Constitutions.
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VERIFICATION

1, Patricia Testa, HEREBY DECLARE lmder penalty of perjuly lmder the laws of

the United States and the State of Florida that the foregoing is true and correct to

the best of my u owledge, inform ation, and belief. and that l have retained a true

and correct copy of this notice and all proof of service. This document will be

posted on line at Grand Jury Oversight I Hotding Corruption Accountabte and Réstore

Grand Jury Rights - Truth. Accountabitity. Transparency

Executed on January 6, 2026, at Palm  Beach County, Florida.

i
i
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CERTIH CATE OF SERW CE

l

I IV REBY CERTIFY that on January 6, 2026, a true and correct copy o?the

foregoing

u sroxsE To oRoER To skow ckcsE

is available to the Respondents when sclmned by the Clerk of t e ,

and will be sent by Priority M ail to;

n e om ce of the U .S. Attorney for the Southem  Disi ct of Florida

attentiop M r. Jason A. Reding Quinones at SDFL 99 NE 4th St., Miami, FL

33132.

The U.S. Attom ey General M rs. Pam ela Bondi, Depnrtment of

Justice 950 PennsylvO ia Avenue N W, W ashington, D.C. 20530.

'rhis 61 d , f January 2026

Signed:

Patricia M . Testa

19859 Gardenia Dr.

Jupiter, FL 33469

330-719-2438

pmtestB4@gmail.com

Page 17 of 17

Case 9:25-cv-81554-EA   Document 10   Entered on FLSD Docket 01/06/2026   Page 17 of 17


