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The writ of certiorar) should be SNU\‘tEJ.. This case 15

Exhibit Number one w‘hj +the pu‘Mic., distrusts the judigial System as an

elitest hoelje—puljg of sh"c.‘k acteors whe prevail, net based upon r.n‘jkt,

but ingtead based upon <the sliclhesk reasen *eo {3noo¢ m’Jh-t.
Respondents and the Tenth Cireuit strain reason <o Jenl the
Tenth Circuit jurisdiction based upen sgme abstract need

of o spec'--F.A;ally
'l‘.H‘—IeJ.’ or SPQC'o'Fﬁ'chly wcmﬂe.e(, -Fc'rm’. order 55 the Distriet Court, The
Disteict Court said zhe case in +the Districk Coust s over with,
End of Story. R:jk-t'?

Ne. When Feditioner presented his End of .S'tefj ORDER
to the Ténth Cirewit he was made 4o cdance some sort of Rule 54
g, After clﬁ-hc.;nj the Rule 54 Jjiq Petitionee was kol that he
(oc the Rule £4 couct) Ffailed teo dance -he ch [CrL m'shir se he
Was Now ouk of time,

The TRule 54 dance sheulel net have been necessary. n
Tﬁﬂue\v\s 22, 20|19 the District Court said the tase was over with.

Petitioner filed his ti’me\j netiee of appeal on Fe""‘*”} 13, 10"\, and

i



+iled his appeal in the Tenth Cirewit the pext J-«j, Fe_brua.rj M, 2019,

Pe,t-'t-'onep :s J'qst o Pl&‘f\ jog, He canndt afford a shiele

lawyer, (He head e la.wjev who teol his monew and ol him owt )

Does that mean the Coucts peed rot afford Petitioner Justiee?

Pe.v'h'\r.mlo.\-\ﬁ when Defendants are of the Courts’ to-latecal branch of

the Gevarnmgn‘t, be{nj offarcded slick lanans ot the expense of

Pebitioner's own tax dallars?  sShick lawsers whe never miss an o‘ofor'l:u,m'—é/

te mock Petitigner's Jlaek of Iejed prowess “oh! he dicln't oo -&h:’s"l or

"he did that wronju, with a tone of fidicule thet even -the Distre]ed

Court e\dop"leeL (t\'\ous\n h‘kelly unaon,sg:au_giy vut of Frustration anel unintentual

Preduel;ae). Tt s -thmmshau.i‘ the p\ew.-ﬁn'

ﬁjs,
Al

Petitioner can do 1§ teaed & cCommaner’s take on a

thinj. when ¢he Distriek Court uses """3““’3e theat coumds ke

w, , . . , . : .
s av&r"' he Zhinks /£ means “Jos-mcs;ed.f’ " Rs 4n "so a‘““’ﬂ'"

Se, Petitianer went +o +he Tonth Cirewit, There, he learned

that, appe.ren‘uy, he was suppesed +o have hum3 ecound and told the

Disteiet Court how ta o it Job,



Qn To.nua.rj 42, 2019, Tue'j& Cherles B, GDOJU:’\, u,s,

Distriect Court for the Western Distriet of Oklahome., cuse number
5:11-6¥-00298 issued the final oder appealed From, (gxhibit R, [Deec. 501)
The ORDER is Tudqe Goodwin’s unmistokoble DENTRL of swe of
Petitioner’s Metions:
)] Motion 4o Terminate Counsel Ipec 491, who hod, without netice
4o F’et-‘ﬁanag stipulated to eismiccal of the case ond
obancloned Petitioner and the case, . Tudge Goodwink reason
Ffor dgnﬁinj Petltionar!s Motien: Uth/s matter is closee
(Exhibit A, . 4) There is ng ambiguity there (ot least in
Petitioner s Commonen's mind),  Tf there is any uncertainty
whether -'gfh-e case /s owver with Tu..lje Goodwin goes on to
say he finds no reacon “ke odirect rhe Clerk of the Cowrt
o reopen the wmatter”, 2o, p. N,
a) Motion +o Vacate Tudjmen‘k [pee. 507. .'Denj)ng this metian,
'-!uelje Gooelwin refecced to his previeus Pulinjs as “R

final ju.elsmgment-or OI‘J&F“ Id. f 2 Tualje Gaodw:n went on



in the very next sentence: "For a judjmen't [or final order]

