


















































\*' j Beglaubigte Abschrift

Oberlandesgericht Bamberg

Az; 1Ws252120
21 0 Ws 173120 Generalstaatsanwaltschaft Bamberg

1 KLs 123 Js 3979111 Landgericht Coburg

123 Js 3979111 Staatsanwaltschaft Coburg

ln dem Strafuerfahren gegen

Leffer Karin Doris (geb. Leffer),
geboren am 18.01 .1960 in Coburg, Staatsangehörigkeit: deutsch, wohnhaft: Laufenburger

Straße 16, 4310 Rheinfelden, Schweiz

Verteidiger:
Rechtsanwalt Nahrath Wolfram, Bizetstraße 24, 13088 Berlin, Gz.: 65/13 St

Rechtsanwalt Held Alexander, Judengasse 3, 98574 Schmalkalden

wegen Betrugs u.a

hier: Haftbeschwerde der Angeklagten Leffer Karin Doris

erlässt das Oberlandesgericht Bamberg - 1. Strafsenat - durch die unterzeichnenden Richter am

17. Juni 2020 folgenden

Beschluss

Die Beschwerde der Angeklagten gegen den Beschluss der 1. Strafkammer des Landge-

richts Coburg vom 27 .04.2020 wird venryoden.

2 Die Angeklagte hat die Kosten ihres erfolglosen Rechtsmittels zu tragen

Gründe.

Die zulässige ($S 304 Abs. 1, 306 Abs. 1 SIPO) mit Schriftsatz ihres Verteidigers Rechtsanwalt

Nahrath vom 1 1.05.2020 erhobene Beschwerde der Angeklagten gegen den Beschluss der 1 ,

Strafkammer des Landgerichts Coburg vom 27.04.2020, mit dem der Haftbefehl des Landge-
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richts Coburg vom 15.09.2014 gegen die Angeklagte aufrechterhalten wurde, ist unbegründet. Sie

war daher mit der Kostenfolge aus $ 473 Abs. 1 Satz 1 SIPO zu verwerfen.

Die angefochtene Entscheidung entspricht der Sach- und Rechtslage. Deren Begründung wird

durch das Beschwerdevorbringen nicht entkräftet. Der Senat teilt die Auffassung des Erstgerichts

und tritt den Gründen der angefochtenen Entscheidung bei. Zur weiteren Begründung wird - auch

unter Berücksichtigung des Vorbringens des Verteidigers in den Schriftsätzen vom 11.05.2020

und vom 10.06.2020 - auf die zutreffende Stellungnahme der Generalstaatsanwaltschaft Bam-

berg in ihrer Antragsschrift vom 20.05 .2020 Bezug genommen. Auch der Senat ist der Auffas-

sung, dass der mittlenrveile eingetretene Zeitablauf sowie der Umstand, dass der als Haupttäter

anzusehende Verurteilte Beowulf von Prince lediglich eine Bewährungsstrafe erhielt, die Verhält-

nismf,ßigkeit der Haftanordnung nicht infrage stellen. Die Generalstaatsanwallschaft hat auch zu-

treffend (ohne die Vorschrift ausdrücklich zu nennen) auf $ 56 Abs, 3 SIGB hingewiesen, der hier

angesichts der gemeinhin als ,,Reichsbürger-Problematik" bezeichneten allgemeinbekannten viru-

lenten Erscheinungsformen im öffentlichen Leben durchaus relevant ist. Der Schutz des Vertrau-

ens der Bevölkerung in die Funktionsfähigkeit der verfassungsmäßigen Venrualtung und Recht-

sprechung steht nicht außerhalb der Zwecke des Strafrechts, wie zahlreiche Strafuorschriften

des Besonderen Teils des Strafgesetzbuches (nur beispielhaft und ohne Anspruch auf Vollstän-

digkeit: SS 86, 86a, 90, 90a, 1 11, 132, 132a) belegen.

gez.

