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EUROPEAN COURT OF HUMAN RIGHTS
COUR EUROPEENNE DES DROITS DE LHOMME

EUROPAISCHER GERICHTSHOF FUR MENSCHENRECHTE

Requéte
Application
Beschwerde

présentée en application de larticle 34 de la Convention européenne des
Droits de 'Homme,
ainsi que des articles 45 et 47 du réglement de la Cour

under Article 34 of the European Convention on Human Rights
and Rules 45 and 47 of the Rules of Court

gemadB Artikel 34 der Europdischen Menschenrechtskonvention und
Artikel 45 und 47 der Verfahrensordnung des Gerichtshofs

IMPORTANT: La présente requéte est un document juridique et peut affecter vos droits et obligations.
This application Is a formal legal document and may affect your rights and obligations.
WICHTIG: Dieses Formular ist eine Urkunde und kann fir Ihre Rechte und Pflichten von Bedeutung

sein.




10.

11.

12,

13,

Les Parties

The Parties

Die Parteien

Le Requérant/La Requérante

The Applicant
Der Beschwerdefiihrer/Die Beschwerdefiihrerin

(Renseignements a fournir concernant le/la requérant(e) et son/sa représentant(e) éventuel(le))
(Fill in the following details of the applicant and the representative, if any)

(Angaben Uber den BeschwerdefUhrer/die BeschwerdefOhrerin und ggf. den Bevollmichtigten/die Bevolimdachtigte)

Nom de famille 2. Prénom(s)
Surname First Name(s
Familienname Wilhelmsen Vormametn), _ H. Everest

Sexe : masculin / feminine

Sex: male / female

Geschlecht: mannlich / weiblich male

Nationalité 4. Profession

N origkeic United States of America Occupation  English teacher

Date et lieu de naissance

Date and of birth 3 -
Date and ploce of birth — Fepruary 17,1952 Los Angeles, California  U.S.A.

Domicile

e Moltkestr. 17 88046 Friedrichshafen Germany

Tél n°®

el no.
Teir,  0177/5575937

Adresse actuelle (si différente de 6.)

Present addi (if different from 6. s odr
Prasf Schi s (7 enat fon &), , Moltkestr. 17 88046 Friedrichshafen

Germany

Nom et prénom du/de la représentant(e)’

Name of representative

Name und Vorname des Bevollméchtigten  none
/der Bevoliméachtigten

Profession du/de la représentant(e)
Occupation of representative
Berur des Bevolimachtigten/der Bevolimédchtigten

Adresse du/de la représentant(e)

Tél n°® Fax n°®
Tel no. Fax no.
Telefon R Fax

La Haute partie contractante
The High Contracting Party
Die Hohe VertragschlieBende Partei

(Indiquer ci-aprés le nom de I'Etat/des Etats contre le(s)quel(s) la requéte est dirigée)
(Fill in the name of the State(s) against which the application Is directed)
(Angabe des Staates/der Staaten, gegen den/die die Beschwerde gerichtet ist)

The Federal Republic of Germany

1 5 o/la requérant(e) est représenté(e), joindre une procuration signée par le/la requérant(e) et son/sa représentant(e).

If the applicant appoints a represen.

tative, attach a form of authority signed by the applicant and his or her representative.

Wwenn ein Bevollméchtigter/eine Bevolimdchtigte bestellt wird, ist eine vom BeschwerdefUhrer/von der BeschwerdefGhrerin
und seinem Bevollméchtigten/seiner Bevolimachtigten unterzeichnete Volfmacht beizufigen.
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1I. Exposé des faits’
Statement of the Facts
Darlegung des Sachverhaltes

(Voir § 19 (b) da la notice)
(See § 19 (b) of the Notes)
(Slehe § 19 (b) des Merkblattes)

14. On November 10, 2009 two Friedrichshafen police officers (Friedrich PK and Fricker PK’in) pulled up in
a police van beside me as | was sitting in my parked car in front of my apartment. It was approximately
1:30 in the afternoon and I had just returned from teaching one of my classes. Officer Fricker then told me
they were conducting a “Polizei Kontrolle” and asked for identification. I gave her my passport. She then
asked for my driver's license and vehicle registration. I gave them to her. As she and Officer Friedrich
started looking at my passport she asked me if | was an “Ausldnder” (“foreigner™)? 1 answered, “Yes, |
am an American, an English teacher here.” They then stepped about eight feet away and spent a long time
looking through my passport. I asked them if I could answer a question regarding my passport? They both
looked up and over at me without answering and then continued looking through my passport together.
(Apparently they were trying to establish whether or not [ was legally in the country.) After a few minutes
Officer Fricker pointed to something in my passport for Officer Friedrich to see. I believe she pointed to
the word “unbefristet” (“unlimited™) in my residence permit, which also permits me to work in Germany.

They then came to me and Officer Friedrich motioned with his hand towards my apartment and said in
perfect English, “A neighbor telephoned to report that you were using your computer in your car.” Then
Officer Fricker asked in perfect English, “Where do you live? " 1 pointed to my apartment and told them |
lived there. She asked in English, “Do you have a wireless system of your own in your apartment?” |
answered, “No”. They immediately looked at each other, again stepped away and started speaking quietly
in German. Officer Fricker then came and said, “We saw you looking at CNN on your computer monitor."”
And then she said, “We do not know what to do and we must telephone the station o find out what to do.”

Officer Fricker was in the police van speaking on a cell-phone for about ten minutes and while she was on
the phone Officer Friedrich said to me in English, “Do not touch your computer.” His saying this led me
to believe that he was already planning to seize my computer. He then said in English and with anger
in his voice, “If you are an English teacher then you would also be very good at learning German,
isn't that so?" It was very clear he was angry at me for speaking English, and with “Jf"" accusing me of
attempting to deceive them with English. But he and Officer Fricker had freely chosen to speak English
with me, i.e., they had not asked if [ spoke German nor told me to speak German with them. They had
seen my American passport and German driver’s license — both note “California,” but then Officer Fricker
asked if I was an “Ausldnder”? 1 answered in my mother tongue (my language) to convince them that |
was, in fact, not German. After criticizing me for my English Officer Friedrich started leaning through the

doorway of my car over my left shoulder... looking intensely at my desktop on my computer monitor.
Statement of the Facts continued...

! Si nécessaire, continuer sur une feuille séparée 1
Continue on a separate sheet if necessary
Falls erforderlich, auf einem gesonderten Blatt fortsetzen
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Officer Fricker finished hephonecall andthenquickly and quietlytold Officer Friedrich something. She
thencameand told me that they had to taks/ computer, buthat | could give ittothemi v ol unt ar i |
andthatif | did not, that they wouldfitake itanywayo | askedher if they wereallowed to do s@ She
answeredfl Y e bsaidt o her |, il cannot give it to you,ltbeca
was ad wassaying f...becausd need my laptop everyddgr my workd that| noticed OfficerFriedrich

was walkingslowly to the back ofmy car. Officer Fricker then said,fiwe only have to find out which
wirelesssystemyou were connected to(l did not realizevhat Officer Friedrichwas about to ddecause |

was looking at and speakingth Officer Fricker) Officer Friedrichthensuddenlymovedforward on the

other side of my campened thedoor and immeditely put both of his handen my compuer. It was
obvious therthat hehad wanted to surprise me and gdirm grip on my computer. Officefricker then
immediately began instructing Offic&riedrich and it became apparent to me then that she was not only
relaying the instructions sheatt been gien on the celphone but that she had kept me occupied in
conversatiorwhile Officer Friedrich was getting himself iaposition toopen mypassenger sidear door

by surprse. OfficerFrickerinstructedOfficer Friedrichto only close the monitoon my laptopand as he

did sohe askederin Germani L i k e Theh Officerfricker saw the electricabed for my laptop on

the floorand told OfficerFriedrichto look for it there ando take it also. OfficefFriedrich therremoved

my laptop ancklectricd cord frommy car and as he was putting them in the v@fficer Fricker quickly

and quietly saido me fi Y oare under arrest. You can remain silent and should get a lawgdehad
saidA Your eamai n 0buitheghadinét askecheif | had an authoded connection to the internet.

| at no time madany physical effort to stop them, but | had not given them permission to opemtand

into my car orto take my lapto@and electrical cord.was surprised, not that they had suddenly opemned

enterednto my car and seized my property, but that they had adthdutprobable cause

Theyalso hadmypassport, d r ivehele @gstrationancwiteet retarmngd themto me
Officer Frickerthentold methatl i mu driteo to the police stationShethenaskedii Do you know
the police station ig? Then shesaid,filtisacr os s f r o M Shéth&asked filbd/su.know
wher e Mc Do Se gucklysaiding @u can f ol $hethenquiskly gohimorthe vai
turnedit around drove tweny feet and stopped: &h she and Officer Friedrickerelooking backto see if
| was coning before they weraboutto lose sight of mérom aroundthe building On the way tahe police
stationl waswondering why they had not put me in tr@nand had, insteadhstructed me to drivevithout
mydriver éds | i cens e ?lawasthinkire lofiwbalt @fficar Frigkér bad said,fi Y oo c an
remain silentand shouldgeta lawyero Although | was drivingl believedthat| had been putnderarrest

andthatthewordsi Y o u remainrsilemd meant they were going to camie detaining me at theation.

Outside thepolice station OfficerFriedrichquickly got out of thevan with my laptop ad electrical cord in
his handsmotionedwith his heador meto come irside andquickly went into the statiarOfficer Fricker
thenwalkedwith meinto thestation, but Herr Friedrich hatisappeareél and the speed in whidte had
beenmoving led me to believthat he was tryingo get my desktopo openup aubmatically before my
computerbatterydied and t hat t h ricker hadinstnubtgtdim@forlyi close the rronitor.
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Insidethe stationOfficer Fricker told me to wait athwent into a back officeShe returnedifteen minutes
laterandhad mecome intathe adjoiningroom. $ie told ne to sit atatabe across from her and shat this
form (below)i n front of me. She then put my passport,

side of the table to her left, glancatime to see my reaction, then told thatl i mu s t the forgin o

?ol.'u.foslc o« Alls)aott

POLIZEIDIREKTION FRIEDRICHSHAFEN
Polizeirevier Friedrichshafen
Fredich, Pefc
SB: Trrckee, € Friedrichshafen, A¢ #4. 2007
TgoNe: ST/ AR IF S [ re0F

Bescheinigung

Es wird hiermit bescheinigt, dass nachstehend b b Sache(n)

Oin Verwahrung genommen N beschlagnahmt a sichergestelit

wurden:
4 _Laplep Y, & ikl 4 /44/-’:'»{:///09&/1.‘(//

g

Die Mafinahma erfolgte gemat
O § 33 Polizeigesetz", [ § 94 StPO™*,
— well nach polizelichen Feststeliungen
it Lvererd [ILHEL MISEAN)
Vor- und Zuname
Z 47 J & 7o 7, 4.

Stralle Wohnort Kreis
am 20 o7 2@7gegen 42 4C Unin Frsiokretichiohons
gegendie§§ 265q | 245a LG E
verstoen hat und die benannten Sachen

!

=20 EI§I:IB

fur die Untersuchung von Bedeutung sein kannen, O eingezogen werden
der Einziehung unterfiegen,

die Beschlagnahme der Sachen zur Beseitigung eines rechis- oder ordnungswidrigen
Zustandes edforderlich war,

Ich erhebe gegen die Malinahme keinen Widerspeuch, ]- Bitte wenden!
Ich lege gegen die MaBnahme ausdrUcklich Wid ein.

= MHMWMZ{../;;L b

|

See larger copy dhe form, Exhibit A

Shepointed to thethree boxes at the topf the form and thero 8 94 StPO**, which shesaid was

herfi a u t h andshésgidagain(asshe hadn front of my apartmentthat | could give mycomputerto

themfi v o | u nandthatifll woald agree that | could have it back two daystime. Shethenpaused
andsaidagain i We o n | yfindhoat wigich wieless you were connected t8he paused agaand

said, filf you do not give the computer to us voluntarily, it will take a longer time because we must ask a
judge f or | askedharivisatdifferemce @inakes because they halleadyseized mycomputer?

Sheansweredi Ther e i s theudge will dive us ¢he pgemnissidh.only takes more tinte

! They hadilled out the entire form before showing it to me.
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Officer Fricker atno time told methat| could appeal the seizure and focudwest efforts on trying to get

my computeii v o | uynoWhen | didnotagreeshec ont i nued to withhold my
and vehicle registrati@ insistingthat| signthe form? After signingour signatures at the bottom of the
form, shemade a copy and gavetit me,not the original® Shethen retuned my passpartd r i ver 6s | i

and vehicle registratiosaid | wouldreceiveatelephonecall from the Polizeiposten Altstadhdlet me go

Threewe e k s plehadbeeduslawfully deprived of my propertywrongfully discriminated against
arrested for an acthat wasnot a punishable offenséalsely accused bviolating 88 263a, 265a StGB,
not brought before competent legal authoritiest been informed of when or where | coudghpeal
not been informed of my right to a hearing in the courtdawfully coerced into signing a fornmy work

had been wrongfly interrupted, | wadosing work and not been able to find a lawyer who would help me

On December 3, 2009ot the telephone calidmthe Polizeiposten stadt in whicha Mr. Miller told me
that he had receivedithe permission from a judgeand that | would be required to cortiee following
week to the Polizeiposten Adtadt for questioningl also learned irspeakng with Mr. Miller on the
telephonehat theywere searching for evidence @imes that hadnot been previouslynformed of? For
all the reasons above and realizitigat the police hadalsely accusedme in a court of lawwithout
affording me ahearing | then quickly wrote an@ntered my Constitutional Complaint aneédrestfor
Emergency Injunctive Reliefnto the Bundesverfasungsgerichtin accordance withArticles 17 and
93 paragraph (1¥a of t he Deutsches Gr un d 6@)swhithzsay (th&ther ma n y

ficompetent authority t o a@heamplardgs of unconstitutionalityis the Bundesverfassungsgericht.

Pleaseseemy Constitutional Complaint and Request for Emergdmemctive Relief, Exhibit B.

Article 17 Deutsches GrundgesetzRight of petition)®

Everyone has the right individually or jointly with others to address written requresimplaintsto the
competenauthoritiesand to the representative assemblies

Article 93 Deutsches Grundgesetz Bundesverfassungsgerichtés jurisd

(1) The Bundesverfassungsgericlecides

4 a. on complaints of unconstitutionaljtwhich may beenteredoy any person who claims that orfehis
basic rights or one of his rights under paragraph (4) of Article 20 or under Articles 3813803
or 104 has been violated by public authority.

% Officer Frickechecked the boxt 6 $& OKt F Iy I KY (i ¢ told ied @oighit ¢ &R ¥ Hzygiiathiid migdibperty.

