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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

THE UNITED STATES SupPReme COURT DECIDED N BeRGER
V. WNITED STATES 265 (L5 22 (1921) THAT 1T 15 THE DuTy OF

THe Jupee To RETIRE PRom THE CASE WHEN THe HFFIANT
Belleves THAT THE JulGe HAs A PeRsoNnal Bids R PReJuDICE
ACAINST tham AND FRormm THE FacTs EsTABUSH 4 CRBenT of ntind”
OR WENTAL ATTITUOE KAGAWST THE AFFIANT WwWHICH mAY PReveNT
o AiMPepe. IMPARMIALTY OF JubemenT. P 255 U. S, 20, Under
TiTLE 23 ONITED sSTATES CoDE SeEcTion 455 (a) < Any JusTice,

Jupee, R MABISTRATE JuDGE OF THE UNITED sTATES sSHALL
DisQuiaLtFY Himself in ANY PRoceEDING (b wHICH HIS 1mPARTIALITY

MIGHT RepsonBLY BE QUESTIoNED,” PETITIONER Requests A
PETITION FoR AN EXTRAORDINARY wiT BE FILED FoR CoNSIDERATION:
To ADORESS THE I5SUE oF DISQUALIFICATION of WMHGISTRATE JUGE,

EQUAL TUSTICE UNDER LAW, AnD THE FRAUBULENT ConCEALMENT
DocTrive.

PETITIONER FURTHER REQUESTs THIS PeTiTion) BE FILeED AND
DOCKETED 15 AccomPANY PETITIONER'S PREVIOUS PeTiTion For weiT of
CERTIORARI (No. |7-956T), DOKETED on JUNE 26, 2018, THAT 12
CURRENTLY PENDING (N THIS CouRT BECAUSE PeTTioner CLAINMS
THAT BoTH PeTiTions sTEM Fpom THE SAME 15SUES, SUCH AS
BENT OF MIND oF MAGISTRATE JuNGE; UNCONSTITUTIONAL
DisceiminATIoN, DeRelieTion of DuTy, ANO FRAUDULENT ConCedLMENT.

THE QuesTIoNnD PRESENTED RAISE PRESSING ISSUES OF
NATIONAL  ImPORTANCE. ¢

1. WHETHER THE UNITED STATES CourT of APParls Fol THE NINTH
CIRCUIT ERRED IN DismissiNG THe 1N TERLoCUTORY AfPenl FoR
LACK of JurisDICTION THepeBY VIOLATING THE DUE PROCESS cLAUSE
AND THe Equinl PROTERTION CUUISE oF THE FOURTEENTH AMENOMENT
To The ConNsTiTUTION of THE UNITED STATES of MmMeRICA.

WHETHER THe UNITEN sTATES DISTRICT COURT 5 MAGISTRATE JUOCE,
ROERT m. TUMAN, ERReD (N DENYING PLAINTIFF's | PETMoNER S
MoTions FoR DsQUALIFICATION OF MAGISTRATE JudGE wiHen) THE
MAGISTRATE TUDGE. DENLED SAID MOTTON WITHOUT EXPLANATION
AND FAILED TO DISCLOSE THE FINOINGS OF FACT AND CONLLISIONS

OF LAW ... WHICH 15 NECEDSARY To USCERTAIN THE GReUNDS
OF THE JuUDGHMENT.



QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

3. WHETHER THE DeEnIAL OF MOTION WITHOUT EXPLANATION AND THE
FAILLURE To DIsCLOosSE FINDINGS oF FACT ANO CoNCLUSions oF AW

CONSTITUTE “ FRAUDULENT CorceAmenT " BY WHGISTRATE JuDee RoBERT
M. TUMAN.

4. WHETHER THE UnITep STATES DIoTRICT CouRT S WIMGISTRATE JuNGE
ROBERT M. TUMAN €RRED wWHEN HE Denied THE MoTion FoR
DISRUALIFICATION of MAGISTRATE Junge BUSED ox His owx BENT
OF winp, BIAsEs, PReIuDICes, PARTIALITY As0 NoT THe PARTICULAR
ClAms AT tssue.