Räth

Richter
am Oberlandesgericht

Held

Vorsitzender Richter
am Oberlandesgericht

Dr. Schiener

Vorsitzender Richter
am Oberlandesgericht

Für die Richtigkeit der Abschrift
Bam berg, 2020
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                                                                  Authenticated copy 
 
 
                                                        Bamberg Higher Regional Court 
Ref: 1 Ws 252/20 
210 Ws 173/20 Bamberg General Public Prosecutor's Office  
1 KLs 123 Js 3979/11 Coburg Regional Court 
123 Js 3979/11 Coburg Public Prosecutor's Office 
 
 
                                                                                                    Received June 22, 2020  
                                                                                                    Wolfram Nahrath 
                                                                                                    Attorney at Law 
 
in the criminal proceedings against 
 
Leffer Karin Doris (née Leffer) 
born on Jan. 18, 1960 in Coburg Nationality: German, resident: Laufenburger Str. 16, 4310 
Rheinfelden, Switzerland 
 
 
Defense counsel: 
Lawyer Nahrath Wolfram, Bizetstraße 24, 13088 Berlin, Gz.: 65/13 St 
Lawyer Held Alexander, Judengasse 3, 98574 Schmalkalden 
 
for fraud, among other things. 
 
here: Complaint of the defendant Leffer Karin Doris 
 
the Bamberg Higher Regional Court - 1st Criminal Senate - by the undersigned judges at 
June 17, 2020 the following 
 
                                                                         Decision 
 
1. Dismiss the appeal of the defendant against the decision of the 1st Criminal Chamber of the 
Coburg Regional Court of April 27, 2020 
2. Order the defendant to pay the costs of its unsuccessful appeal. 
 
Reasons: 
 
The admissible appeal (§§ 304 para. 1, 306 para. 1 German Code of Criminal Procedure) 
lodged by the defendant in a written statement by their defence attorney Nahrath on May 11, 
2020 against the order of the 1st Criminal Chamber of the Coburg Regional Court of  April 27, 
2020, by which the arrest warrant of the Coburg Regional Court of Sept. 15, 2014 against the 
defendant was upheld, is unfounded. It was therefore to be dismissed with the consequence 
of costs arising from § 473.1 sentence 1 StPO. 
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The contested decision is consistent with the factual and legal situation. The grounds of that 
decision are not invalidated by the appeal. The Senate shares the view of the first court and 
concurs with the grounds of the contested decision. For further substantiation, reference is 
made - also taking into account the submissions of the defence counsel in the pleadings of 
May 11, 2020 and June 10,  2020 - to the pertinent statement of the Bamberg General Public 
Prosecutor's Office in its application of May 20, 2020. The Senate is also of the opinion that 
the passage of time that has occurred in the meantime and the fact that the convicted man 
Beowulf von Prince, who is to be regarded as the principal offender, received only a suspended 
sentence, do not call into question the proportionality of the detention order. The Office of the 
Public Prosecutor General also correctly (without explicitly mentioning the provision) referred 
to § 56.3 of the Criminal Code, which is certainly relevant here in view of the generally known 
virulent manifestations in public life that are commonly referred to as the "Reichsbürger 
problem". The protection of the public's confidence in the functioning of the constitutional 
administration and jurisdiction is not outside the purposes of criminal law, as is demonstrated 
by numerous penal provisions of the Special Part of the Criminal Code (only by way of example 
and without claiming to be exhaustive: §§ 86, 86a, 90a, 111, 132, 132a). 
 
 
signed. [note: no signatures] 
       
Räth                                              Held                                           Dr. Schiener 
Judge                                            Presiding Judge                        Presiding Judge 
at the Higher Regional Court        at the Higher Regional Court   at the Higher Regional Court  
 
 
For the accuracy of the copy 
Bamberg, June 17, 2020 
Tomak, court employee 
civil cervant of the court 
 
 
Bavaria 
Higher Regional Court 
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Calculation of damages 
 
1. Loss of earnings: 

 
Loss of earnings from March 19, 2014 to July 18, 2020 = 6 years 4 months 
 
Loss of earnings for practice for acupuncture massage therapy 
 
Annual earnings in the FRG in 2012 = 20´527,-€ 
 
In the year 2013 already negative press reports about mass trials against Danzig led to loss of 
earnings. The mass trials could only take place through violation of the obligations and 
conditions of extradition. 
 