% The copyl receiveds a single sheet of paper with nothing on the back afhid Officer Fricker aho time turnedit over (nor I)
and she dichot say that there was anything on the back of the form. | do not know if there is anything on the back of the original.

* The first indication got that the police had presentatifferent accusations against e ad 2 dzRvEhSut informing me was

when | asked Mr. Miller if | was to be afforded an opportunity to applal didnot answer and insteadave me the number of

the & LJS NJY Aaadinange\bféa court. | asked him if police thougliteless broadcasts from private resideneesre public tele
communications systems defindd §265a StGB, which | was accused of violating on the foHa answeredy , Sa X y2y S(iKS$S
@2dz Y& KI @S It aandgavenielsaimBufbessiSkeSohded 1laid® &f my Constitutional Compihibit B

®There is a one month deadline emter a complaint of unconstitutionalityito the Bundesverfasungsgericht, and | entered my
complaint of unconstitutionality after Mr. Miller let me to know that tibelLJS NJY frain juggg had been issuedithout me.

® See German text of Deutsches Grundgedgexhibit G



The Polizeidirektion Friedrichshafen hadeized my propertand provisionally detainedne (arresed me)
with theclaimedfi a u t h ofM8 MStRO* ,0 asOfficer Fricker specifically told me and aged o the
form (Tgb-Nr. ST / 1643856 / 20Q09My propertyis guaranteednderArticle 14 GG and my freedom
guaranteedinder Articlel GG, Article 104 GGandother Articles All arefi b a s i ¢ (humargrightss o
But § 94 StPO doesnot name thesé@basic rights asrestricted findicating the Articles) as requied by
Article 19 paragraph $entence LG, whichis anotheroneof myfi b a s i ¢ Alsoj nty lireedom @an
only be restrictedfion the basis of a formal law, with due regard to the fopmescribed therein,as
required by Article 104 pagaaph 1 GG, whichis anotheroneof my  fi b a s i But §r94SgPdoss. 0
nothave Af or ms prTaespolicd tiherldimedth kerdetainmgné on-suspicion of having
committeda punishable offensdi.e., i88 263 a, 265 a StGR and while detaining mand withholding
my passport, dvehicle eegisirationsistedeahatd sig adomdExhibit A), thusplanning
to denymea hearing in the courtsl¢ny me ampportunity to raise objections befdregudged). A hearing

in the courts § ahuman rightl w angitledit® in accordanceawith Article 1 GG, Article 103 GG,

Article 104 GG and other Articles (all ar&directly enforceable lad) establishedby the German people.

Article 1 Deutsches Grundgeset®rotection ohuman dignity)

(1) The dignity of marinviolable To respecaindprotect itis theduty of all state authority

(2) The German people therefaeknowledgeénviolable and inalienable humaights as the basis efrery
community, of peace and of justice in the world.

(3) The followingbasic rightsind the legislature, the executive and the judicesdirectly enforceable law

Article 14 Deutsches Grundgeset@roperty, taking of property)

(1) Propertyand the rights of inheritance agaaranteedTheir content and limitaredetermined by the laws

Article 19 Deutsches GrundgesetiRestriction of Basic Rights)

(1) Insofar as under this Basic Law a basic right may be restiigted pursuant ta law the law musapply
generally andhot solely to an individual caseurthermorghe lawmust name the basic right
indicating the Article

(2) Inno casanay abasic rightbe infringed upon in itessential content

Article 103 Deutsches Grundgeset@earing in the courts)

(1) In the courts everyone entitled toalegalhearing
(2) An act can be punishahly if it was a punishable offense by law before the act was committed

Article 104 Deutsches Grundgeset@reedom of theridividual)

(1) The freedom of the individual may be restrictedy on the bsis of a fornal law and only with due regard
to the forms prescribed therein. Detained persons may not be subjected tcomehyaicalil -treatment

(3) Any person provisionallyetained orsuspicion of having committed a punishable offemsest be
brought before judge at the latest on the day following the arréwt judge shall inform him of the
reasongor detention, examine hirmd give him an opportunity to raise objections

The fbaswhch aresegrhabe/@ argot an exhaustivdistof my fAbasi c rightso
Polizeidirektion Friedrichshafen. | havether i b a s i ¢ (humam hghtls tbat areprovided inthe
DeutschesGrundgesetavhich the Polizeidirektion Friedrichshafdrasviolatedin this case and they are

depictedn the circumstancand allegations ahy Constitutional Complaint, dated December 7, 2009.
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| first met Dr. Thomas Pri@nd Mr. Boris Matteglawyers in Ravensburgpn Friday, December 10, 2009
and whenl mettheml let themto knowthat | had entered myConstitutional Complainand Request for
Emergency Injunctivkeliefinto the BundesvdassungsgerichtAnd | gave them a copgf it andthe copy
of the form (Exhibit A) the Polizeidirektiofrriedrichshafen hathad me sign on November 10, 2009
Theysaidthat it was okay to haventered my Constitutional Complaintarthe Bundesverfassungsgericht
andtheyreadsomeof it while | was with them. Thegpentabout an houwith me that day an®r. Prif

then saiche would write a letteto the Pakeidirektion FriedrichshaferHe did so the next ddy

The following weeH received a letter from a Dr. Hiegert and Mr. Steinhauser, dated December 14, 2009,
in which they didnot acknowledge the competence (jurisdiction) of the Bundesverfassungsgericht to
decide on my Constitutional Complaint and Request for Emergency Injunctive, Belfgticle 17 GG and
Article 93 paragraph 1(4) a GG requifthese Articles aremy 0 bighs i, ® b ut ,whdaees the me n
Bundesverfassungsgerichdid not acknowledgeany of my fi b a s i tnsteadi DBrh Hiegertoand

Mr. Steinhausemrote in their letterthat my Constitutional Complaint and Request for Emergency
Injunctive Reliefhadin ot b e en the Buadesvatfassungsgerichitii i ¢ ht e)indagoe | e i t
offian al | owe (udicealpega wayd Artizlee ¥ GG and Article 93 paragraph 4) @ GG do

not speakof a complaint of unconstitutionalityot being ushed into the Bundesverfasingsgerichtin

fact, Article 17 GG and Article 93 paragraph 1 (4) a Gahotrequire a complaint of unconstitutionality to

befi u s h e r eh# Bundesvéassungsgericht. Articles 17 and 93 @GlBarly specifythata complaint of
unconstitutionalitymaybe entered into the Bundesverfassungsgebglnyperson who claims that one of

his or herbasic rights or one of hisr herrights under paragraph (4) of Article 20 or under Articles 33, 38,
101, 103 or 104 has been violated by public authdrliave claimed thisAlso, Article 17 GG and Article
93 paragr aph drectly 4nforceableGa@and asesucliihave neverllowed ii a allowed

specializedudicial | e g a | to bioakghe competence (jurisdiction) of the Bundesverfassungsgericht.

My fibasic righo to legal recoursen the court of jurisdiction igidirectly enforceableaw," as seerin

Article 1 GG andfextraordinary courts arsmadmissibledAr t i cl es 1 and 101 GG ar

Article 101 paragraph 1 Deutsches GrundgesetExtraordinary courts forbidden)

(1) Extraordinary courts ari@admissible No one may be removed from the jurigitio of his lawful judge

Dr. Hiegert and Mr. Steinhausdrave, in fact,attemped to remove me from the jurisdiction of the

Bundesverfassungsgerichith ianalloweds pe ci al i z ed |thatisvolatagheldwe gal way

" | had been looking for a lawyer prior to meeting Dr. Pruf and Mttédaand had met three. It is not easy, however, to find a
lawyer in the Friedrichshafen (Lake Constance) area; especially when you do not have the money to pay one. And most lawyers i
the Friedrichshafen area do not know the law regarding the intermet also do not handle criminal charges. One lawyer | had

met earlier wanted 1,000.00 euros cash to begin with. | did not have the money and he then got angry that | had even stepped
into his office after speaking with his secretary. Another lawyer | famthe internet and telephoned said he lived too far away
(Munich) and that | would not be able to afford him coming to Friedrichshafen. He was kind enough, however, to tell me not to
talk to the police. One of my students then introduced me tomtRand Mr. Mattes They were very kind to meet with me and

help me free of charge. They are also specialists regarding the internet.
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It hasbeen my understanding thatdecision by a court of law based on an act of fraualilisandvoid
from thebeginning andhat, therefore] hadnot been in the Amtsgericht Ravensbugp | started tavrite

a second request for a judicial decisiothe Bundesverfassungsgeritiatsedon the separation of powers

Dr. Hiegert and Mr. Steinhausbasel their claim onthe formthat Officer Fricke hadhadme signwhile
detainingme (under arrestandwhilewi t hhol di ng my passport, driver
from me Dr. Hiegert and Mr. Steinhauselaimedin their letterthat | hadrequested an appelagforethe
Amtsgerich Ravensburg pursuant @ 90 paragraph 2 sentence 1 BverfG3B4,8805n connectiowith

§ 98 Abs. 2 SatS#P@when | signed the forrfExhibit A). But thesefilawsd do not appear on the copy of

the form | was giverand Officer Frickerdid not inform meof thesefi | a w $iawno knowledge ofthese

i | a wied Isigned thdorm underfi a u t h of 8 946tRQ¥{H a u t h OfficertFiyckerhadclaimed.

In fact,Dr. Hiegert and Mr. Steinhauskave claimedhat theform, (i.e.,§ 94 StP{)and proceduresed by
the Polizeidirektion Friedrichshafewompletely blocks the autlority of Article 17 GG andArticle 93
paragraph (4) a GGi.e., blocks fidirectly enforceable law i the canpetence (jurisdiction) of the

Bundesverfassungsgericlh. other wordsPr. Hiegert and Mr. Steinhauser claitimatmy fib a s i &to r i g h
recourse, (i.e., Article 17 GG in connection with Article 93 paragfgpha GG) is alsorestricted. Bit the
form, (i.e.,8 94 StPYalsodoesnot namethisi b a s it cas restrigtddindicaing the Article as regired
by Article 19 paragraph GG. Neither does§ 94 StPQhavefformsp r e s cr i b dodsafdéglasdr e i n
fi b argghtodto recourseequired by Article 104 paragraph 1 GG fact§ 94 StPGnota A f or ma | | @

§ 94 StP®aysasfollows:

(1) Objects which may be of importance as evidence for the investigation shall be
impounded or otherwise secured

(2) Such objects shall be seized if in the custody of a person and not surrendered
voluntarily.

Dr. Hiegert and Mr. Steinhauser have fact, claimed thatthey blocked my Constitutional Complaint
againstthe Polizeidirektion Friedrichshafen agd94 StPQrom outsidethe Bundesverfassungsgericht
But | have entered my Constitutional Complaint and ReqgisesEmergency Injunctive Relighto the

Bundesverfassungsgeht in accordancev i t directliy enforceable law Bluman rights are the authority in

my case and | am of the opinion that Dr. Hiegexd Mr. Steinhauser are acting very far outside the law

Dr. Hiegert and Mr. Steinhauser began their letter, dated December 14, 2009, by claiming that | had
not presented or namét concrete sovereigactd which immediately concerned mieecause had not

complainedo the Bundesverfassungsgerielgairstthe decision of mothercourt. They wrote as follows:

iOn t he ,younkeady laak the presentation of name of concrete
sovereigract which immediately concerns yoéo

AZum einen fehlt es bereits an der Vorlage t
eines Sie unmittelbar betifenden konkreten Hoheitsakte, .il
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Dr. Hiegert and Mr. Steinhausatso wrotethat they would nofi u s h rayr Gonstitutional Complaint
and Request for Emergency Injunctive Relief into the Bundessenf@sgericht until | had complaih
againstithep er mi ssi on (i Be m cohtb @ levebrgceudtBut Article 17 GG andArticle 93
paragraph 1 (4) a G@o not requirewhat Dr. Hegert and Mr. Steinhausare claiming: Other courts do
not have the competence (jurisdiction) to hear and decide on my complaint of unconstitutidrialaisd
notreasonable to askperson to suffer the violations of his or her human riffrtyears upotyeas before

receivingj u st iftbeeedsto be ja t i prelagngingviolations of law and encouragimgore violations
Dr. Hiegert and Mr. Steinhauser) wrote as follows:

fi D e esnist nicht ersichtlich, dass Sie betreffend den im Ubrigen nicht néher bezeichneten Durch-
suchungsbeschluss des Amtsgerichts Ravensburg mit dem Aktenzeichen 2 Gs 1646/09 sowie hin-
sichtlich der von lhnen angesprochenen polizeilichen Durchsuchungs- und Beschlagnahmemal3-
nahmen vom 10. November 2009 lhren Laptop betreffend den zulassigen fachgerichtlichen
Rechtsweg (vgl. § 90 Abs. 2 Satz 1 BverfGG; 8§ 304, 105 in Verbindung mit 8 98 Abs. 2 Satz 2 StPO
beschritten und erschopft und insoweit eine mit weiteren zulassigen Rechtsmitteln nicht mehr an-
fechtbare letzinstanzliche Gerichtsentscheidung herbeigefiihrt haben, gegen die fristgerecht eine
Verfassungsbesch-wer de er hoben werden kann. A

I did not complairanywherein my Constitutional Complairdgainst the acts of@urt It was in fact,the
Polizadirektion Friedrichshafem svrongful use of § 94StPO(an unconstitutionél | aywstohe pol i ¢
wrongful discrimination acting without probable causeand false accusationbefore a court of law
which | havecomplained aof It was the ations of the policeand§ 94 StP@hat violated myfbasic rights
includingdenying mea hearingi i n t h ewhichmlwvious/swasalso an effort by the police® deny
me a hearing in the Bundesverfassungsge®let.e Dr . Hi eger t Ildter&xhiMrH St ei n

Certainly, Dr. Hiegert and Mr. Steinhauser knew from reading my Constitutional Complaint that | had
notbeen affordedhe hearingfiappeab) they referre to when they cited§ 98 paragraph 2 senterse 2P O 0
in their letteras A a allowed specialized judicial legal wayAnd theyalso completelyignored that

Mr. Miller of the Polizeiposten Altstadiadtold me on the telephone in answer to my question regarding
§ 265 aStGBA Ye s, n oyouw maly baveeviolated athlawso (Please se pages 2 and 4 of my
Constitutional ComplaintExhibit B). And | had clearly communicated the following to Dr. Hiegert and
Mr. Steinhauser on page 5 of my Constitutional Compl&ixitjbit B.®

AMy private communications and docwtheunt s ar e
just cause are now searching for evidence of offenses whigpwere vi ousl 'y unspeci f

Dr. Hiegert and Mr. Steinhauser (in the Bundesverfassungsgekiaw) that Officer Fricker had
explainedtomel We only have to find out wQertanly they r el
understood from reading my Constitutional Co

in line with what Mr. Miller of the Polizeiposten Altstadt had told me.