5. WHeETHER THe Un ITED STHTES DISTRICT CouprT PRACTICED
UNCONSTITUTIONAL DISCRIMINATION AGAINST THE DISADVANTAGED,

PooR AND PBLACK, ’PLA!A)TIFF’/ PETITIONER wHEN IT DEMNED MoTIoD -
FoR DISQUALIFICATION of WAGISTRATE JUDGE AND yucATED THE

HEARING DATE THEREBY VIOIATING THE Due PRocess clAuse AND
THE EQUAL PROTECTION CLAUSE of THE FouRTEENTH AMENOMENT
To THE ConsTITUTION OF THe UNITED sTATES of AMERICA.

- WHETHER THe PLAWT, FF/ PETITIONER HAD A RIGHT To BE HEARD
ANO A RIGHT To A HeARIG To PRESENT EVIDENCE To SUPPORT THE
MOTION FoR DISQUALIFIcATION OF MAGISTRATE JudGE AND THE
NEED o THe DISQUALIFICATION, INSTEND ofF THe MoTion BEING
DeciOed on THe PAPeRS.

7. WHETHER TUe ONITED STHTES DisTRicT COURT ERRED wHEN 1T

NEGLECTED TO, FAILED To, OR REFUSED TO ANALI2E oR ASsess
THE PARTICULAR. Cllims AT 125U€ 1N PLANTIFFS | PETiTIoNER 'S
MoTion For DISQUALIEICATION OF MAGISTEATE Julee.

3. WHETHER THe NESLECT, FAILURE., oR REFUSAL OF THE UNITED STATES
DISTRICT CouRT To ANALIZe THe PARTICULAR ClLAIMS UT (SSUE 1N
PLAINTIFF 's/ PENTIONER s poTien For. DIsQUALIFICATION of WAGISTRATE
JUDCE ConsTITUTE DEREUETIoN of Dury BY MAGIS TRATE JuDGE

Roreer M. 2unthn.
Q. WHETHER THe NEGLECT, FAILLRE | OR REFUSAL oF THe UNITED

. STATES DISTRICT CouRT To DISCLOSE THE FINDINGS OF FACT AND
Con CLus1ons OF LAW, Hs Required BY FEDERAL RULE OF Civil
PRoCEDURE RuULE 52.(00(1), N t’s ORDER DeENYNG MoTiors
ConsTITUTE DERELILTION oF puTY.



[ 1 All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

D(I All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.
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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorari issue to review the judgment below.

OPINIONS BELOW

[y]/For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix _ B to
the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; Or,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ¥ 1s unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix & to
the petition and is

[ 1 reported at : __:or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
{1 ¥1s unpublished.

[ 1 For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ' ; OF,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported or,
[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the : court
appears at Appendix ______ to the petition and is

[ ] reported at : ; Or,
[ 1 has been designated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reported; or,
[ 1 is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[LY For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was __MAY 22, 2012

[ No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix _______.

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on (date)
in Application No. A

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1254(1).

[ 1 For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
, and a copy of the order denying rehearing

appears at Appendix

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on (date) in
Application No. A .

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

4. TMe 23 UITED STATES Cope. SecTion 455(a) RENIs:

“ DisquAaLiFIeaTIoN oF JUsTice, JubGe, R MAGHSTRATE JU0GE.
(@) ANY JusTice, JUOGE, OR MAGISTRATE JUDGE oF THE
OMITED STATES sty DisqualiFy HimselF (8 ANY PRoceeD NG
IN wHicH His mpuRTi4 Uty WIGHT ReAsoNABLY BE QUESTIONED.

2. TUE FouRTEENTH AMENOMeNT To THe CoNsTITUTMON 6F THE
UNITED) STATES ReADS:

-Amendment XTIV (1868)

1))

- Section 1. All persons born or naturalized in the
. United States, and subject to the jurisdiction thereof,
¢ are citizens of the United States and of the state
~ wherein they reside. No state shall make or enforce
" any law which shall abridge the privileges or immuni-
~ tes of citizens of the United States; nor shall any state
deprive any person of life, liberty, or property, without
. due process of law; nor deny to any person within its

- jurisdiction the equal protection of the laws.