0 » .
o be void... (internel! brecalcets omjmo.!) Then the neat

E1Y

sentence beﬂins‘: "I the interecet of 'Fc"nn.“'hj- . HS&;I’.I)

fetitioner 15 o meare Commaner, but all that Zalk eabouwt

final, and final jueljmen"f:, and fimal ocder and -Fa.nliu.tj,
sure does sound e Pekitionar tike Tudqe Geoalwon sodel
the case (ot leastd in his cour'l;) s oveer with,
I“dﬁe‘ Geoodwin Continged on n a strained nocrative -4e
tule that +the matter \(memm'nj case) weas over, the Distriet Court
ne |°n3ar' hed \Surisd:e,h'wu, and even iF it Aid '.Tngg G;on;h souw
ne reasen "ko ldirect the Clerk of the Coupdt te reopen the matter ., ”
T, p. 1. (emphasis added)
:!’m-,\3e.‘ Goodwin went on ke 'DENTES Plaintiffs Motion +o

”"

Vocate 'Tuelgmen‘t von Tel, (emphasis acded)



Liberal Congtruct on

The District Count sheuld haye /:‘bera“y Construed Petitiuner’s

ro Ar Pleo.dfnj_s. Haines v,

Kerner, doy u.5, F19, 5a¢ (1av7a) (pre 4 pleadings

helod te Jess .Hrn'njen’f standeard 4hon Foromo) papers derafteel by lam:}em—).

see alse Ha\\ v, Bel‘w\on, 435 F ael hee, 1o + n.3 (10% oifr H‘ﬂ),'

Pattersan

V. Santini, b3) Fed. Rppx. 531, 53¢ (10% Cir 2615){ Wewin

—————— s

9 Me, Pxf&gn:an;- mation

to reopen throujk this liberal Qﬂ"&’brua"\!‘ou’ we conclude the ofistriet

tourt abused s dJdiseretion n denj';ng the motien and d-’:m.’ss-'nj the Case)

Liberal construct on dees not re'su{f-e the etourt 4o act as
Q e Ao pq.rty': advecate., Tut in +the curreat matter ‘J"ud3e

Goodlwin went to the oppesite extreme, His Ta.nunr'j a2z, 20194

ORDER strained 2o rule e\jeu'ns". Pet/ tioner, Then;, when the motter~

Came baekh 4o him for a Rule 54 de-term-'nad:n'an, Tu.clja Geackwen

+ook a different pq,{—kwa.j, and then failed . potice Petit one,

thet o pew Notice of ﬁfpéﬁ»' m{yht be nec.zs.m'rj, Even o Magqistrate

'S rezw‘heo( te notice li{-'ja.vd:a' of the tight and  Eime o object £o

Report ond Reccomendletionsg, Morales- Fernandez v, INS, 41z F3d M, 119

(10th Cir, R005); Q&fﬂglé_:l_,_ﬂ'&g_\&“_m 545 F.2d 1234, 1239 (16 e:r. 2008),
5



-~

Rule 54
———

Te cdea) with gsome Jeriselictional Problem, The ﬁnt—h,
Clecuit pornted te Haimann V. Sneed, 133 F3d 767 (16** eir. 1993)
Pe{*f{in'onerl Pre A Ffoeune! the cose whiched f.p,ae_o.reej te pont 4o
Federal Rules of eivil Proceclure (.FRCAP), Rule 59, Plaintiff Soujh'l:
and  ehtosned - Permission to retucn 4o the District court for a
Rule 54 pesolution. The Tenth Cireuit stoyed the appeal pgndu‘nj
the Rule gy resalution,

The Disteied Couert weag not ka.ve'.j 'ty omd didof :amg+hahj
cl.'F-Fuenf whch e.verjbacl:’ but o 4t Pelitiones ConSterues oc ne_gel.‘nj
& new netige of A.Pp&q.‘.

Plain ree.eln'nj of Féderol Rulesr of Rppellate Procedure (FRAP)
Rule () ghouted have been sufficrent without <+the Rule 54 cistraction:

"tn o eivi) tase .., the netice of appeal... Mmust b
filed. ., within 30 da.js ofter eni:e:s of the I‘ue\;mené:
or order appealect from. "
FRAP 4(a) (1)(R) C(emphasis added)
ounel * An appeal Mmust net he elismissed For |'nFerMa.,N-kj
. whese intent to oppeal 15 otherwise cleae From
the notlee.”

FRAP 3(e)(4)



Petitioner’s fntent <o apptal was cleas, Even without

liberal censtruction, Based upen the -{-.-‘.ljué,.:J of the tase, & would

be .sflly for anjbnehj invalvn‘l to elaim Suprige, or thet -khg.:) were
not” aware of an e.ppe&.l in the werks, Both before and eofter the
Rule 5‘/'.