8 My Constitutional Complaint andeRuest forEmergency Injunctive Relief, dated December 7, 20@%¢ written in English
and translated to the best of my ability into Germéentered both texts into the Bundesverfassungsgericht.
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After recei vi ndgtedDecembér il ZDA%. Milee of the Polizeiposten Altstadtrote
the notice(below), dated December 21, 2008ayingthathe hadhad Dr.P r ¢ IEtterssince December 15,
2009, butthat thefi a n a | of sy laptopwas not finishedMr. Miller alsowrote in this notice that the
poice had acourt order(ii B e s cdh fromd¢he Amtsgericht Ravebarg, datedNovember 17, 2009

Mr. Miller did not enclose thé B e s ¢ hol mestisndhe extent of tiiea n a | he sefersed to

8

Baden-Wiirttemberg

POLIZEIDIREKTION FRIEDRICHSHAFEN
POLIZEIPOSTEN FRIEDRICHSHAFEN-ALTSTADT

Pp FN-Alistadt . SeestraBe 1 . 83045 Friedrichshafen
RA Dr, Prai Datum 21.12.2009
Name Miller

Eywiesenstralle 6 Durchwahl 075412853284
88212 Ravensburg CNP 756859
Akterasichen ST/1643856/2008
{Bitis bei Antwort angeben)

S-17622108-PR vom  11.12.2008

— Die Unterlagen werden iiberreicht mit der Bitte um

[0 Zustandigksitshalber B Kenntnisnahme O Bericht

O zum Verbleib O Anrut O Weitere Bearbeitung

m| O Ruckgabe O weitere Veranlassung

[ Als Erinnerung O Priifung [] Mitteilung Gber das Veranlasste
[0 Auf Anforderung O stellungnahme O Uberlassung der Aklen

O Zuunserer Entlastung O O Erledigung

O Als Irdaufer O O

O O a

(] O Frist [ schriftiche Unteriagen folgen
Sehr geehrie Damen und Herren,

Ihr Ersuchen auf Akteneinsicht ist bei mir am 15.12.2009 eingegangen. Die Angelegenheit wird von mir

schnellstmiglich bearbeitet. Die Beschlagnahme des Kommunikationsgerétes (Laptop) wurde mit dem
Beschiuss des AG Ravensburg vom 17.11.2009, Az.: 2 Gs 1646/09 besttitigt Die Auswertung des Laptops
wurde angeordnet.

Mit freundlichen Gritten

Miller, PHM

Seestrafie | - 88045 Friedrichshafen - Telefon 07541 2893 280 - Telefax 07541 2893 289 - FRIEDRICHSHAFEN-ALTSTADT PW@polizei bwl de
OFNV- Anschluss: Hafenbahnhaf

See larger copy of this documeBkhibit E.

When the police seized my laptop on November 10, 2009 they simultaneously seized my data in my
laptop’You can see in Mr. Millerdés notice to my | aw)
laptop.Neverthelessmy data ismy personabhnd privateproperty,all protected byArticle 1 GG, Article 2
GG, Article 14 GG,as well as other Articleim the Deutsches Grundgesetihese are mggluman rights and

fiasdirectly enforceable ladtheydo not permitinformalfi | a wosiolate them.

o Obviously, when a box is taken the contents of the box ardaMsn. h fact, it was the data my laptop thathe police wanted.
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On December 22, 2009 Mr. Miller telephoned amel told me that | could come to his office gck up

my computerWe arranged that | wodldo so the following morning at 10:30 a.m. | arrived five minutes
earlier and Mr. Miller then went into his office and after some minutes returned with my computer and told
me to check that it was okay and, if so, that | hadgno #ie receip(below). | turned on the computedid

not enter my password and desktaélpen turned it off and signed the receipt.

After | eaving Mr. Mill erdos office at the Polizel
gave me acopy ofit per mi ssi on flirBoens cd [Thisewahd thedfirst time that | saw

thei B e s c,adnditkes Mr. Miller toldme that he had not been the dstigator looking in my laptop
andthat his office had only done what theB e s ¢ thadordesed i.e.,formulated It was also then that

| firstsawthatit pegmb si on fr om a | haddeeo iss@ed Bheventbér IL12G08, dwp

weeks prior to Mr. Miller telephting me on December 3, 2009 to tek that he had received it.

Below is the receipt showing that | received my laptop computer on December 23, 2009 at 10:30 a.m.

’ Srtachchahat Fredrichshafen , 22.12.2009
= Frieds oo Telafon: 07541 2893 280

Seestrafie 1 Durchwabi 07541 2893 284
88045 Friodrichshafen Sachbearbeiter. Miller

Az STI1643856/2009

EMPFANGSBESCHEINIGUNG

Hiermit bestatige ich

Name Wilhelmsen
Vorname Everest
Geburisdatum |7.02.1952
Geburtsort/-land Califoria, Vereinigte Staaten (USA)
Wohnsitz MoltkestraBe 17
88046 Friedrichshafen

den Empfang folgender Gegenstande

Ein Laptop der Marke HP, Compaq nx 9420

ich habe das Gerat am 23.12.2009 um 10.25 Uhr selbst im Beisein von PHM Miller getestet und
konnte keine Schaden feststellen. weiche auf eine Verursachung durch die Polizel zuruckzufuhren
waren

Ont Frednchshafen
DatumiZett 23122009 1030 Uk

Empfangen . Ubergeben
N
- - 4 ; \
A R e
{Unterschnft Vor. und Zuname| Mier P;QA

See larger copy of this receifxhibit C
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As stated on the previoysage it was onDecember 23, 200%hat | was first givenand first saw

thed B e s ¢ hbelove, arafirst learned that thé B e s ¢ thhdubses ssuedn November 17, 2009,
two weeks before Mr. Miller had telephed me on December 3, 2009 to tell ohdés issuance. It was also
on December 23, 2009 that | first learned thatfihB e s ¢ hhhdub®en dbased msecret accusations,

accusations thdthadnotbeen previously informed of. See the datefarglt a tcitet belewo

L Austortgung

&=

=

Amtsgericht Ravensburg
- EmitSungsrichier -

Geschiftszeichen: ) Gs / Telafon-Nr.: 0751 8060
e | 34 /7 ¥ /05 Telefax-Nr.: 0751 806 1400
Staatsanwaltschaft Ravensburc;
36 Js 21486/09 Ravensburg. | 7. Nov. 2009

Ermittlungsverfahren gegen Everest Wilhelmsen, geboren am 17.02.1952
wegen Ausspihens von Daten

Beschluss

‘ Nach §§ 94 Abs. 2, 98 Abs. 1, Abs. 2, 100 g Abs, 1 Satz 1, Abs. 2u. 3, 100 h Abs. 1

LV.m. § 100 b Abs. 1 StPO wird gemaf § 33 Abs. 4 SIPO chne vorherige Anhdrung des Betrofie-
nen die Beschiagnahme des sichergesteliten Kommunikationsgeréites (Bezeichnung: Laptop
HP mit Ladekabel/Netzted)

B s escrusgen

Everest Wiheimsen,

geboren am 17.02.1952 in Calfornia,

wohnhaft: MoltkestraBBe 17, 88046 Friedrichshafen,
StaatsangehOrigkeit: sonstige amerikanische Staatsangehdrigked,
Familienstand: ledig,

Beruf: Englischiehrer

See entire copy ofi B e s ¢ hBxhibg B , 0

Thefi B e s c hdbeanstsite 8§88 263, 265a StGB the accusations citezh the form(Exhibit A) which

Officer Fricker hacexplainedwith, n Wenyhave t o find out which Andrel e
| had askedDfficer Fricker ifthiswas a serious situationSheansweredii | t depends on i f
were connected to isftat rate or not. It is the same as if you saw an unlocked car with the key in it and
then got into the car and drove away witld Ehat afternoon read 88 B3a, 263 StGB and sawhey were

abouthacking into a public telecommunicatisysemto avoidpaying for its useSee pages-4, Exhibit B.

Officer Fricker had explained 88 263265 StGB to maandthe form Exhibit A) saysthéii nvesti gat
is limited to 88 263a, 265a StGB. Thereforexpected & j u dtg make a decision based upon those
accusationgionlyo. As | have written on page 5 ofy Constitutional Complainthe facts and police report

(or affidavit) written by Officer Fricker, Officer Friedrich or the third police offig@fficer Fricker spoke

with on a celphone couldnot possibly have provided the level of proof thaise crmes were committed.
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Dr. Hiegert and Mr. Steinhausdradin their letter in fact, claimed thatmy Constitutional Complaint

hadAi not b e eimood the Buedeswedfassungsgeriti®causé hadasked foranfiappeab beforethe
Amtsgericht Ravensburg pursuant 80 paragraph 2 sentence 1 BverfGG; 88 304, 105 in connection w
§ 98 paragraph 2 senten&P2D But they ignoredmany facts that | had communicated to them in my
Constitutional Complaint, e.gl, was not aware o8 90 paragraph 2 sentence 1 BverfGG; 88 304, 105 in
connection wigh98 paragraph 2 senten8&PDwhen | signed the forr(Exhibit A). And they ignoredthe

fact that anfiappeab had not taken place. lwasvery clear in my Constitutional Complainthat | had

not been afforded a hearing in accordance itB8 paragraph 2 sentence&PO, asDr. Hiegert and

Mr. Steinhausehad writtenasian al | owed s peci alAndzaheykneythatlhad bean |l e
arrested, buhot been brought before competent legal authoritiemccordance wittrticle 103GG. And

they againignored thesdacts even after receiving my second request for a judicial decision, dated
December 23, 2009, whereinattacheda copy ofthe i B e s ¢ handuwratedo Dr. Hiegertof the
Polizeidirekion Friedrichshafen wrongfully usin§ 94 StPOn combination with 88 @3 a, B5a StGB

to seize propertgandimmediately coercingroperty owners ito affixing their signatures to the form with

the sole intent tevadereasonable antimely reviews of the Bundesverfassungsgeridhivrote as follows:

ifiDear Ministerialrat Dr. Hi egert,

You have in your letter, dated December 14, 2009, decided th&@ommstitutional Complaint and
Request for Emergency Injunctivelef are inadmissible.

But thecircumstance sean my Constitutional Complairglong with evidence (Exhibit A) reveal

that the Polizeidirektion Friedrichshafen is using the combination of § 94 StPO and 8§88 263a, 265a
StGB for unlawful seizures and that after unlawfully seizing propsriynmediately coercing
property owners into affixing their signatures to this form with the sole intent to evade the
reasonable and timely reviewsthe Bundesverfassungsgericht.

The form, Tgb.> Nr. ST/1643856/2009, cites 88§ 263a, 265a StGB as thellam being accused

of violating, but there is no reference to TghiNr. ST/1643856/2009 or 88§ 263a, 265a StGB on

the search warrant (fiBeschlusso). And because
search warrant now question whether arot the Amtsgericht Ravensburg made an informed
decision? | believe from reading my | awyerds |
and his colleague have the same understanding that | have, i.e., that private wireless systems for
theintetnet are not Apublic purpose telecommunicat
And the Polizeidirektion Friedrichshafen did not have probable cause to believe that | had
violated § 263a StGB. On what basis then did the Amtsgericht Ravensburg issgeatith
warrant?See the search warrdntii B e s c ditthchesbs 0 ]

Please take note of the fact tladtier |1 specifically pointed oub Dr. Higgert in my letter (above) that the
form (Tgb.:- Nr. ST/1643856/2009 Exhibit A) and88 263a, 265a StGivere notreferred to or citedn
thel B e s cotahduhsitd wasthereforeguestioning whether or not the Amtsgericht Ravensburg made an

informed decisia, thatl asked Dr. Higertthe following question:

i On wh a tndig theAimtsgericht Ravesburg issue thisearch warrafit

My letter (above)was alsdranslatednto Germarand submitted to Dr. Hiegefhu | never got a response

to thisquestion |t appeared that thé B e s ¢ lwhsaat besied onhefactsnoronwhat | hadbeen told.
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- <2 DVD RW Drive (F:)

| entered my letter (second request for a judicial decision) into the Bundesverfassungsgericht on
December 24, 2M) mailing it beforedriving north forChristmas.While | was driving | was
wondering why so many jwhiehgdn be read ant apmvidedfohin ma n
t he Deut sche s dr&tlyenfacgablse kW z w Bosbeirfy enforced, butad been

exchanged fog 94StPOand aprocedurewhi ch di d not respect #fAthe di
Article 1 GG? And it seemed to miat Article 20 G@democracywas not being respected, either.

[EifEiE=]
@Q.j,__f, » Computer » DVDRW Drive (F:) « [ %3] [ search 3

Organize v : v (& Burnto disc E Delete temporary files

Size Type Date modified Location
1KB Text Document 11.11.2009 10:12 Files Ready to Be Written t...

Favorite Links

E; Documents

E Pictures
E} Music

More » o
Folders 3 _I| Messenger-Passwort - Notepad

File Edit Format View Help

HE‘ Everest A

1 Public o software : paltalk

% Computer Protocol : paltalk

: User : ofthehighest
&, Local Disk (C:) password : ®pqtfg

s HP_RECOVERY (D)

a OS_TOOLS (E)

‘3" Network
@ Control Panel

£ Recycle Bin
. Addresses

|, Adobe InDesign C54 1
.. rec
| signature =
< | il | »

-

m

Messenger-Passwort Date modified: 11.11.2009 10:12
Text Document Size: 226 bytes

Date created: 11.11.2009 10:12 _

Then, the next dagon Christmas Daya little window popped up in the bottom righandcorner of my
monitor with a message sayirfigy dave fileswaiting to be burned o  dlicleked odthe message and
thefl e x t D o (abové eppdar@drevealing that the police hdzken searching in my computer and
data on November 11, 200®week before thé p e r mi s s i o0 no (ifer fioBre sac hj Wasdsgesd
on November 17, 200&nd thisd T e x t D (aboueinandiumérous other documents aiild folders
created by the police (sdellowing page} are evidence of polefi h a ¢ kformmg passwordgo my
Paltalk ande-mall accountsandmy stored datavithout my knowedge. | had takemy ownprecautions to
protect mystored data, i.eE-mails which hadalready arrived in my private domaame stored dataVly
stored data isot dynamictelecommunicationsAnd certainly, my contracts and passwordgh Paltalk
and my Email account provider&zarnedpolicethatthese infomation technology systems wey-limits.
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fiTotalitarianism recognizes no limits to itsauthority. 0 wikipedia

Name Date modified Type

@) New Folder 11.11.2009 10:56 Shortcut
Wired-Auto-Config 11.11.2009 10:56 Shortcut
WLAN-AutoConfig 11.11.2009 10:49 Shortcut
| Messenger-Passwort h 11.11.2009 10:12 Text Document
(2| Mailpasswort h 11.11.2009 10:10 Shortcut
{# | Google-Servicelogin-Passwort _ 11.11.2009 10:09 Shortcut
[2, Windows History 11.11.2009 10:07 Shortcut
[#] | autorun 11.11.2009 09:55 Shortcut
{2 CD Drive 11.11.2009 09:55 Shortcut
[2., README 11.11.2009 08:02 Shortcut
@) win32dd 11.11.2009 08:02 Shortcut
[#,09-194.img _ 11.11.2009 07:58 Shortcut
(2} Helix 11.11.2009 07:58 Shortcut
[al | 09-194-PPAltstadt_Laptop _ 11.11.2009 07:57 Shortcut

| asked an expert to look in my computer for mofrevhat the police had donke found the list above and

lists on thefollowing pagesvhich revealthe police hagdin fact,seached through my computer and data
November 11, 209, madedHle Fo | d endsnéredDocuments®  mo vaill witdh links (Sthor Y wut s 6
an external police hard disce8thed T e x t D with ungpnRaltaik jpasswordd(Me s s-pagepyort o
0 Mai | pas s wServitelogi® &9 ® @ide081®4P P Al t st a dbbveThaRolizadpektion
Friedrichshafen has a downtown offigénich is the fiPolizeiposten Altstadltand is the officeOfficer

Fricker had said would receive a telephone célbm. But whenMr. Miller of the Polizeiposten Alstadt
telephoned me hdid not inform methat the police had already searchedniyn computer and dathree

weeks earlieand had remad my passwords and all my datich wasnot necessaryito find outwhich
wireless you were connected tas Officer Fricker haéxplainedto me And neither did MrMiller in his

telephom call tellmeof the datethé p e r mi s s i o n had beemissiiNgvemtbey £7020095.