Net income in 2012 € 20´527,- x 6 years = 123´162,- + 6´842,- = 
 
130´004,-€ x factor 2,5                                                                                       = 325´010,-€ 
 
 
2. Loss of rent or rental costs 
 
96.5 m² x 20,-CHF = 1930,-CHF/month x 76 months                                         = 146´680,-€ 
 
3. Parking space garage 100,-€ x 24 months                                                         = 2´400,-€ 
 
then renouncement of car, because no confirmation of residence 
___________________________________________________________ 
                                                                                                                        total 474´090,-€ 
 
4. Punitive damages: 
 
How high the punitive damages should be, depends also on how this Court decides on the 
Free City of Danzig. 
 
Will a constitution be passed under the supervision of the United States, according to which 
the Federal Republic will remain what it should be - the legal successor to the Free City of 
Danzig? 
 
Or will territories be separated from the Federal Republic of Germany and form the legal 
successor to the Free City of Danzig, with a legal successor to the German Reich within limits 
yet to be determined? 
 
Or will the provisions of the Peace Treaty of Versailles become effective again and a legal 
successor of the German Reich or the German Reich, within the borders of Dec. 31, 1990, be 
re-established? 
 
The fact that the European Convention on Extradition between Switzerland and the Federal 
Republic of Germany is violated is not a judicial error. The fact that Article 54 of the Prohibition 
of Double Jeopardy is violated is not a judicial error. That the warrant for the arrest of the 
Plaintiff KARIN LEFFER is upheld, although a complaint has also been filed to verify the 
criminal charges. 
Thus, there is in fact the incitement of the Agreement on Extradition between the EU and the 
US to extradite the Plaintiff KARIN LEFFER. 
This would already execute an announced prison sentence of several years for the Plaintiff. 
This is to prevent the Plaintiff from being able to claim her rights. 
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The criminal prosecution has open demands for reparations in the background. These are also 
estimated by German historians at 7'500'000'000'000,-€. 
 
It must be made clear that one does not eliminate one's debts by putting creditors in prison. 
From this point of view, the Punitive damages must be determined. 
 
 
Proposal for a Punitive damages 
 
Trade balance surplus of the Federal Republic of Germany 
 
2019: 1,328 billion euros 
 
          1,105 billion euros 
 
             223 billion, of which 10% = 22.3 billion euros 
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KARIN LEFFER        
registered address: Rodacher Str. 84a, D-96450 Coburg, FRG      
because of political persecution at the moment contacted at: 
KARIN LEFFER         
c/o Beowulf von Prince 
Strasse 38, AT-6830 Rankweil, Austria 
E-mail: karinleffer@gmail.com 
and 
BEOWULF VON PRINCE 
Schweizer Strasse 38, AT-6830 Rankweil, Austria 
E-mail: prince.beowulf@outlook.de 
Pro Se  Plaintiff 
 
 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT AND BANKRUPTCY COURTS 

 

FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

 

 

 
 
LEFFER, et al. 
 
 Plaintiff(s), 
 
 vs. 
 
FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY, et 
al., 
 Defendant(s). 
 
 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
 
 

 

Case No.: 1:19-cv-03529-CJN 

 

 

Title of Document: 
[PROPOSED] ORDER  
 
MOTION for JOINDER of PARTIES 
for FURTHER DEFENDANT UNITED 
STATES OF AMERICA  
 

 

[PROPOSED] ORDER 

The Plaintiffs have brought an action and request that the United States of America be admitted 

as a further Defendant under Rules 18-21 Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. 

The Court has jurisdiction to review the law of the United States of America. United States law 

includes the Treaties of the United States of America.  

The Court shall have jurisdiction to determine which treaties with the United States of America 

are complied with and are therefore binding on the United States of America and which are not. 

The Plaintiffs prove that the 2 (German Democratic Republic and Federal Republic of Germany) 

+ 4 (United States of America and Soviet Union and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and 

Northern Ireland and the Republic of France) Treaty is not implemented. 
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The Plaintiffs have proven that German prosecutors act in accordance with instructions. The 

Plaintiffs prove that the Bavarian Judges and Public Prosecutors Act of 2005 placed judges and 

public prosecutors under the disciplinary law for soldiers.  

