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In the 

Supreme Court of the United States 
Case no. 

Charles Richards. 
Petitioner 

V. 

City of Des Moines Police Department, 
Drake University, 

Mark Risvold, 
Brett Tamminga, 

Unnamed Individuals. 
Respondents 

On Petition for Writ of Certiorari 
to the United States Court of Appeals for the Eighth Circuit. 

APPLICATION TO EXTEND TIME 

Charles Allen Richards 
Unrepresented litigant. 
210 N.W. College Avenue 
#5 
Ankeny, Iowa 50023 
Phone 515-771-3243 
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This application is governed by Sup. Ct. R. 21(2)(c) and Rule 33(2). 

Good Cause for Extension of Time 

This is an application for an extension of time to file a petition for writ of 

certiorari by 60 days. 28 U.S. Code § 2101(c) The Applicant claims an extension 

of time for good cause for the following reasons: 

1. The Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure consider the final ruling of the Court 

of Appeals on an appeal to be a judgment. F.R.A.P. Rule 36 A "judgment" 

refers to a court's final determination of the rights and obligations of the parties 

in a case. Black's Law Dictionary (8th  ed. 2004), Robins v. Ritchie, 631 F. 3d 

919, 927 (C.A. 8th Circuit 2011) 

The contention of the Applicant and Petitioner is that the District Court and the 

Court of Appeals have failed to exercise jurisdiction, and so did not determine 

the rights and obligations of the Plaintiff and Appellant. A Federal Question of 

the Plaintiff's rights under the First Amendment was before the District Court, 

but that court did not rule on the question. The Court of Appeals only affirmed 

the order of the District Court and did not render a judgment on whether that 

court had failed to exercise jurisdiction on the Federal Question constitutional 

issues. On these proceedings in the courts below the Court of Appeals has not 
1 



.qii cr hm3vo i no;lz:jilqqb £th1T 

boor 

io ii 'th noq s odl ni Jmiylo noiefl5m.) ci niii1qq ru 

s1oi1343 cm zrniab mii1qqA ifl' () jf J1$. 'id 

- 
:OF3t mwo!1o! '.rfi 6t W3Zz miJ 10 

fwo) iiIY!o pn Jmfl c1 ii iboi1 &iqqAo &u$I kb1 siT 

ti,rnbtjj" A. L.5j3 inrbtq d ol Icqqi ru3 no qqJ 10 

ejai,uq wiflo si1r10 bas atctji cLYto ai.rnib .iirit anu oi iti 

L& j4j.iantdoi PO b j jj1 ;j 

lPJij22 IS?J 

'9di bc i)413C 54 -1 i 10j q czi niiJqqA 56110 OItfl'itO3 nU' 

tirni 1i5 ii .no r hI rrcI al qqA o iw') 

lo. I ;llqq/ irfli w& r1fto cioJ4do ru 

toid fll1tbflffl.tk j.jcf  rb -ibnu aMgn uIr 

'f!) Lqqf iojiva') ttfi' .rJ.-,up rii rio &u on bib ruo ;cr 'tud 

no it trt inn bb bn :ruo) ii3i( jth1o,b'm ts 

!'flOiW!ii:flOy Oii310 JbI 0.4 Th) &JO  bth2MJ1 ¶IIX) 03 b3U3 t)Jf1 !1U(Y 

ior Lc{ !qcA fr riio) ru woId -.ruio rU nO 



rendered a judgment and an application to the Supreme Court for a writ of 

certiorari may be made at any time before it does so. 28 U.S. Code § 2101(e) 

The Applicant's case is disadvantaged by being prosecuted of necessity by one 

who is not practiced or experienced in litigation, i.e. the unrepresented 

Applicant. This action is not managed by an attorney or group of attorneys who 

are able to bring years of experience and training to bear with the additional 

advantages of a panoply of resources available to well connected practitioners. 

The Supreme Court has a special interest in the case. The case is not about 

merely a conflict between parties of purely private dimensions. The case 

presents a Federal Question about the contours of the First Amendment to the 

U.S. Constitution, about which the Federal Courts have a virtually unflagging 

obligation to exercise the jurisdiction given them. Colorado River Water Cons. 

Dist. v. U.S., 424 U.S. 800, 818 (Supreme Court 1976) 

Time 

The applicant moves the Court for an extension of the time in which to file a 

petition for certiorari, so that this time ends on November 12, 2018. 

L The Court of Appeals affirmed the order of the District Court per 

curium on May 3, 2018. (appendix) 
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The Appellant filed a petition for rehearing en banc on May 17, 2018. 

The Court of Appeals denied the petition for rehearing on June 14, 

2018. (appendix) 

The 901  day from the order denying the petition for rehearing falls on 

September 12, 2018. 

The 601  day from September 12, 2018, the date by which a petition 

for certiorari must be filed, falls on November 12, 2018. 

'7 44oø' 
27' day of August, 2018 harles Allen Richards 

Unrepresented litigant. 
210 N.W. College Avenue 

Ankeny, Iowa 50023 
Phone 515-771-3243 
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Certificate of Service 

I, Charles Richards, hereby certify that on August 27, 2018,1 served the 
following parties by first class mail with a copy of the foregoing application. 

Luke DeSmet 
Assistant City Attorney 
City Hall, 400 Robert D. Ray Dr. 
Des Moines, IA 50309-1891 
Telephone: (515) 283-4110 
Facsimile: (515) 237-1748 
lmdesmet@dmgov.org  

Andrew J. Bracken 
Rebecca E. Reif 
Ahlers & Cooney, P.C. 
100 Court Avenue, Suite 600 
Des Moines, Iowa 50309 
(515) 243-7611 
(515) 246-2149 (fax) 
dbracken@ahlerslaw.com  
rreif@ahlerslaw.com  

The foregoing is true and correct. 

~'7 6U" N"~'  

' 27' day oT August, 2018 Charles Allen Richards 
Unrepresented litigant. 
210 N.W. College Avenue 
#5 
Ankeny, Iowa 50023 
Phone 515-771-3243 
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