The mlice alsocopiedmy Windowsprogram {©9194.im@ with a tool similar td¢he oneseerbelow.

MG File Extension 4 Fie Associations

TIP: Run a free scan for .IMG file extension errors.

File Type 1 Macintosh Disk Image (Most common)
Popularity WwiwwWW Average
Category Disk Files

Disk image used to mount a file system like a disk drive (like an external hard drive), or an
optical disc (like as a CD or DVD); stored on the hard drive and is recognized as a hard
disk or disc when mounted by the computer.

¥ The expert | hadbok in my computenlso foundthat police tad entered my computeon Novemberl0, 2009 and he said the

police had tried to coweup the extent of the search, but had forgotten to delete thet S E i 5 2fdD Balfafk yhét popped up

2y Y& O02YLIziSNJ Y2y AG2N) 2y / KNR&aAdYlF&a 5Fred ! yR KS alAR GKI G
continue searching througimy datawithout being detected.
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Below isa another list of files, folders and documents mbgehe policejncluding my password for my

Paltalk accountfilessengePasswordé all of theseremoved from my computer dfiovember 11, 2009

Name Date modified Type Folder
1. Applications and Services Logs 11.11.2009 11:19 File Folder Event Viewer (C:\P...
1. Microsoft 11.11.2009 11:19 File Folder Applications and ...
1. Windows 11.11.2009 11:19 File Folder Microsoft (C:\Pro...
1. Diagnostics-Networking 11.11.2009 11:19 File Folder Windows (C:\Prog...
1. WLAN-AutoConfig 11.11.2009 11:19 File Folder Windows (C:\Prog...
L. Windows Logs 11.11.2009 11:19 File Folder Event Viewer (C:\P...
. Reportlac0dc85 11.11.2009 01:32 File Folder ReportArchive (C:...
L _ir_tmpfnt_1 11.11.2009 07:47 File Folder Temp (C:\Users\L...
L. _ir_tmpfnt_2 11.11.2009 08:04 File Folder Temp (C:\Users\L...
L. _ir_tmpfnt_3 11.11.2009 08:15 File Folder Temp (C:\Users\L...
L. _ir_tmpfnt_4 11.11.2009 10:34 File Folder Temp (C:\Users\L...
1. BTN%Copy%1 11.11.2009 08:17 File Folder Temp (C:\Users\L...
1. BTN%Copy%2 11.11.2009 08:17 File Folder BTN%Copy?%l (C:...
=] Channel 0 11.11.2009 11:19 XML Document Applications and ...
| Channel 0 11.11.2009 11:19 XML Document Diagnostics-Netw...
[ Channel 0 11.11.2009 11:19 XML Document WLAN-AutoConfi...
[ Channel 0 11.11.2009 11:19 XML Document Windows Logs (C:...
__ Messenger-Passwort _ 11.11.2009 10:12 Text Document Temporary Burn F...
__ Denmark. TFT 11.11.2009 07:40 TFT File _ir_tmpfnt_1 (C:\U...
| Denmark.TFT 11.11.2009 07:54 TFT File _ir_tmpfnt_2 (C:\U...
__ Arial_1.TFT 11.11.2009 08:15 TFT File _ir_tmpfnt_3 (C:\U...
__ Denmark. TFT 11.11.2009 08:15 TFT File _ir_tmpfnt_3 (C:\U...
|| Denmark. TFT 11.11.2009 10:02 TFT File _ir_tmpfnt_4 (C:\U...
|_|tmp8CEAtmp 11.11.2009 10:46 TMP File Temp (C:\Users\L...
(= tmp8CEA 11.11.2009 10:46 XML Document Temp (C:\Users\L...
|| tmp8CEB.tmp 11.11.2009 11:16 TMP File Temp (C:\Users\L...

UNLAWFULBeTakeOwnershipPrivilegdND fSelmpersonatePrivileyggWITHOUTMY PERMISSION;
WITHOUTNFORMING MEYITHOUMY KNOWLED@®DWITHOUR JWDIGAL ORDER); Qo y dzSR X

Special privileges assigned to new logon. The wlice wroteo Me s sBagswor t o

and Mailpasswodt for my passwords

Subject:
Security ID: SYSTEM when they searched for and removed
Account Name: SYSTEM ; .
R R NT AUTHORITY t h e ntéus acknowledging that they
Logon ID: 03 intended to use my passwords to access
Privileges: SeAssignPrimaryTokenPrivilege my Paltalkand E-mail accountsvithout

SeTcbPrivilege
SeSecurityPrivilege
SeTakeOwnershipPrivilege
SeLoadDriverPrivilege
SeBackupPrivilege
SeRestorePrivilege
SeDebugPrivilege
SeAuditPrivilege
SeSystemEnvironmentPrivilege
SelmpersonatePrivilege

presentinga search ordefThe contracts
‘ | had with Paltalk andE-mail accounts
do not allow the police accesgvithout

presenting a judial order. The actions
of the police andtheir conspirators only

reveal the gross disrespecthey have

iy

for human rights and democracy

™ The Polizeidirektion Friedrichshafen did the exact opposite lwdtvDfficer Fricker had told mat the policestation,d 2 § 2 y f &
K9S (2 FTAYR 2dzi 6KAOK gANBESaa &2dz 6SNE 02yySOiSK 2 ¢
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And the police had removed my hard disc. | saw that the lip of my hard disc was protruding from the
i Ith&ve never removed k e d

my hard discand the expertold meit is mucheasie to copyall datawhen a hard disc is removedhi$

underneath surface of my computer antd e n | pushed on
was probably done obecember 23, 20Q0%ecause no action®ok place in my computer between
November 11, 2009 and December 23, 200fd told the police | needed my computer forwork, but

as seendlow it sat unusetbr 42 dayswhile police were searching througiy data on a police computer.

Keywords Date and Time Source EventID Task Category =
@, Audit Success 23.12.2009 08:20:15 Microsoft Windows s.., 4608 Security State Change

@A Audit 2312.2009 08:20:24 Eventlog 1101 Event processing

QJ\Udit 11.11.2009 09:10:52 Microsoft Windows s... 4672 Special Logon

@, Audit Success 11.11.2009 09:10:52 Microsoft Windows s... 4624 Logon

@, Audit Success 11.11.2009 09:10:52 Microsoft Windows s... 4648 Logon

You canalso see below that before | picked up my computer on December 23, 2009 that there was a

service shutdown (1100) and time change (461L&% was probablyhen my hard disc was removed.

Keywords Date and Time Source EventID Task Category =
Q& Audit Success 23.12.2009 08:48:22 Microsoft Windows s... 4648 Logon JIi
QLAudit Success 23.12.2009 08:48:20 Microsoft Windows s... 4902 Audit Policy Change L4
Q\Audit Success 23.12.2009 08:48:20 Microsoft Windows s... 4624 Logon

Q‘Audit Success 23.12.2009 08:48:20 Microsoft Windows s... 4608 Security State Change

@, Audit Success 2312.2009 08:21:08 Microsoft Windows s... - 4616 Security State Change
‘Z&&Audit Success 23.12.2009 08:21:08 Microsoft Windows s... 4634 Logoff

@, Audit Success 23.12.2009 08:21:08 Eventlog - 1100 Service shutdown -

Below you can see that the police entered my computer on November 10, 2009 at 14:24 (2:24 pm).

=L, Audit Success 11.11.2009 00:00:00 Microsoft Windows s... 4648 Logon

Q,Audit Success 10.11.2009 14:26:08 Microsoft Windows s... 4905 Audit Policy Change ||
Q_ Audit Success 10.11.2009 14:26:08 Microsoft Windows s... 4904 Audit Policy Change |
@ Audit Success 10.11.2009 14:24:55 Microsoft Windows s... 4672 Special Logon

@, Audit Success 10.11.2009 14:24:55 Microsoft Windows s... 4624 Logon

@ Audit Success 10.11.2009 14:24:55 Microsoft Windows s... 4648 Logon

€, Audit Success 10.11.2009 14:24:54 Microsoft Windows s... 4672 Special Logon

€, Audit Success 10.11.2009 14:24:54 Microsoft Windows s... 4624 Logon

@, Audit Success 10.11.2009 14:24:54 _ Microsoft Windows s... 4648 Logon

£ Audit Failure 10.11.2009 13:05:44 Microsoft Windows s... 5032 Other System Events

£ Audit Failure 10.11.2009 13:05:44 Microsoft Windows s... 5032 Other System Events

And the police banged settings in my computer.
| did not have my computeset to clear all of
theseitems (see right),nor within the fLast Hour 0

Thepolice probably did so in an attempt to cowey

theextent of the searchthat they were doingAnd [V Form & Search History
[¥] Cookies

since seeing thatthe settings in my computer 7] Cache
[¥] Active Logins

have beenchanged by the policd have lostall
confidence in the security of my computer a@iada.
What else havpolice changeth my compute?

Time range to clear:

Details

Last Hour v J

&

| Site Preferences

Browsing & Download History

[CIearNowJ 1 Cancel
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Instead of 88 268, 265 StGB, hefi B e s cottites8sl@0 gtPQreferingtotheis er i ous c¢cr i mi
in §100 gparagraph 2 StAdnt the searchOfficer Fricker had explained to me or as written on the f6rm

§ 100 g StP&us in part as follaws /
(1) Itertain facts explain the suspicion that someone as a culprit has tried @commit

1. a serious criminal offense, in particular one spdifiechiStPO paragraph 2

§ 100 a StP€ays in part as follows:

(1) Telecommunicationay be intercepted and recaldedithouthe knowledge
ofthe person concerned if

1. Certain facts give rise to the suspicion that a persopegitteatas or as inciter
oraccessory, has committeerimus criminal offeimggaragraph (2)

(2) Serious criminal offerfeeshe purposes of paragraph (1), number e

1. a) crimes against peace, high treason, endangering democratic Rule of Law, treason
and endangering external security pursuant to sections 80 to 82, 84 to 86, 87 to 89

- and94to 100 a

The police used secret accusations againgtwighouimy Kk n o)wolget thefi 8 @ s ¢ B Ispedfisally

usingArticle 10 paragraph 2entence and Article19 paragraph 4entenc8 (sentenceadded to Articles

10 and 19 G@s arsupplemeoih 1968 andmplemented byhe fiG-10statutéwhich 8 100 a StPi®part of).
Thisfi s u p p (uederknadtbeloyvwas used to search for and take my stored data, although stored data
has nothing to do with Article 10 GG andhist fielecommunicatipr@ seen and specifigd8100 StPO-3

Article 10 Deutsches Grundgesetg etters, postselecommunicationsexcluding cursive text

(1) Privacy of lettersposts, and telecommunicatisigll beinviolable

(2) Restrictionsmay onlybe ordered pursuartb a law. Where aestrictiopervego protedhe
freedemocratic basic order or existence or setarifgdsrandstate governments,
the law may stipulate that the person affected shall not be informed of such restriction

andthat recourse to the courts shall be replaced by a review of the case by bodies and
auxiliary bodies appointed by Parliament.

Article 19 Deutsches GrundgesetiRecourse to the courtexcluding cursive text

(4) If anyone's right iviolated by public authorityecourse shall bepen to him. If no other competenc;2
exists jurisdiction is in the courtdArticle 10 paragraph 2 sentence 2 remains unaﬁ-

And & seen in Article 19 paragraphséntence Jabove) the fiestrictian(eliminatior) of the freedonof
il etters, posts aseed intAridleel® pamagraph femtemde i2(@bove)ds also used
to eliminate the right of recourse to persons secretly accudedaf r i 0 u s ¢ Mhisnsi easdylseem f f ¢
where the wordfiandd appears in the text of thiestrictiagbrequiringthe fstatuté implementingthe itestrictian

to alsostipulatefiand that recourse to the courts shall be replaced by a review of the case by bodies and :

bodies appointed by Parlianf@niny knowledge mytas@hasnot been revieweéby bodies and auxiliary

2 The police also replaced §8 263a, 265a SHBBES 202a, 205 StGBB88 Sat z 1, 1 4vBichAdoimitasearsh: . 1

3 gored datais not dynamic:Not possible to beintercepted and record@d00 a StP@fes to dynamidielecommunicatipmtto
E-mailsalreadyeceivegdstored and secutBdthe recipient
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bodiesappointed Wyarliamentéventhoughfi f e d e r a lin the Buhdesverfassungsgericht decided in

1970 that théieviewmustbedondeven i f the pehseoer appectedi dtyges
(See BVerfGE 30, 20-21 Decision of December 15, 1970). Being thatibodies and auxiliary bodies
appointed by Parliamentagtet h e asspecifiedsiroArticle 19 GG and dwot have the jurisdiction

of the Bundesverfassungsgericht, the recourse T

paragraph 4 GG and Article 93 paragraph (1) 4 a GG has certainly been replacezredtiurse at aff!