3. The CoDe of ConDUCT FoR UNITED STATES JUDBES CANS————
3(C)(1)( o) ReMDs:
(COANON 3: A TUDGE SHould PeRFoRM THE DUTIES OF THE
OFFice FaIRLY, IMPARTIA LLY AND DiILIGENTLY. s
(C) Disquals FicATion. (1) A Judce sHALL DisqualiFy it
O HERSELF N A PROCCEDING 1N WHICH THE Jupces mRRTIALTY
m REASONABLY Be. QuCsTIoNED, INCLUDING BuT NoT
u'vi&f;eo To w’iriuce? i whied @ (o) THe Jubee HAs A
PeRsoNAL Bias OR PReJUDICE ConceRmING # PARTY, OF PERSONAL -
KNowlePee of DISPUTED EVIDENTIARY FACTS CONCERNING
THE PROCEEDING ;- "
4. THE Cove oF ConbucT Fop DITED STATES Judees CANON
Z(A) Renos: |
“Chnon 2: A JUBGE SHoULd AVoID IWMPROPRIETY AND THE

APPEARANCE OF 1MPROPRIETY (N ALL ACTIVITIES.
(A) ResPecT FOR LAW. A JUDGE sHoutd ResPecT AND comPLY

WITH THe LAW AND sHould ACT AT ALL TimEs IN A MANNER
THAT PRomorEs PuBlLIC CoNF1OENeE 1N THe INTEGRITY

AND 1PARTIALITY of Tue JuoiciARY,”




STATEMENT OF THE CASE

PLANT«FF‘/ PETITIONER PETITIONS THE COuRT For AN EXTRAORDIWARY

WRLT SINCE ADEQUATE. REUEF CANNOT BE OBTHINED W ANY OTHER FoRm
OR FRom ANY oTHeR CoURT. PLAWTIFF/ PETITIONER FILED AN

[N TERWOCUTIRY APPEAL wiTH TUHE ONITED STATES CouBT of APPEALs FoR THE
NINTHR CiReuiT o APRIL 12, 2013 onLY To HAVE THE APPEAL DismisseDd
FoR LACK OF JuRISDICTION on MAY 23, 20/8. THE inTeRLocuToRY APPEAL
wWAS 1IN REGARDS To PLAWTIFFS mMoTioN foR DisQUALIFLICATION OF
MAGISTRATE JuDGE TUAT wiAs DENIED IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT

CoueT FOR THE NORTHERN DIsTRICT oF CALIFORMIA EUREKA Drvision
ON APRIL (1, 20IR.

PLANTIFF/ PETiTIoNER moTionen THE U's DISTRICT CouRT FoR -
DISQUALIFICATION oF MAGISTRATE JuDGE Duec To HeR BelUEF THAT THE
MAGISTRATE TUDGE Couln NOT BE UNBIASED, 1mPARTIRL, FAIR, HoNEST,
AND JusT. HeR Bell €F STEMMED FRoMm |5 PenT THAT occdr oN
DecemBER 5 2017 DURING THE INITIAL CASE MANAGEMENT CONFERENCE .

) e _ T JUOGE ROBERT M.
PLbINTI £F/ PETITIONER 0BseRVED MAGISTIA A
TUman ACTING 1N A MANNER THAT SHowel BIAs AND PRRTI
THAT CoNsTITUTED seRicus (MmPROPRIETIES. JupGE T‘:W:AL
STURTED THE PROCEEDINGS BY SCoLDING PLAINTIFF FoR 56V;TNG
MINUTES FoR DRAWNG A LINE THROUGH SENTENCES ANO W ("
gl CLel) AnD «THIS 15 A LIE g FRAUG JPoN THE CUET ..

"
ON A DOCUMENT ENTITLED € JoINT CASE MAHGEMENT snjrzmauz
THAT sie DIOK T EVEN Fite. THe ATToRNEY FoR cwhmg ll;bm'::-’:( ,
JoHN VRIEZE., FILED THE DoCumENT ON NOVENVBER 22, 2 /7o
MALING CORRECTIONS HALONG wITH TH§ shmMe pPAGé UN . .
THE WARKED PAGE “3" 15 ATTACHED HerEND AS ¢ AP;fzog v;uow
PLAINT(FF [nTERRUPTED THE UNJUSTIFIED ﬁc‘;"\‘;'.o; i
TUMAN BY EXPLAIING THAT sHE DIO Nofeg ) T:@ e
NocuUmMENT unless THE LIEs wWERE ’kemwwg{ gOHQ ST
< ColDING  STOPPED. AFTER. ALL, IT WAS ATTO i VRIE2E ol
ReFUsED To o2 FAILED TO MAKE THE REQUESTED CORRECTI (
JoINT DOcUMENT THAT He PREPARED AND FILED WiTHouT k?OTl PING
PLAINTIFE THAT He woul) NOT WAKE CORRECTIONS . Pwmﬂﬂr‘/ Pg‘rmonaa
BELIEVES THAT THIS WAS AX INTENTI0NAL ACT RBY J¢n VRiE2E