The Plaintiffs prove that Mr. Lückemann, Attorney General of the Bamberg Higher Regional 

Court, was appointed President of the Bamberg Higher Regional Court. Mr Lückemann is thus 

the disciplinary superior of the judges of the Bamberg Higher Regional Court. The judges no 

longer act independently.  

The appeal body for decisions of the Coburg Regional Court is the Bamberg Higher Regional 

Court. The Plaintiffs prove that Mr. Lohneis, Chief Senior Public Prosecutor of the Coburg 

Regional Court, was appointed President of the Coburg Regional Court. Thus, these judges no 

longer act independently. 

The Plaintiffs make the bill of indictment of the Coburg Public Prosecutor's Office, Case 

Number 1 KLs 123 Js 3979/11, the subject of the proceedings. This bill of indictment came 

about during the extradition of the Plaintiff BEOWULF VON PRINCE from Switzerland to the 

FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY on Dec. 21, 2012- Oct. 18, 2013. Mr. Lohneis had 

requested the extradition on the instructions of Attorney General Lückemann, who acted on the 

instructions of a political official. 

Article 97 of the Basic Law for the FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY, independence of 

judges, has been violated. It is a criminal offence according to § 92 of the German Penal Code, 

Constitutional High Treason. 

The Swiss Federal Office of Justice responsible for these proceedings, indictment 1 KLs 123 Js 

3979/11, has condemned these proceedings as political persecution.  

The Government of the United States of America is obviously not aware that the 2 + 4 Treaty is 

not being complied with. 

 

The Government of the United States of America is obviously not informed that the Basic Law 

for the FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY is not being observed in essential provisions. 
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The Government of the United States of America is obviously not informed that they again have 

the direct power of government in Bavaria/ FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY. 

Although the Plaintiffs have filed this action on the grounds that they are facing this Court 

because this Court fulfils the procedural guarantees for due process of law promised under 

international law, the arrest warrant against the Plaintiff KARIN LEFFER is upheld. 

If the Plaintiff KARIN LEFFER enters the country, the UNITED STATES OF AMERICA must, 

according to the Agreement on Extradition between the EUROPEAN UNION and the UNITED 

STATES OF AMERICA, execute an extradition request without examination against the 

Plaintiff KARIN LEFFER. 

This would put the UNITED STATES OF AMERICA under joint liability in the prosecution of 

innocent people. 

Obviously, the annulment of the arrest warrant of the Coburg Regional Court can only be 

achieved if damages are paid for the unlawful prosecution of the Plaintiff KARIN LEFFER. 

The UNITED STATES OF AMERICA are still the administrators of reparation claims. The 

administration of reparations was transferred to the FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY. 

The basis for the transfer of this administration is the Basic Law for the FEDERAL REPUBLIC 

OF GERMANY. This Basic Law is essentially no longer observed.  

 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, 

a. that the court has jurisdiction 

b. that the UNITED STATES OF AMERICA be admitted as a Defendant, since the 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA has jurisdiction to settle reparation matters and to ensure 

compliance with the 2 + 4 Treaty, or an alternative arrangement. 

c. that the UNITED STATES OF AMERICA have the direct power of government in 

Bavaria/ FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY. 

d. that the UNITED STATES OF AMERICA are the direct administrators of reparation 

claims. 
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e. that the procedure, indictment 1 KLs 123 Js 3979/11 is illegal. 

f. that an arrest warrant and an extradition request against the Plaintiffs may not be 

executed 

g. that the Plaintiff KARIN LEFFER is entitled to damages from the proceedings 1 KLs 123 

Js 3979/11 

h. that a partial claim of the plaintiff KARIN LEFFER in the amount of 474´090,-€ 

i. that the partial claim of the Plaintiff KARIN LEFFER against the gold of the FEDERAL 

REPUBLIC OF GERMANY stored with the FED in the amount of the demanded partial sum is 

to be transferred into the property of the Plaintiff KARIN LEFFER. 

 

 

Date: _____________________             __________________________________________ 

                                                                        Hon. Carl J. Nichols 

                                                                        United States District Judge 

 

 

 

 

 

 