It is evident on thengvious page thad 100 a StP@cludes§ 94 StP@ndtherfstatutest hat f ol | ow i
and including8 100 a StPCCertainly,8 94 StP@ being claimed to be part of tfig-10 statute But | was

not arrested fowiolating 8 94StRO: It is not cited with 8263a, 265a StGBn the form as one of the laws |

was accusedf violating (Exhibit A). In fact,8 94 StPGs permanently printed on the form a@dficer
Frickerhad onlytold me§ 94 StP@asherii a u t h.& 100 g $tBO aBd 00 a StP€ay thatg 94 StPG
afiser i ous candiapply thefidstrictidmfidedt@\riates 10 and 19 G@ 1968.Please go back

to page 7 and see tH§@4 StPQloesnotsay it is a crimeAnd neither does it say it is a punishable offense.

And the police used the secret accusations list&dli0 a StPi@d connection wittg 33 paragraph 4 StBO
willful ly violate Article 103 paragraph 1 GG abasit righdi core protectiopto depriveme of a hearing

Ain thée weoiumdg stahceciurs asd @ ornesisatdvantageyd @ BB8pbaagraph 8tPCdoes
not appear to be part of th#&-10 statute dut wasused specificallfto deprive me ofinother one of my
Abasic rights (a legal hearing  w anstledfito )dSee Article 103 paragraph GG on pages which is

fidirectly enforceable ladthat has existed since May 23, 1949 and datallow itself to be violated.

See§ 33 paragraph 4 Stéied onit he per mi ssi on f r oaompage J1Bxbilitddd ( i E
This A | a ¥& dunconstitutional and was only applied by the Polizeidirektion Friedrichshafen in the

fi B e s ¢ hrotupystlse, Atsgericht Ravensburg, i.e.wias applied by the police at the beginning when
seizing my computer and data and followed throwgits end by what they (polic@yesented to a judge.

§ 33 StP®aysas follows:

(1) A decision of the court which goes out in the course of main negotiations will remit after
hearing of the partners.

(2) A decision of the court which goes aud bagio negotiations will remitvaifiien or
verbal explanation of the public prosecutor's office.

(3) By a decision called during paragraph 2 @enttieers to be heard before facts or proof
results to whible has not been hearcayeiised to his disadvantage

(4) Withthe arrangemeuitthe pretrial detention, Hegzure or other measures, paragraph
isnotto beappliedf the previousearingvouldendanger theurpose dhe arrangement.

Y ¢ KS At T dz basiHAightE | (Ay2GRadZRAT I R S LINK ihkio/righé A yi R A OB grdtEct®2)T (K S

dzyt I 6FdAf £ & o0f201a AYRAQDARdZ f abasiohightsK & Y32 YiYKdSy ASISdzITANPKYS &dzL DKNEHEYH
This means only one thingotalitarianismib Directly enforceable lasv LINB KA 6 A (& | NIEeht&héeSandhrticlelT® NI I NI

paragraph 4entence 3Thesdwo sentencesire unconstitutional.
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Although | have no knowledge of it, the Polizeidirektion Friedrichshafen may have gofieer mi s si o
fromthePubl i ¢ Prosecut or thefiBexfhfliucess the Anfitsgarieht Rguertshuig org
November 17, 2009. This may be why fhé8 e s c Itites8s180d paragraph 1Gtwhich ispart of the

fG 110 statute However, if the police got th@ per mi 6 sbmna he Public Prose

November 11, 2009, they didot get the court orderfi(B e s ¢ h from gshe &mtsgericht Ravensburg
fiwithin three working daysas required bg 100 b paragrapBtPO belaw

§ 100 b paragrapBtPGsays in part as follows:

(1) Measures pursuant to Section 100 a may be ordered yntirgpooapplication by
the public prosecution office. In exigent circumstances, the publicfficeseaytion o
also issue an ordén order issued by the public prosecution office skall becom
ineffective if itrist confirmed by the court within 3 working days

Anyfiortdleatdt may have been issued by iteffeetivéeRwid)lbutc Pr
the search through my cwithopta coart ordariihis isceademed icnoynt i nt
computer 6s band the motice fipra e Miller to my lawyers, dated December 21, 2009,

wher e Mr. Mi Il Il er communicated that he had had r

notyet finished withthéi anal oyfsimyd | apt op. Pl e aenec agaimen pde 9. Mi | |

My laptop and data were seized dnwaas detainedarrested) and told by the police that it was because they
had a suspicion that | had violated 88 26265 a StGB. All arrests should be baseduspicion A man
or woman isnnocent until proven guilty. & then the police intentionally arscetly accused me of other

crimes so they could get tfieB e s ¢ fahdoosaffoed me anopportunity to defendhy basic rights .

In fact, housands upon thousands of Germans and o#insoms affected have been unlawfully deprived of
the fibasic right of recoursetheir rights taken from themithoutany opportunity for a hearing (defense).

It is the unrestrained arbitrary acts of the pdlied arethe cause of theery dramatic rise in theumber of
surveillance aters that have been issued in Germany since B#&urveillance statisticgxhibit F. And
appaently otherfi St at e a dondt careithafolee can easilgommitv i o | a t basiarightso f i

andacst of fraud on locatourstogetai Bes c Bl ases er i ng up taiidiers cohil ailsat i

88§ 94, 98, 100 g, 1004,h100 b StP®i.e., theii & 0 s t aand am adeitboha 33StPQ all cited on the

i B e s ¢ hdrewsed todato routinely and fraudulently eliminatihe core protection®f Article 1 GG
Article 2 paragraphs 1 and 2 GG, Article 3 paragraphs 1 and 3 GG, Artiggara@raphs 1 and GG,
Article 12 paragraph 1 G@yrticle 13 paragraphs 1, 2 and 3 GG, Article 14agaaphs 1 and 3 GG, Article
17 GG, Article 18 GG, Article 19aragraphs 1, 2nd 4 GG Article 20 paragraphs 1, 2, 3, and 4 GG,
Article 34 GG, Article 79 paragraph 3 GG, Article 93 paragraph 1 (4) aA&{8le 101 paragrapl and 2
GG, Article 103 paragiph 1 GG, Article 104 paragraphs 1 and 3 @@l possibly others.

Y Forthea{ G 4GS | ezicki Nidutiitheys sedpect human rights, but dwt protect human rights is to act only

RAaAy3aSydzzdzated |yR FTNI dzRdzf Syi(ifeéeX RSFNIdRAY3I (KS LIS2LIX S 27F |
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| did not receive an answer from Dr. Hiegert to my letter, dated December 23, 2009. Instead, | received a
letter from a Mr. Maier and Mr. Schumacher, dated January 4, 2010, which simply said that | had not
submitted any additionahformation that would change whBt. Hiegert and Mr. Steinhauser had already

said.Mr. Maier and Mr. Schumacher wrote as follows:

0Sehr geehrter Herr Wilhelmsen,

auch lhre jetzige Eingabe gibt keinen Anlass, die Rechtslage anders zu beurteilen, als lhnen
bereits mit dem Bezugdgeiben mitgeteilt wurdeAuf dieses Schreiben und das Ihnen
vorliegende Merkblatt darf insoweit nochmals hingewiesen werden. Insbesondere darauf, dass
das Bundesverfassungsgericht nicht in die Varfahren anderer Behérden oder Gerichte
eingreifen, dieserWeisungen oder Empfehlungen geben oder gar an deren Stelle eigene
Entscheidungen treffen kann

Sie werden daher um Verstandnis gebeten, dass auch auf lhre jetzige Eingabe bin vom
Bundesverfassungsgericht nichts Weiteres zu lhren Gunsten veranlasst wende(vd.
hierzu Abschnitt VIII des |l hnen vorliegenden

See the entire letter from Mr. Maier and Mr. Schumadbehjbit .

Mr. Maier and Mr Schumacher madnoreply to my question asked in my second request for judicial
decision fran the Bundesverfassungsgeriatiited December 23, 2008nd they also made no mention of

the fact that | was not afforded the hearing that Dr. Hiegert and Mr. Schunhadieaimed was available

to meunder8 98 paragraph 2 sentence&PQ even though | hadttached a copy dhei Bes c hl us s
which shows thathe hearing was denied by citiBg83 paragraph 4 StPO

I hadno knowledge of thesecret accusatiord the policeand therefore] obviously hachot asked for an
appealregading them And no appeal took place regardif§ 263 a, 26% StGB No decision was made

by the Amtsgericht Ravensburg regarding 88 263 a, 265 a,St&Br. Hiegert and Mr. Steinhauser had
claimed.Therefore, Wwasnot afforded an appealr hearingof any kind And, in fact, the secret accusations

by the police were not based on probable calbgewere fraudulet accusations presedtdor the sole
purpose of obtaining i B e s c,d Butuwehish, in fact, was already (instantaneously) vdtidvas the

police that we r e v i o | badici righgd nat yhe Amtsgericht Ravensburg, so | had no reason to
complain againgthe Amtsgericht Ravensburg in my Constitutional Compldihe police entexd intothat

court with their secret accusatioagainst me but not with me. If the police had wanted to enter the
Amt sgeri cht Ravens b uhagebasddheh actioeséponta istatytoryfonrmlationdhat

was constitutionali.e., in accordance with Articlel GG, Article 2 GG, Article 14 GG, Articld9
paragrahs 1, 2 and 4G, Article 20 GG, Article 79 paragraph 3 GG and Article J@8agraph 1 GG.
Certainly, |1 had not asked the police to secretly accuse me in a court of law to my great disadvantage.
When #Athe person affectedo chsat®ns againstkhimoow lhex drglas o f
not afforded a hearing in the courts, it is not reasonable (not lawfui) ®t at e a tocldnothathei e s 0

or she is in the Amtsgericht Ravensburg. That is simply not fair alikkiwise unconstitutbnal.
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Dr. Hiegert,Mr. SteinhauserMr. Maier, and Mr. Schumacher hagenspired with the police to block the
competence (jurisdiction) of the Bundedver s s u h g s g eing roehlegél recduesawithin the
jurisdiction of the Federal Republic of GermatfyThere is no other court within Germany that is to

decide on my Constitutional Complaint, dated December 7,,2089hat decision hasot been made

After receiving the January 4, 2010 letter from Mr. Maier and Mr. Schumacher | immediately began to look
for the answers. There had to be a reason why theés¢ at e a wdrehso boldly viotating many of

my ba8ic rights which can beead in theDeutsches Grundgese@ € r maBagicdLawi Constitutior).

And | started to write a Third Regstefor a Judicial Decision frothe Bundesverfassungsgericht. Studying

the urconstitutional acts that have been adttethe Deutsches Grundgesetz and lookorgiecisions from
theBundesverfassungsgericht in relation to my case took very much time.

Many of thei ¢ h a ntg thesDeutsches Grundgesetz, are ndtc hang e s ,
€ only unconstitutional.

On June 152010 | enteed my Third Request for a Judicial Decisibom the Bundesverfassungsgericht
andalso anadditional Constitutional Complaint againsfial e ¢ jo §.¢.,aumlawfuli | e g i 9),lbyathei o n o
Second Senate of the Bundesverfassungsgsericht on Ju260B6 (2BvR 902/06).I needed to get the
ConstitutionalComplaint (i.e., complaint of unconstitutionalityjto the Bundesverfassungsgerigfithin

the one year time limit (deadline) to complain against e g i ,8 &nd t wasnat able b translate it into
German.l then received a letterdm Dr. Hiegert and Mr. Steinhausetated June 29, 201f&jecting my
Third Request for a Judicial D e 817 BVed3G; &8184d0GVG.o n st i

But Article 3 paragraph 3 GG (basic righd1 fdirectly enforceable lad) saysfino one may be prejudiced

because of his or her language | do not b eor Dretiegert and Mri Steinlcaoserdemyc t  f

me nbgsicfightéby denyi n g basierighh nob éavdnevhen f dodsicriighd i s restri
federal judges. The Deutsches Grundgesetz is from the people who are sowetdigm federal judges.
Also, it was just impossible for me write (or translate) my Third Request for a Judicial Decision and the

addiional Constitutional Complainf German within the timémit that wasallotted to me.

Article 3 Deutsches Grundgeset¢Equality before the law)

(1) All persons are equal before the law

(3) No onemay be prejudiced or favored because of his sex, his parentage, his régguagie his homeland
and origin, his faith or his religious or political opinions.

Please see my Third Request for a Judicial Decision and additional Constitutionalai@bragainst
thefi d e c i of theoSeepnd Senate of the Bundesverfassungsgattabted Also, see the three letters |
received from Dr. Hiegert, Mr. Steinhauser, Mr. Magm d  Mr . S ¢ h ofrtherorijecting mya | |
fibasic right® (i e jee dlitectiyemforéeable ladv )Exhibits H, landJ.

¢ without legal recourse there are no rights.
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In closing the fAStatement of the Factso section
the European Court of Human Rights before the Application was mailed to me. ThdrfgliswWactal

andthebasisof my Constitutional @mplaint andhejurisdiction of the Federal Republic of Germany

European Court of Human Rights

Human Rights Complaint

AND CLAIM FOR COMPENSATION

RESARDINGNLAWFUBPROCEDUREND A CONSPIRACY
DEPRIVING ME BECOURSNDMANY OTHERUMANRIGHTS

ey N T Hhe DI gni ty of

notfi t Btateo as claimed by thé St @ @ t h o thatarédepsiving me ofmy human rights, including
my right of recourse(an effective remedy before a national coutgrtainly, there isno authorityfor the
fiStatea ut h o andfl § B & athat daimtheifi aut h sundarthéddd e mocu b e i o folRL a w,

choosedaily to violatetheir swornoathsand theacknowledgememf the Germanpeople

Article 1 Deutsches Grundgeset#®rotection of human dignityy

(1) The dignity of marinviolable To respecandprotect itis theduty of all state authority

(2) The German people therefaeknowledgenviolable and inalienable human rigtats thebasisof every
community,of peace and of justida the world

(3) The followingbasic rightdind the legislature, the executive and the judicesdirectly enforceable law

Article 20 Deutsches GrundgesetzBasic principles of state order)

(1) The Federal Republic of Germany ig@mocratic and social Federal state

(2) All state authority emanates from the peofiiés exercisedy the peoplédy meanf elections and voting
and byseparatdegislative, executive and judicial organs

(3) Legislation is subject to theonstitutional orderthe executive and the judiciary dreundby thelaw.