H



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

s A STRATEGY To PAINT A UNTRUE PicTURE of P
LAITIFE Rew
DifFicuLT, ORNERY, A0 u?PPiTY. ©

AT THE END OF THE LMTIAL CASE WHNAGEMENT CONFERENCE
MAGISTRATE. TUOGE “ROBERT . TUMAN [55Uei) AN INAPPROPRIATE
SUA SPONTE OROER MANOATING PLAINTIFE TO BE DePoseEd ON
Decempere 13, 2017 € DXerBER 19, 2017. THERE Luhs No WRATTEN)
OR oRAL MoTion) Fo THE OROER AND No NeeD FoR THE oROER.

TN DoiNG 50, JUDGE TUMN VIOLATED LoCAL RuUte 37-2 (&)
ARO ALIGNED HhmselF wiTH my NEFENOANTS ' ATTORNSEY, SpHA VR I€2€E,
ANO EXEMPTED VRiE2E FRom ADHERING TO THE LocAL RULES
RECARDING DiscoverY... INGLUDING LocAl Rute 37-Z-(a). TubGe...
TUMAN'S MoTIVE FOR Tle Suh SPIE CROER. whs To OBLIGE THE
DeFEDANTS' ATTORNEY JOHN VRuc2€ Due To A FALSE f>rm’aneuj
Maoe. BY VRIEZE wHen He SAID, “ALlice BRowA 15 ReFUSING T2
Oc DefoseD) THIS STATEMENT whsS A LIE AVO PLAINTIFE 1N FORMED
TUOGE TUMAN TUAT SKE DD NoT ReFuse To Be DEPSED ALD
slle s WAITING FoR THE APPROPRIMTE Time, AFTER THE INTIAC

CASE. MANMGEMENT ConfeRence . IUOGE TUMAN REFUSED TO

BelleVe PLANTI /

TH pESPITE PLAINTIFE'S
EVE | \FF AND |55ued The OROER jidks
‘O&SEZTWA. He NEVER even auEsTIONED THe UES From N [RIEZE

LocAL Rute 37- 1 (&) RERDS I PART, ¥ PRoCePURES Folk
RESOLVING DISPUTES (&) ConFeRence BETween) Counsel REQURED.
THE CouRT will NoT ENTERTAIN A REQUEST OR A MoTlom To
es0LVE A DiscLosuRe oR DISCoVeRY DISPUTE UNLESS) PuRsUANT TO

FeD. R. Cw. B 37 Counsel UAve PREVICUsLY CoFERRED FOR THE

PURPOSE oF ATTEMPTING To RESOLVE AW DisfuTen 1osuES. ”
MAGISTEATE JuOGE ROBERT M. TULWAN ENGAGED IN UNFhIR-
SCHEDULING ORODERS AMD  REGUIREMENTS WHEAN HE PAIED TO

- N
oL REFUSED TO PREMARE AND ISSUE A CCASE WANAGEMENT OROER

D Jor A (OCHEQULING opoeR” AT op APTER THE INITIAL .
CASE MANAGEMENT Lo FERENCE. - The euLY okOer Frrom TH
HeAZING whs THE SUA SPoNTE ORDER wHICH BENEFITED ONLY
Tie DEFENOANTS GIVING THEM AN ADVANTAGE OVER PLAWTIFF.