(4) All Germans shall have the right to resist aeyson seeking to abolish thluignstitutionabrder
shoud no other remedy be possib{tnserted June 24, 1968)

The Federal Republic of Germaig/not the Taliban, Sharia law, nor a Guantanamo Bay. The absolute
fibasi® (function and form) of the State clearly seen in the basic principles of freedom and justice laid
dowhyth@people i n Articles 1 and 20GGifGet manpéanw)iBabes
fiinviolable and inalienable human righit§his is a liberal democratic community wholly intended and

committed under all circumstances$o respectand protect human rights, for they are tBssencevery
existence of the Staté St at e a thaticlaimi t h € s & talboweel do violatehuman rights

(i.e. fdirectly enforceable lav & rhdeonsfitutional ordgr ) , ar e, \ery farbussitld the laav.c t i n ¢

7" See German text of Deutsches Grundgedexhjbit G
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Under the law it isnot possible fori St att &€ h o randfiit & € 0 ®tmaihtaénéa ut h owhilet y o
willfully, stealthily and procedurally violating human rightsot by their manyfi a me n d noé thée s 0
Deutsches Grundgesetz (Basic Lawdt by enacting and implementing their maiyl advasd not by
theiri c our t ddéalt of whiclo aresunlawfufi | e g i s Artéicke ROoparagraph 2 GG clearly says,

NAll state authority emanates fraime people not from willful, fraudulent and traitorous attacks on the

fibasic principles o f t h @ t 8ns#ittienal arded . Article 20 paragraph

fiLegislation is subject to theonstitutional order ¢herefore, allii égislatiord that is not subject to the

ficonstitutional orde&r i s aut omati cal |l y ( i(fros thabegimingaraoostd be) v o

latervalidated(unlawfully legislated by theii f e d e r a that payfidlgnedseor j udi ci al r es

fAIl state aithority is exercised by theeople[notby thefi St at e @ andfhtohrei t]Syeasares o

of elections and voting and separate legislative, executive and judicial arga®iuStt at e aut hor
includingit f e d e r a I(not jally bageebsed conspiring il the three orgando reduce human rights

to only ink on papé¥ fraudulently claimingtes e s pect h waskrightt ) giwhs !l éAr ef us
as ademocracy, i.enotac knowl edgi ng my h dimeelnenforcegbletawty whi c h

Article 19 Deutsches GrundgesetzEssentialcontentof basicrightsinviolable)

(2) In no casamay abasic righte infringed upon in itessential content

Article 79 Deutsches Grundgeset@mendment of the Basic Law)

(3) An amendmentfahis Basic Lawaffecting thebasic principlesaid down inArticles 1and 20is
inadmissible

Article 1 European Convention on Human RightgRespecting Righjs

Article 1 bindsthesignatory partieto securethe rightsunder the otheArticles of the Convention
"within theirjurisdiction'.

Article 79 paragraph 3 GG (above) rist Aalienable i r r e lazoclaamed byl St at e aint hor i
willful violation of Article 1 GG, Article 19 paragraph 2 GG, Article 20 GG, and Article 1 of the European
Convention on Human Ri g hoask rigiiskiGHdre protediiarendas sichisme o f

fibasic principlé o f t HieectiBenfarteablela and an i nt eogstitaidbnaopdacr .t of

After arresting me for an act that wiast a punishable offense before it was committed and while violating
other human rights, including refusing to afford me recourséitBed at e as a hor Article@ds p i
paragraph 3 GGand many other Articles aneot your basic rightso I, however, amnot inclined tothink

in their box:My baSic rights 0 excl udi ng the numefiStuatena@ebort
the entirety of the Deutsches Grundgesetz (Basic Lasn) protects meArticle 79 paragraph 3 GG,

Article 19 paragraph 2 GG, Articles 1 and 20 GG and many other Articles have been consciously and
responsi b bwthepeoglée sdendcei 1949 to protect me. Cert al
St at e eathat bre seekindp unlawfully eliminatefibasic righté a r easimsight§io and t
Feder al Republic of Germany has an 8t agat aonh dl

andi t dvceunterfeitiS t a from asurping the Sovereignty (absolute authority) of the German people.

'® The statehat takes your rightsakes your life.
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POLIZEIDIREKTION FRIEDRICHSHAFEN
Polizeirevier Friedrichshafen
F‘i&’tﬁa}t'. F(/C
SB. Trcker, € Friedrichshafen, A¢ #4. 2007
TghNe: ST/ A¢k IF e freeT

Bescheinigung
Es wird hiermit bescheinigt, dass nachstehend bezeichnete Sache(n)

Oin Verwahrung genommen ﬂ beschlagnahmt O sichergestelit

wurden: i
A4 _Laplon Y, &l 4 /4#4/944:,///():»/2/;.{//

Die MaBinahme erfolgte gemal

O § 33 Polizeigesetz*, 1 § 94 StPO*",
— weil nach polizeilichen Festistellungen
Hem/Eeon S
_Lvererd LUEHELMSIEA)

Vor- und Zuname

- , s v 8 Torzedrrs by (b
Strall, Wohnort Kreis

gegendie§§ 2<¢fq , 265a LG E
verstollen hat und die benannten Sachen

fur die Untersuchung von Bedeutung sein kdnnen, O eingazogen werden kdénnen,
der Einziehung unterfisgen,

die Beschlagnahme der Sachen zur Beseltigung eines rechis- oder ordnungswidrigen
Zustandes erforderlich war.

&0 D§DB

lch erhebe gegen die Malnahme keinen Widerspeuch, ]— Bitte wenden!
Ich lege gegen die MaBnahme ausdricklich Widersp ein,

o e o S < Tl T
g Unlerschrift des Betroffenen rschrift des Beamten

N e —

Exhibit A
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Das Bundesverfassungsgericht

H. Everest Vilhelmsen December 7, 2009

Moltkestr. 17
88046 Friedrichshafen
gegen
Polizeidirektion Friedrichshafen (German translation enclosed)
Ehlersstr. 15
88046 Friedrichshafen

Tgb-Nr. ST / 1643856 2009

Constitutional Complaint

RE SEIZURE OF MY LAPTOP COMPUTER ON NOVEMBER 10, 2009
AND SUBSEQUENT SEARCH WARRANT REQUESTED BY POLICE

REQUESTING EMERGENCY INJUNCTIVE RELIEF TO
STOP THE SEARCH IN MY LAPTOP AND FOR RETURN OF MY PROPERTY

l. PROCEDURAL HISTORY

On November 10, 2009 two Friedrichshafeslice officers(FriedrichPKand Fr i cker PK
conduct ed a n PthdsireeténifronCobmytapadmednd after askingme if | had a
wireless system of my own in my apartment and stating that they had seen me looking at CNN on my
laptopcomputer, opened and entered into my car without my permission and seized my laptop computer
and the electrical cord for it. Later at the pc¢
cites § 94 StPO and 8§ 263a, 265a StGB as the reasahs feizure and was told by Frau Fricker that
they would receive permission from a judge (search warrant) to search my laptop for evidence. She at
no time told me that | had a right to an appeal of the seizure of my property and only said that | would
receive a telephone call from the Polizeiposten Altstadt in downtown Friedrichshafen. See Exhibit A.
On December 3, 2009 Herr Miller of the Polizeiposten Altstadt telephoned me and told me that he had
received the permission from a judge to search into nmypater for evidence and that | would be
required to come to the Polizeiposten Altstadt the following week to be questioned. Later, | telephoned

Herr Miller and asked him if | had a right to a
Page 1 Exhibit B (1 of 7)
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He then gave me the number ofth@ea r r ant on the telephone, (fAi2GS16
wanted a copy of the warrant that | could come and pick it up at the Polizeiposten Altstadt. He
also told me that the search warrant had been issued by the Amtsgericht Ravetsihutgld

Mr. Miller that | was working at that time in Wangen and could not go to pick up a copy. And | have not
received in the post or seen any written authorization of a search warrant, so far. | asked Mr. Miller if
wireless broadcasts from private residenceeweblic telecommunications systems as stated in § 265a

St GB? He answered, fAYeso and then he said that
proceeded to give me the | aws, (Nn148, 89 and 43

Il. STATEMENT OF FACTS

The two police officers (Friedrich PK and Fr
while | was sitting in my parked car on the street in front of my apartment. It was approximately 1:30 in
the afternoon and | had just returned from héag one of my classes. Frau Fricker then told me that they
were conducting a fAPolice Controld and asked me
asked for my drivers license and vehicle registration. | gave them to her. As she and ldéohRriere
| ooking at my passport, Frau Fricker asked me
American, an English teacher here. o She and Her
passport. | asked them if | could answer a dqoedor them regarding my passport? They both looked
over at me without answering, and then continued searching through my passport together. (Apparently
they were trying to establish whether or not | was legally in the country.) After some minutesi€kau Fr
pointed to something in my passport for Herr Friedrich to see. | believe she was pointing to the word

Aunbefristetd in my residence permit.

Herr Friedrich then motioned with his hand behind him towards my apartment and told me in

Engish t hat one of my Aneighborsd had telephoned

car . Fr au Fricker then asked me in English, i Wh
them that | Ilived thereir8hesshegsaskedf {Daryou
answer ed, i No O . She and Herr Friedrich then i mm
and then Frau Fricker told me, ifWe saw you | ook

sai d,o invet dk now what to do and we must tel ephone

Frau Fricker was speaking on a eatione with someone for about ten minutes and while she

was on the phone, Herr Friedrich said, ADo not

that he was already planning to seize my computer. He thénsaii t h anger i n his v

English teacher then you would also be very good
Page 2 Exhibit B (2 of 7)
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methat he was accusing me of attempting to deceive them by speaking in English with them. But he and
Frau Fricker had also been speaking in English and they had not asked me if | spoke German or told me
to speak in German with them. Herr Friedrich thentathteaning through my car door over my left

shoul deré | ooking intensely at the monitor of my

Frau Fricker finished her telephone call and quickly told Herr Friedrich something. She then told

me that they had to take my computer. She said that | could give it to them voluntarily and that if | did not

that they would take it anyway. | asked herhfe y wer e al |l owed to do so? S
said to her, i | cannot give it to you because |
saying, il need my | aptop everyday for mythawor ko

back of my car. (I did not realize at that moment what he was about to do because | was looking at and
speaking with Frau Fricker.) Then Herr Friedrich suddenly moved forward on the other side of my car
and opened thigont passenger doaf my car ad immediately put both of his hands on my computer. It

was obvious then that he had wanted to surprise me and get a firm grip on my computer. Frau Fricker
then immediately began instructing Herr Friedrich as to what to do and it became apparent totimag then

she was not only relaying the instructions she had been given on tph@edl by someone, but that she

had kept me occupied in conversation with her while Herr Friedrich was getting himself in a position to
open my front passenger side car door tmpsse. Frau Fricker specificalipstructedHerr Friedrich to

only close the monitor on my laptoplerr Friedrichdid so and as he did so he ask&dwu Fricker

ALi ke this?0 Then Frau Fricker saw thea@mraedt@ddct r i c
Herr Friedrich to look for it and take it also. Herr Friedrich then removed my laptop computer and the
electrical cord from my car and put them into the police van. | at no time made any physical effort to stop
them, but | had not given thre permission to open and enter into my car. And | had not given them
permission to take my laptop computer and the electrical cord. | was surprised, not that they had suddenly
entered into my car and seized my property, but that they acted without prodaddte Frau Fricker then

told me that | could remain silent and that | should get a lawyer. But at no time had Frau Fricker and Herr

Friedrich asked me if | had an authorized connection to the internet.

Herr Friedrich and Frau Fricker also hadly passport , my driverds |
registration and without returning them to me Frau Fricker then tolth meve to the police statioishe
asked me, ADo you know where the police sbatbon
She then asked, ADo you know where McDonal dés i s
following them | was thinking about what Frau Fricker had said, that | could remain silent and that |

should get a lawyer, | believed that | had beenynder arrest.
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Outside the police station Herr Friedrich quickly got out of the police van with my laptop and electrical
cord in his hands, and motioned for me to come inside. He then very quickly went into the police station
with my computer. Frau Fricker then walkedtlwime into the police station, but Herr Friedrich had

di sappearedé apparently he had taken my | aptop
moving led me to believe that he was trying to get my desktop on my laptop to open up again

aut omat dandthat thisyisdwhy Frau Fricker had instructed him in my car to only close the monitor.

In the police station Frau Fricker told me to wait in the waiting room and she then also went into
a back office. | waited for about fifteen minutesfdre Frau Fricker returned and asked me to come with
her into the adjoining room. There we sat down at a table and she put a form in front of me and told me
that | must sign it. She did not tell me what the form was for, but pointed to the boxes at dfi¢hte
form and told me again that | could decide to give them my computer voluntarily and that if | would do so
t hat I could have it back on fADonnerstagbo. She
ADonnerstago insteaidn otf wd hdiayd atyi, mavhi Tthemwashe s a

which wireless you were connected to, 0 and gave

sai d, Ailf you do not give the comput eme mistoaskias Vv ol
judge for permi ssion. o | asked her what di ffer
computer ? She answered, fiThere is no differenc

only takes more ttmes owdsthesnenrmniskes hietuatdfi on? S
wireless system you were connected to is a fl at
saw an unlocked car with the key in it and then got into the car and drove allay wit . ¢ |t was
she was now comparing me to a car thief, that | told her that | wanted her to get the permission from a
judge. | then asked her which box required her to get the permission from the judge. She pointed it out to
me. | told her again #t | preferred to have a judge give them the permission. She then checked the box
ibeschlagnahmto on the form. I did not see her ¢
boxes at the bottom of the form. And she did not tell me at anythiatd had a right to make an appeal

to a judge regarding the seizure of my property. She then told me to sign the form and after | did so, she
gave me my passport, driverds | icense and vehic
other sde of the room and made a copy of the form, and as she was giving me a copy she told me that |

would receive a telephone call from the Polizeiposten Altstadt.

| went several times to the police station asking how long it takes for a judgjgetdhem
permission to search and when | could get my laptop back. None of the officers at the front desk knew. |
also asked for the name of the officer Frau Fricker had spoken with on hphaeé#, but the officer at

the front desk would not give meetimame of this police officer.
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I. ARGUMENT

Everyday that my property is in the hands of police officers, | suffer irrepanaioie to my
property interests, privacy and constitutional rights. Police officers opening and entering into my car
without my permission, seizing my laptop computer and electrical cord, requesting a search warrant after
their seizure of my laptop, andsebguent fAper mi ssionodo from a judge t
were not based upon probable cause. | stand accused of fraud, though no wireless owner expected
payment for the use of their wireless broadcast. | am accused of hacking, either by mygdapiecting
automatically in response to an available wireless broadcast when Microsoft installs an automatic update,
or by merely connecting through normal means. | am also accused of using a public purpose
telecommunications system, but wireless brostdcdelonging to private residents are not public
telecommunication systems. Still, my laptop computer and electrical cord, which | need to conduct my
work as a business English teacher, have been seized and | am having difficulty doing my work. My
private communications and documents are in the hands of police officers, who without just cause are

now searching for evidence of offenses which were previously unspecified.