5



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

P(.nmnFF/ PETITIONER'S COMPLAINT ARISES FRomt AN INCLOENT

THAT occurRed ON HeR 50t BIRTHOAY, DECEMBER 2], 2014,
Or$ THAT DAY PLANTIFF/ PETITIONER wis AsLEEP (N THE BACK of
HER VAN 10 A PARKING LoT THAT SHe Bel/EVED To BE A REST AREA
IN HioucHi CAUFoRWIA. SHE whS HOMELESS Aub A NEW
ARRIAL To CAUFORNIA RELORATING FRow NEVADA. DEFENDANT) /
RE>PonDENT NATIONAL PART RANgET2 JOEL LEACHMAN pDE CONTACT
WitH PUMNTIFF | PETIONER BY KnackiniG ans HER VAN BACK wini0ow,
AWAKENING UER. (EACHMANS DetWinDep THAT SHE OFeA THe Dool S0
TUAT Lie CAY @se€ 1n ter VAN T0 CSeE ™ WHAT SHE whs DOING
AND TSee® WHAT WS 1N HeR VAN. Slie AsceD FoR € PROBABLE-
eAause " To “see™ | HeR VAN. HE PEsONOED sAYING PARKING
A0 SLEEPING on THE LoT whs PRoUIBITED. LEACLHMAS THREATENED)
10 SMAsK THe VAN winlow IF she Dina T oPen TUe Dool 20
TUAT € Coutr) Csee 1n THE uﬁd.wﬁeﬁ-"fg]o»“r consent ok
com@y wiTH THE unReAsoNAPLE wm,“cwﬂ STO RMEY) OFF
o Hts Pollle VEHCLE wHERE He PRSCEEDED To.
DEFEADPNT/ RESPORDENT NATIONAL PARK RANGER. CRECORY wioior
TUAT HE 15 Gowe To FORCE enTRY InTo Yan. He Ao
DEFErOANT ] RESPODENT RORERT TOLER ANO ToUD Him THAT

PLaWTIEF ] PeriTioNeR 15 ALREADY Goweg To JRIL For Pe I4¥.

PLAINT ped FRom BEHWD 2y .
J IFF/ FeriTioneR wAS e@g&u S R eoris creD,

LEACHMAN pn0 THRouwN TO THE
THoRUGHLY SEARCHED, AAD ARRESTED
SEARCH (EACHMAN TOUCHED HER GEBOIAN

WAISTRANO oUT” EXPoSiNG HEE PuTTocks. LeACHmAN PRYeD THE
van KeYs out OoF PLAINTIFF 5 / PET(TIoNER!S HANO As sSHe

LAID o0 THE GRouNO HANOCUFFED AND Ppeceeel> To THoRoUGHLY
SeHPCH UeR VAN, CUTTING ofEss MovinG Boxes. AND DUMPING
ouT BRCKPACKS, BAGS. WHEN HE FOUND NG wenfoNs, NO
IETHAMPHETAMINE,, NO ALGHOL /oPEN CONTAINERS He (mpsunDeD
The yAN A0 DRwE PLAWTIFF/ PETITIONER To THE CoutnTy
SAIL. THe OnLY CHARGE 08 Tilc ARREST REAET wAs Pe 148,

A THOUGH LEACHAANS IITIALL AUEGED LULEGAL CAMPING.
TUEGAL CAmPuG whs AODED To Pe 143 BY THE proTRIeT ATioRkeN.

o

Tell His 5uPe::ZIo?,CoA ?uone’)



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

PLANTIFF/ PErTioneR. FILED THE CWIL BIGHTS ComPLaaT
AGUINST THE DefeDANTS /ResPnpenrs FoR VIGLATING HeR FoUlTH,
EICGHTH, dnp FoupreensTH AnenOmedt RIGHTS, UsING exces<IVe
AND UNNECESSARY FORCE WwHen SHE WS SURBTECIED To UnREASINABLE
seABCH AnD SEIZURE OF HeR, PERson, VERICE, Aud PeowcreTy.
DeFen0anTs [ Reshonpers APE BErs sueD foR THEIR ACTIonS AND

|NACTIONS. THERE were THosE wHO AcTivel] ENGAGED w$ THe

DEPRIVATION OF mﬁam’y PenioErs CONSTAUTIONAL RIGHTS

AV THoSE wio STO0D APRLD |8 4 ewecle a0 wmwe; ;4;:0
Liugien, AL PR THER ensoymenT. THE DemaAnD FOR Réuw
@zmmsmmwm,mwswﬂ =
ApsounT of 210, 600, Y60.0



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

TusTice. T00 Long DelAYED 15 JusTice. Dented)/]
THIS CoudtRY s NoToRIoUS FoR DEMVING 3usTICe As well Hs
LiFe, LUIBERTY, AND THE PURSWIT OF HMPANESS To BLACK
PeoPle, mY PEoPLE. we HAVE BEEN ENSLAVED, exPeriMenTED
8A, 7TopTURED, AND LNcHED AL FOR THe BeEEFIT AND
ENINNMENT oF WHITE PEOPLE o oo I THOUT COMPENSATION.
OuR LiIVEs ARe cuT SHORT BY TRIGGER HAPPY cofs Ao

OVERZEALOUS RACIST JuveEs QuieK To DELIVER THe heRTH
PernactY To us.

MY exPerRiENCE wWITH THE DEFENDANTS/ RESPONDENTS
ATTACKING ME, THROWING ME To THE GROUND, ‘SerrcHING ME,
M GROIN, SEIZING ME, SEARCHING MY Veticle, SEAREHING mY -
PROPERTY, SEI2ING MY veHicls, HANOCUFFING mMe/SUuckinG e,
HAULING ME OFF To JRIL, IMPou DG Y VEHICLE ) PROSELUTING
Me FOR BEING BLACK Any Homeless whs A DeHunmnizine
EXrerieENCE, ALL DINE FOR THe FiNANCIAL GAWN OF Tie County
6F Del NORTE ANY THE £)30YMENT ofF Ul THE deFeNDANTS ¢
- WE TUE PEOPLE WHO HAE HAD Tlecse HORRIFYING
ENCOUNTERS WITH NATIoNAL PARK RANGeRsS #aNO LoecAl Defuty
SHeRtFFs No LoNGER Feel SAFE op HAVE PEACE oF MinD H5 we
VENTUEE INTO NATIONAL PARKS Avo oNTO FeDERAL LAND THAT
OUR FoRmeR PRESIDENT THEolpRe RoO0SEVELT HIMO sET APART
FoR THE ENJoYMENT oF THE AMERICAN PEOPLE 8Y DESIGNATING
THIS LA As NATIONAL PARKS FoR THE PURPOSE oF PRESERYATION
foR THE PUST, PRESENT, AVD FUTURE GENERATIONS.
NATIONAL PARK RANGERS AND LexcAl DEPUTY SHERIFFS ARE
ENGAGED 1n TiHe. PrACTICE. OF TAKING AMCRICAN ClTizens'
DIG}\NTY, FReebOM,, ( ENMNTOYMENT OF UFE
AND |F LEPT uneHEeCKED THEY will UlTImATELY Feel THE
NeeD To TAKE ouwr Lives | BuLies!

OTHER AMERICAN CITi2EnNs WHp HAVE su Frepen AT
THe HANDS ofF THe MATIoAL PARIC RANGERS Anp CocAl

PEPUTY SHERIFFS Toun THER STORIES To The LocAl NEWSPAPER,
DEL NORTE TRIPLICATE, JUsST LAST MoSTH. THetilz pmes ARE

WitlAm PAUL , THROWA Dowa) To THE GBouwD AN) ARRESTED
B\ nATioMAL PARK RANGERS 0N JANUARY 22,2016 AND FILED

A SECTION 1933 (AWSUIT 0 DecEmBER 19, 20114 THe MNAWATAS.
3
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- REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

W 0 N A UMD W N e

Rute 52'(@3(1) OF THe FepclRAL RULESHF CiyiL Pl?océbuize

ReAns: “FipiNGgs A0 Guictusions BY THE CouRT § JUDGMEMT

ou PAPTIAL FINDINGS. (8) Finpinegs uno Conclusions, (1) (N

GENERAL . - |& AN ACTIoN) TRIED oxl THE FACLTs WITHoUT H
JuRrY oR wyTH Anl ADVISORY JuRY, THe CouRT MusT FINN
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Jumd B

N_tosue 15 A seRioUS 1mPPoPRIETY BeCAUSE I AMOUNTS To

Te FACTS C Y

_DATED APRIL 1l 2018 CONTAINED No FINDINGS of FUCTS AND Ao
CoNCLUSIONS OF LAW AND Do EXPLANATION FoR THE DEVIAL
\ [ & s He .
Junement. THE (ACK OF THE FInDINGS OF PACT AND CoNCLUSIONS
MAGISTRATE JUDGE FAILED To ANALIZE of AS5EsS THE
PARTICULAP ClAlms AT s55UE, THE JU'._)QE JueT _2imPLy
STATED 1 M1S epoer, “ PLAINTIEFL momien (s HepemY
Denteny.? Elve 11TTLE wokss THAT D15Cosery ofF PUMNTIFE's

Mt THe FALLURE T ANAUIZE THE PARTICULAR ClAIms AT

_Depeitetion oF DuTY BY MAGISTRATE JUDGE RORBERT. M. TILLWAN.
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

QM)J, Aseen

Date: Z/ /0///1?
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