A. Police Report Could Not Have Established Probable Cause

| have not seen or read the police report, but a seizure and search warrant should only be
based on a showing of probable cause. The facts surrounding the seizure of my property, however, do not
support probable cause for a seizure. A police report (or affidavit) supporting a search warrant must
contain sufficient information for a judge to determine that the seizure was justified before issuing a
search warrant and that items seized were rel@agtie criminal activity under investigation, i.e., 88
263a, 265a StGB. Strong reason to suspect is not adequate. It is axiomatic that a police report (or
affidavit) supporting a seizure and subsequent warrant establish probable cause that a crime has bee
committed. The police report written by either Herr Friedrich, Frau Fricker, or the police officer Frau
Fricker spoke with on a cetlhone could not possibly provide the level of proof that those crimes were

committed.

B. Police Officers Never Asked Me If
| Had Authorized Access to a Wireless System
Herr Friedrich, Frau Fricker and the etlpolice officer who Frau Fricker spoke with on the
cell-phone did not at any time ask me if | had an authorized caaneict the internet. Frau Fricker
asking me if | had a wireless system of my own in my apartment and then saying that they had seen me
looking at CNN on my computer does not demonstrate probable cause that | had an unauthorized

connection to the internet.
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C. ThereAre No Facts Establishing Probable Cause
that a Commercial Computer Service Was Defrauded

There are no facts establishing probable cause that a commercial computer service was
defrauded. No commercial computer service is dhject of this investigation. The police report (or
affidavit) in support of the seizure and possible search warrant could not possibly identify a commercial
service at issue: There are no internet cafes within wireless range of my apartment, nor asiythere
indication that any internet service provider has complained against me of any use of their services.
Internet service providers have, in fact, made it very easy for wireless owners to secure their wireless
systems if they choose to do so. And inteéservice providers recommend to their customers that they
secure their wireless systems if they do not want anyone using their wireless system. The fact that these
recommendations are made to owners of wireless systems makes it clear that an intevegiregiger

passes a discretionary decision onto their customers.

D. There Are No Facts Establishing Unauthorized Access
to a Wireless System

There are no facts establishing an unauthorized access to a wireless system. The police report
(or affidavit) supporting the seizure and request for a search warrant could not possibly state that a
required password or any other autheatibn to access and use a wireless was otherwise closed to me (or
anyone else in the world) in any way. Thus the police report (or affidavit) could not possibly give cause to
believe that use of the wireless broadcast was unauthorized. Unauthorizedsaacesss in the face of
actual notice to the user that the computer system-igmté. A password protected system gives notice
that access is limited to authorized users. There could be no facts in the police report (or affidavit) from
which one coud infer that | was using a wireless system limited to certain users by requiring a password
or some other authentication mechanism. Thus, there is no probable cause to believe that a crime
occurred. Further, if one has authority to access a computemsygibsequent use of that system in an

unanticipated or undesired way, does not transform the authorized access into criminal behavior.

E. A 265a StGB fPublic Purpose Telecommuni c

An example of a public purpose tet@emunication system would be a public telephone booth
which clearly gives notice at every phone that the user must insert money into the telephone to pay for its
use. This is why § 265a StGB includes automated machines, public purpose telecommunitatios, sy
and public transportatior.g.,city buses) in the same paragraphi:announce a requirement for payment
to receive the product or service. The worldwide web is not owned by anyone and is intended to be a free

system to open up free unhindered channels of communication. Yes, there are commercial services asking
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for payment, but when a wireless broadcast owner does not require payment then the true purpose of the
worldwide web is realized. Wireless broadcasts owned by private residences which allow unhindered
access without asking for payment do not appear to fithimwitthe definition of a public

telecommunications system, as read in § 265a StGB.

IV.  CONCLUSION

What is also disappointing is that a neighbor of mine who knows that | live there chose to present

an unflattering portrait of me to policdficers. If | had seen a person using a laptop in a car in front of

my apartment, | would not have assumed that the person was committing a crime. And if | had a wireless
system in my apartment and | did not want the person | saw outside my apartmesingcoas
broadcast, | would have checked my wireless to make sure that | had secured it with a password as my
internet provider had recommended. In fact, wireless systems are accessible by many neighbors, not only
persons who are visible in their cars. Hus reason | must ask why police officers are not going from
apartment to apartment, door to door, entering into residences and seizing computers from everyone who

is in range of an open wireless system and later asking judges for search warrants?

For alll these reasons, I believe that the se
may have been given to search in it are illegal and that the ongoing retention and analysis by police
officers of my computer and data violate my consitinal rights. This harm is irreparable. Therefore, |
am asking that this Court i ssue emergency relie
given to search in my computer (2) ordering Friedrichshafen police officers to cease searching and
analysis of my computer (3) order the return of my laptop computer and the electrical cord for it, as well

as data seized and (4) order that any stored copies of my data be deleted.

With due respect,

CL”% A

H. Everest Wilhelmsen
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Polizeidirektion Friedrichshafen Frednchshafen . 22,12.2009

Polizeiposten Friedrichshafen-Altstadt Telefon: 07541 2893 280
Seestrale 1 Durchwahl 07541 2893 284
88045 Friedrichshafen Sachbearveitor Miller

Az STI1643856/2009

EMPFANGSBESCHEINIGUNG

den Empfang folgender Gegenstinde

Ein Laptop der Marke HP, Compagq nx 9420,
Ich habe das Gerat am 23.12.2009 um 10.25 Uhr selbst im Beisein von PHM Miller getestet und

konnte keine Schaden feststellen, weiche auf eine Verursachung durch die Polizei zurickzufuhren
waren,

On Fnednchshafen
Datum/Zeit 23.122009 1030 Uhr

Empfangen o Ubergeben
- Fevedoldt 5 N
S

{Unterschn®t Vor- und Zuname) Watier. PHM TN

-
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Ausfertigung

Amtsgericht Ravensburg
- EmnitSungsrichter -
Telefon-Nr.: 0751 8060

msfm 72 Gs / b% /07 Teletax-Nr.: 0751 806 1400

Staatsanwaltschaft Ravensburg
36 Js 21486/09 Ravensburg, | 7 Nov. 2009

Ermittlungsverfahren gegen Everest Wilhelmsen, geboren am 17.02.1952
wegen Ausspihens von Daten

Beschluss

Nach §§ 84 Abs. 2, 98 Abs. 1, Abs. 2, 100 g Abs. 1 Satz 1, Abs. 2u, 3, 100 h Abs. 1
1.V.m. § 100 b Abs. 1 StPO wird geman § 33 Abs. 4 SIPO ohne vorherige Anhdrung des Betroffe-
nen die Beschlagnahme des sichergesteliten Kommunikationsgerétes (Bezeichnung: Laptop

HP mit Ladekabel/Netzteil)

des Beschuldigten

Everest Wilheimsen,

geboren am 17.02.1952 in California,

wohnhaft: MoltkestraB3e 17, 88046 Friedrichshafen,
Staatsangehdrigkeit: sonstige amerikanische Staatsangehdrigkeit,
Familienstand: ledig,

Beruf: Englischlehrer

zum Zweck der Auswertung der darin gespeichterten Kommunikationsdaten und die Auswer-
tung dieser Daten angeordnet.

Die Auswertung umfasst insbesondere
L im Falle einer Verbindung Rufnummer des anrufenden oder angerufenen
Anschiusses, Begin und Ende der Verbindung nach Datum und Uhrzeit,
- empfangene Text- und Datenmittellungen mit zugehérigem Datum und Uhrzeit
der Versendung bzw. Empfangs und
- sonstige von dem Beschuldigten in Anspruch genommenen
Kommunikationsdienstieistungen.

Griinde
Aufgrund der bisherigen Ermittlungen "
besteht der Verdacht, dass der Beschuldigte als Téater oder Telinehmer eine Straftat von erhebli-

cher Bedeutung oder mittels einer Endeinrichtung im Sinne des § 3 Nr. 3 TKG begangen hat.
Der Beschuldigte ist folgender Tat(en) verdichtig,

Exhibit D (1 of 2)

33



pm 10.11,2009 bzw. an im Einzeinen noch zu ermitteinder Tage zuvor sich mit seinem Laptop
HP bei mindestens einem bzw. weiterer WLAN-Anschiussinhaber eingewahit hat und deren Inter-
netanschidsse vermutlich unter Authebung vorhandener Verschllsselungen genutzt hat.

Diese Handlung ist strafbar als Ausspahen von Daten
gemal §§ 202 a, 205 StGB bzw. Verstofl gegen §§ 89 Satz 1, 148 Abs. 1 Nr. 1 TKG.

Der Beschuldigte war Gewahrsamsinhaber des 0. g. Endgerates.

Die Auswertung der Daten ist fiir die Untersuchung erforderiich (§ 100 g Abs. 1 Satz 1 StPO).
Die Erorschung des Sachverhalts ist auf andere Weise aussichisios oder wesentlich er-
schwert (§ 100 g Abs. 2 StPO),

- Bimm—
Richterin am Amtsgericht

Richter(in)
am Amisgericht
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Baden-Wiirttemberg

POLIZEIDIREKTION FRIEDRICHSHAFEN
POLIZEIPOSTEN FRIEDRICHSHAFEN-ALTSTADT

Pp FN-Altstadt . Seestralle 1, 88045 Friedrichshafen

RA Dr. Pri3

Eywiesenstralle 6
88212 Ravensburg

Ihr Akteneinsichtsersuchen

Die Unterlagen werden (iberreicht
Zustandigkeitshalber
Zum Verbleib

O

O

O

[ Als Erinnerung

[ Auf Anforderung

[0 Zu unserer Entlastung
O Als Iraufer

O
O

Sehr geehrte Damen und Heiren,

S-17622/08-PR

mit der Bitte um

0 O0000000X

Kenntnisnahme
Anruf
Rackgabe
Prifung
Stellungnahme

Frist

Datum 21.12.2009
Name Miller
Durchwahl 07541 2893 284

CNP 756859

Aktenzeichen ST/1643856/2009

0 OO0O00Ooooa

(Bitte bei Antwort angeben)

vom 11,12.2009

Bericht

Weitere Bearbeitung

Weitere Veranlassung
Mitteilung tiber das Veranlasste
Uberlassung der Akten
Erledigung

schriftliche Unterlagen folgen

Ihr Ersuchen auf Akteneinsicht ist bei mir am 15.12.2009 eingegangen. Die Angelegenheit wird von mir
schnellstméglich bearbeitet. Die Beschlagnahme des Kommunikationsgerétes (Laptop) wurde mit dem
Beschluss des AG Ravensburg vom 17.11.2009, Az.: 2 Gs 1646/09 bestatigt. Die Auswertung des Laptops

wurde angeordnet.
Mit freundlichen GriiBen

Miller, PHM
Sachbearbeiter

Seestrafie 1 - 88045 Friedrichshafen - Telefon 07541 2893 280 - Telefax 07541 2893 289 - FRIEDRICHSHAFEN-ALTSTADT PW@polizei bwl de
OPNV-Anschluss: Hafenbahnhof

35

Exhibit E



Totalitarian regimes or movements maintain political
power through mass surveillance wikipedia

In 1997Germany issued 7762 surveillance
orders, and the United States, 1,149. In
1998 Germany issued 9,802 surveillance
orders, and the United States 1,327. In
1999 Germany issued 12,651 surveillance
orders, and the United States 1,350. In
2000 Germany issued 15,741 surveillance
orders, and the United States 1,910. In
2001 Germany issued 23,806 surveillance
orders, and the United States 1,405. And
these numbers have been increasing. True,
t he statistics of Ge
orders cannot beaccurately compared to
those in the U.S.A., because the statistics
do not show the circumstances involved
Nevertheless, the increase in the number
of surveillance orders in Germany with a
population of 83 million people compared
to the much larger populaion of 300
million in U.S.A. is alarming. Why the
very large difference? One report says
that NDeutschland qilt als Weltmeister im
Abhdren von Telefongesprackn.o vonior, aro
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Deutsches Grundgesetz

Ausschliel3en Kursivschrift

Zitiert Seite4

Artikel 17 Deutsches Grundgesetz

Jedermann hat das Recht, sich einzeln oder in Gemeinschaft mit anderen schriftlich
mit Bitten oder Beschwerden an die zustandigen Stellen und an die Volksvertretung
zu wenden.

Artikel 93 Deutsches Grundgesetz

(1) Das Bindesverfassungsgericht entscheidet:

4a. Uber Verfassungshwsverden, die von jedermann rdiér Behauptung erhoben
werden kénnen, durch die offentliche Gewalt in einem seiner Grundrechte oder in
einem seiner in Artikel 20 Abs. 4, 33, 38, 1003 und 104 enthaltenen Rechte
verletzt zu sein;

Zitiert Seiteb

Artikel 1 Deutsches Grundgesetz

(1) Die Wirde des Menschen ist unantastbar. Sie zu achteruwsthitzen ist
Verpflichtung aller staatlichen Gewalt.

(2) Das Deutsche Volk bekennt sich darum zu unverletzlichen und unveréauR3erlichen
Menschenrechten als Grundlage jeder menschlichen Gemeinschaft edien&ri
und der Gerechtigkeit in der Welt.

(3) Die nachfolgenden Grundrechte binden Gesetzgebung, vollziehende Gewalt und
Rechtsprechung als unmittelbar geltendes Recht.

Artikel 14 Deutsches Grundgesetz

(1) Das Eigentum und das Erbrecht werden gewabhrleistet. Inhalt und Schranken
werden durch die Gesetze bestimmt.
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Artikel 19 Deutsches Grundgesetz

(1) Soweit nach diesem Grundgesetz ein Grundrecht durch Gesetz oder auf Grund
eines Gesetzes eingeschrankt werden kann, muf3 das Gesetz allgemein und nicht
nur fir den Einzelfall gelten. AuRerdem mul3 das Gesetz das Grundrecht unter
Angabe des Artikels nennen.

(2) In keinem Falle darf ein Grundrecht in seinem Wesensgehalt angetastet werden.

Artikel 103 Deutsches Grundgesetz

(1) Vor Gericht hat jedermann Anspruch auf rechtliches Gehor.

(2) Eine Tat kann nur bestraft werden, wenn die Strafbarkeit gesetzlich bestimmt
war, bevor die Tat begangen wurde.

Article 104

(1) Die Freiheit der Person kann nur auf Grund eines férmlichen Gesetzes und
nur unter Beachtung der darin vorgeschriebenen Formen beschrankt werden.
Festgehaltene Personen dirfen weder seelisch noch kdrperlich mi3handelt
werden.

(3) Jeder wegen des Verdachtes einer strafbaren Handlung \gpR&afgenommene
ist spatestens am Tage nach der Festnahme dem Richter vorzufuhren, der ihm
die Grinde der Festnahme mitzuteilen, ihn zu vernehmen und ihm Gelegenheit
zu Einwendungen zu geben hat. Der Richter hat unverziglicltedetweinen

mit Grinden versehenen schriftichen Haftbefehl zu erlassen oder die
Freilassung anzuordnen.

Zitiert Seite 6

Artikel 101 Deutsches Grundgesetz

(1) Ausnahmegerichte sind unzul&ssig. Niemand darf seinem gesetzlichen Richter
entzogen werden.
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Zitiert Seite 17

Artikel 10 Deutsches GrundgesetusschlieRen unterstreichen Kursivschrift

(1) Das Briefgeheimnis sowie das Pastd Fernmeldegeheimnis sind unverletzlich.

(2) Beschrankungen durfen nur auf Grund eines Gesetzes angeordnet Weden.
die Beschrankung dem Schutze der freiheitlichen demokratischen Grundordnung
oder des Bestandes oder der Sicherung des Bundes oder eines Landesdss kann
Gesetz bestimmen, dal3 sie dem Betroffenen nicht mitgeteilt wird und daf’ an die

Stelle des Rechtsweges die Nachprifung durch von der Volksvertretung bestellte
Organe und Hilfsorgane tritt.

Artikel 19 Deutsches GrundgesetzausstlieRen unterstreichen Kursivschyift

(4) Wird jemand durch die 6ffentliche Gewalt in seinen Rechten verletzt, so steht ihm
der Rechtsweg offen. Soweit eine andere Zustandigkeit nicht begrindet ist, ist der
ordentliche Rechtsweg gegebémtikel 10 Abs. 2 Satz 2 bleibt unberthrt

Zitiert Seite 21

Artikel 3 Deutsches Grundgesetz

(1) Alle Menschen sind vor dem Gesetz gleich.

(3) Niemand darf wegen seines Geschlechtes, seiner Abstammung, seiner Rasse,
seinerSpracheseiner Heimat und Herkunft, seines Glaubens, seiner religiosen

oder politischen Anschauungen benachteiligt oder bevorzugt weNdamand
darf wegen seiner Behinderung benachteiligt werden.
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Zitiert Seite 22

Artikel 1 Deutsches Grundgesetz

(1) Die Wirde des Menschen ist unantastbar. Sie zu achteruwsthitzen ist
Verpflichtung aller staatlichen Gewalt.

(2) Das Deutsche Volk bekennt sich darum zu unverletzlichen und unverauf3erlichen
Menschenrechten als Grundlage jeder menschlichen Gemeinschatft, des Friedens
und der Gerechtigkeit in der Welt.

(3) Die nachfolgenden Grundrechte binden Gesetzgebung, vollziehende Gewalt und
Rechtsprechung alsnmittelbar geltendes Recht.

Artikel 20 Deutsches Grundgesetz

(1) Die Bundesrepublik Deutschland ist eiemokratischer und sozialer Bundesstaat.

(2) Alle Staatsgewalt geht vom Volke aus. Sie wird vom Volke irhi&gaund
Abstimmungen und durch besondere Organe der Gesetzgebung, der vollziehenden
Gewalt und der Rechtsprechung ausgeubt.

(3) Die Gesetzgebung ist an die verfassungsmalfige Ordnung, die vollziehende Gewalt
und dieRechtsprechung sind an Gesetz und Recht gebunden.

(4) Gegen jeden, der es unternimmt, diese Ordnung zu beseitigen, haben alle
Deutschen das Recht zum Widerstand, wenn andere Abhilfe nicht méglich ist.

Zitiert Seite 3

Artikel 19 Deutsches Grundgesetz

(2) In keinem Falle darf ein Grundrecht in seinem Wesensgehalt angetastet werden.

Artikel 79 Deutsches Grundgesetz
(3) Eine Anderung dieses Grundgesetzes, durch welche die Gliederung des Bundes

in Lander, die grundsatzliche Mitwirkung der Lander bei der Gesetzgebung oder die
in den Artikeln 1 und 20 niedergelegten Grundsétze berihrt werden, ist unzulassig.
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ﬂ,‘ Bundesverfassungsgericht

- Priisidialrat -
Bundesverfassungsgericht o Postinch 1771 ¢ 76006 Karlsuhe
Herm
Hubert Everest Wilhelmsen
MoltkestraBe 17
88046 Friedrichshafen
Aktenzeichen Bearbeiter = (0721) Datum
AR 8654/09 Herr Steinhauser 9101-406 14.12.2009

(bei Antwort bitte angeben)

Ihr Telefax und Schreiben vom 7. Dezember 2009

Schr gechrter Herr Wilhelmsen.

iiber die Zuliissigkeitsvoraussetzungen einer Verfassungsbeschwerde wurden Sie bereits frither
im Verfahren AR 5132/08 unter Ubersendung eines entsprechenden Merkblatts informiert.

Ein zuliissiges Verfassungsbeschwerdeverfahren kann jedoch aufgrund des Vorbringens in Threm
Telefax bzw. Schreiben vom 7. Dezember 2009 nicht eingeleitet werden.

Zum cinen fehlt es bereits an der Vorlage bzw. ausreichend genauen Bezeichnung eines Sie un-
mittelbar betreffenden konkreten Hoheitsaktes. etwa einer genau bezeichneten letztinstanzlichen
Gerichtsentscheidung, gegen den bei Voriiegen der sonstigen Zulassigkeitsvoraussetzungen
fristgerecht eine Verfassungsbeschwerde erhoben werden kann.

Zum anderen steht der Zulissigkeit Ihrer Verfassungsbeschwerde der Grundsatz der Subsidiaritiit
(Nachrangigkeit) dieses auBerordentlichen Rechtsbehelfs entgegen. Denn es ist nicht ersichtlich.
dass Sie betreffend den im Ubrigen nicht nither bezeichneten Durchsuchungsbeschiuss des
Amtsgerichts Ravensburg mit dem Aktenzeichen 2 Gs 1646/09 sowie hinsichtlich der von [hnen
angesprochenen polizeilichen Durchsuchungs- und Beschlagnahmemafinahmen vom 10. No-
vember 2009 Thren Laptop betreffend den zulissigen fachgerichtlichen Rechtsweg (vel. § 90
Abs. 2 Satz 1 BVerfGG: §§ 304. 105 in Verbindung mit § 98 Abs. 2 Satz 2 StPO) beschritten

Dienstgebiude: SchloBbezirk 3, 76131 Karlsruhe
Postfach 1771, 76006 Karlsruhe
Telefon 0721/9101-0 ¢ Telefax 0721/9101-382
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und erschopft und insoweit eine mit weiteren zuliissigen Rechtsmitteln nicht mehr anfechtbare
letztinstanzliche Gerichtsentscheidung herbeigefiihrt haben, gegen die fristgerecht eine Verfas-
sungsbeschwerde erhoben werden kann.

Nach dem Grundsatz der Subsidiaritit der Verfassungsbeschwerde muss ¢in Beschwerdefiihrer
die Beseitigung des Hoheitsaktes. dessen Grundrechtswidrigkeit er geltend macht. zuniichst mit
den ihm durch das Gesetz zur Verfiigung gestellten anderen Rechtsbehelfen zu erreichen versu-
chen (stiindige Rechtsprechung des Bundesverfassungsgerichts). Die Verfassungsbeschwerde ist
cin auBerordentlicher Rechtsbehelf. der nur zulissig ist. wenn die geriigte Grundrechtsverletzung
auf andere Weise nicht beseitigt werden kann. Sie gewiihrt nicht einen wahlweisen Rechisbehelf
neben den sonstigen vom Gesetz zur Verfligung gestellten Rechtswegen.

Sie miissten daher in der von [hnen vorgetragenen Angelegenheit zunichst um fachgerichtlichen
Rechtschutz nachsuchen und insoweit den zulissigen Rechtsweg erschopfen. bevor Sie sich mit
ciner Verfassungsbeschwerde an das Bundesverfassungsgericht wenden konnen.

Soweit Sie ferner den Erlass einer einstweiligen Anordnung anstreben, kénnte diese nur unter
den Voraussetzungen des § 32 BVerfGG beantragt werden. d.h. ein zulissiges Verfassungsbe-
schwerdeverfahren miisste anhiingig sein oder die Maglichkeit bestehen, ein solches in Gang zu
bringen (stRspr). Diese Voraussetzungen diirften jedoch aus den o.g. Griinden nicht vorliegen.

Bei der gegebenen Sach- und Rechtslage wurde Ihre Eingabe gemiih § 60 GOBVerlG als Justiz-
verwaltungsangelegenheit bearbeitet (vgl. hierzu Abschnitt VIII des Ihnen bereits vorliegenden
Merkblatts).

Mit freundlichen Griillen

Im Auftrag
Dr. Hiegert
Ministerialrat
Beglaubigt y‘/
72750
Vst U

/

Regierungsangestellite
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#® Bundesverfassungsgericht

- Prisidiairaq -

Bundesverfssungsgericht o Postlach 1771 o 76006 Karlsruhe

Herm
Hubert Everest Wilhelmsen
Moltkestralie 17

88046 Friedrichshafen
Aktenzeichen Bearbeiter =® (0721)
AR 8654/09 Herr Schumacher 9101-405

(s Antwort bitte angeben)

Thr Telefax vom 22. Dezember 2009
Hiesiges Sehreiben vom 14. Dezember 2009

Sehr geehrter Herr Wilhelmsen,

Datum
04.01.2010

auch Thre jetzige Eingabe gibt keinen Anlass, die Rechtslage anders zu beurteilen. als Thnen be-

reits mit dem Bezugsschreiben mitgeteilt wurde. Auf dieses Schreiben und das Thnen vorlicgende

Merkblatt darf insoweit nochmals hingewiesen werden. Insbesondere darauf, dass das Bundes-

verfassungsgericht nicht in die Verfahren anderer Beharden oder Gerichte eingreifen. diesen

Weisungen oder Empfehlungen geben oder gar an deren Stelle eigene Entscheidungen weffen

kann.

Sie werden daher um Verstindnis gebeten, dass auch auf lhre jetzige Eingabe hin vom Bundes-

verfassungsgericht nichts Weiteres zu Thren Gunsten veranlasst werden kann (vgl. hierzu Ab-

schnitt VIII des Thnen vorliegenden Merkblatts).

Mit freundlichen Griiien Beglaubigt

Oberregierumgsrat Regierungsangestellt

Dienstgebiude: SchioBbezirk 3, 76131 Karlsruhe
Postfach 1771, 76006 Karlsruhe
Telefon 0721/9101-0 ¢ Telefax 6721/9101-382
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#® Bundesverfassungsgericht

- Priisidialrat -

Hermn

Hubert Everest Wilhelmsen
Moltkestrafle 17

88046 Friedrichshafen

Aktenzeichen Bearbeiter =® (0721) Datum
AR 8654/09 Herr Steinhauser 9101-406 29.06.2010
(bei Antwort bitte angeben)

Ihr weiteres Schreiben vom 15. Juni 2010

Hiesige Schreiben vom 14. Dezember 2009 und 4. Januar 2010

Sehr geehrter Herr Wilhelmsen,

da die Gerichtssprache deutsch ist (vgl. § 17 des Gesetzes iiber das Bundesverfassungsgericht
<BVerfGG>; § 184 des Gerichtsverfassungsgesetzes <GVG=>), kann Ihr in englischer Sprache
abgefasstes Schreiben vom 15. Juni 2010 beim Bundesverfassungsgericht nicht bearbeitet wer-
den.

Im Ubrigen darf - auch zur Vermeidung von Wiederholungen - vollinhaltlich auf die Ausfithrun-
gen in den Bezugsschreiben verwiesen werden.

Auch Ihr jetziges Schreiben wurde daher gemif § 60 GOBVerfG als Justizverwaltungsangele-
genheit bearbeitet.

Mit freundlichen GriiBen

Im Auftrag
Dr. Hiegert
Ministerialrat

Dienstgebiiude: SchloBbezirk 3, 76131 Karlsruhe
Postfach 1771, 76006 Karlsruhe
Telefon 0721/9101-0 ¢ Telefax 0721/9101-382

44 Exhibit J



III.

15.

-‘v-

Exposé de la ou des violation(s) de la Convention et/ou des Protocoles
alléguée(s), ainsi que des arguments a I'appui

Statement of alleged violation(s) of the Convention and/or Protocols and of
refevant arguments

Angabe der geltend gemachten Verletzung(en) der Konvention und/oder
Zusatzprotokolle und Begriindung der Beschwerde

(Voir § 19 (c) de la notice)

(See § 19 (c) of the Notes)

(Siehe § 19 (c) des Merkblattes)

My Application to the European Court of Human Rights is about the fact that the Federal Republic of
Germany has an excellent constitution, the Deutsches Grundgesetz (Germany’s Basic Law ~ GG), but
that this Basic Law is being willfully violated by “State authorities” and, therefore, has not yet provided
me with the protection intended by the German people. In brief, the Deutsches Grundgesetz and many

human rights (“basic rights”) referred to in Article 1 GG as “directly enforceable law™ are not enforced.

My Application submitted here is also about two complaints of unconstitutionality which I have
entered into the Bundesverfassungsgericht (Germany’s Federal Constitutional Court) in accordance with
Articles 17 and 93 paragraph 1 (4) a GG, which say the “competent authority” (jurisdiction) to decide
on complaints of unconstitutionality in Germany is in the Bundesverfassungsgericht. Articles 17 and
93 paragraph 1 (4) a GG are referred to in Article 1 GG as human rights (“basic rights”) and were
intended by the German people in 1949 to protect the dignity of man, peace and justice in the world.
Please read Article 1 GG, Article 17 GG and Article 93 paragraph 1 (4) a GG below:

Article 1 Deutsches Grundgesetz (Protection of human dignity)

(1) The dignity of man jnviolable. To respect and protect it is the duty of all state authority.

(2) The German people therefore acknowledge inviolable and inalicnable human rights as the basis of
SVETY COI ni eace and of justice in the world

A DL DI DCS

(3) The following basic rights bind the legisiature, the executive and the judiciary as directly enforceable law

Article 17 Deutsches Grundgesetz (Right of petition) '

Everyone has the right individually or jointly with others o address written requests or complaints to the
competentauthoritics and to the representative assemblics.

Article 93 Deutsches Grundgesetz (Bundesverfassungsgericht's jurisdiction)

(1) The Bundesverfassungsgericht decides:

4 3. on complaints of unconstitutionality, which may be gntered by any person who claims that one of his
basic rights or one of his rights under paragraph (4) of Article 20 or under Articles 33, 38, 101, 103
or 104 has been violated by public authority.

The reason I am now submittinghthis Application is because “State authorities” in the Federal Republic
of Germany have willfully violated many of my “basic rights” (human rights), including refusing
to afford me legal recourse in accordance with Article 1, 17 and 93 paragraph 1 (4) a GG above, and this
is why 1 now find myself comparing the provisions of the Deutsches Grundgesctz with those of the
European Convention on Human Rights. And there are a number of shared provisions (core protections)
which, when enforced, provide identical protection, many of them my “basic rights” being violated.

! See German text of Deutsches Grundgesetz, Exhibit G. 44