Fkﬁé 4 ()2} would leave any plain minded person ke belicve
re-f-urn Fram the Distriet Court would still be wundec the ptne“nj
appeel,

If l-'bera-.‘ construction ever r-eguo’res Notice +eo o pro ae

P&r‘tj, like the +ime 2o objg».k e o mq.s.':":rutﬁ's Rgppok ond

Recommendation, /& should ocecur n cercomstunces ['he whe present,

ORDER
Fedecal o.rpe'la{-e courts aenem.lly only review final deersions
of the district courts, 'Tu.eJJe. Govedwin elefn'n?el, In no ungertain tecms,

hie 'J‘amuaw'j a3 2eiq ORDER as Frnal,



In a Neutghel

A weman swned o gererator. The woman's dms addi et

Sen seold the generater te Petitioner's busingss associate;, The

businass atseerate leaned +he generator to Petitigner. The dlrug
addict son Tells £the woman whedk he cid with her qenerater, and

that Petitioner Nnow has +he Senero;f’ol-, The weman and /om Son

Fepeat +he soms acccaunt te the police, AU of +hic cecurred in Midwest

Cu"!:j (Mwed, o suburb of Qitahama. Q:&-i (oxe), S0, Mwe now frnow

whs sold +the generateq 4 he perchased the 3eneroc(:or, oand ewhe

berrowed the generator,

Pgtltioner; an Tranion §MMC3raht, 'S o poer sub-contracter

In the poor section of Oke, whoe often em‘:loﬂs poer and/oe )\emeh.::)

Prov:'eie: [ou.pg.\k (sgmg-l:,‘me: no-l‘en&) housl'nj ta the pPeet, Mo( afherw;’ae..
of whith oececasions

assiste the Peer with food qnd other egssn'si“anee.,‘ all

Contact with local |qw enforement andd other authonities, Petritioner

IS oPten +he tn-rset, of Preju_eliee. ond diserimanction,



35(:«.53(!\‘5 the druj addiect son (whe stele and sold 'k-'s
mothear's generator) ondl Pet?h.'on.ar's business ass‘ae;afh&, Mwe palice
*-eu-meJ-up with OKC poliea 4o -bo.nje*: Petitionar, Muwe trespasses on
Petitioner's preper‘tj te peek in windews and cracks, MmMwe sees &
generateor on o trailer |n Pgt—:tiev;er'.g garaqe. Mwe stake aout the
oxe P!“GP&"'LJ) Ia.n.'nj in wat e Peunce. an Petitioner when he
deives away from his prope,r&j, Rs Petitioner drives away from hus
5@.0:;36. pu!”nj the. +railer ond qenerator, Muwe follower jn an unmasked
vehical, Friskt&ﬂeak (thic (s o bad poct of -kr)wn)) Petitioner pulls
inte o ne.ighhm-': Jﬂ‘vewax. Mwe pulle n behind, black:ﬂj Petitionec's
eqress,

Mwe calls oke For bo.ck-up (-&hej Mu.s's' b;gmuse 'thes:) are

in Oke), Mean white Petitioner explaing how a business assoeiate

leaned him +the entretor, But muwe alread Knoew, aned ole net gseem
3 Y ’

te care, OKe arrives and transports Petitioner to mwe,  wherei'n
OoKe jsgsdes o tie ket a—lle‘ains Petitign er oas ﬂu.il-h:) of o traffic

v.‘a}a:(:iu\, which was the ceason for the "traffic stap. "



After issm'nj the shom tradffie - tieket leke were net even

avround wntil ofter Petitioner pulled (nteo his ne..'jkl,,,.-'; e(m've,.wu,33 okt

left Petitioner in Mwe, c::..s"k"edJ' where he was proc.e.rseaf o

“(ceivfnj stelen pnapcr\tv,

The Jnuj acdict 5on (who odmitted te Mwe pelice aned .

pPresecutars that he cold his mother’: qenecator without her Fgrm:gg,'on)
was never aln-urse,ak weth o erime., The bus'ness ossociate (whe
acddmitted to muwe pelice and proseeutar; that he pum‘\as;J t+he
generater from cJMJ oddiet somn aned /oanmj rt te Petitioner) was

never Lka.rje.e‘ with a crime,

The Mwe Palu‘ee. and pnosec_wtar;, Fully awere of +tha

tircumstances eontinued ¢ presecute Peditioner for Menmths, ot

Censiderable tost Lo Pet.’-\-.'u\a.-; before -Fe'vm.lly haw'nj 4o eismixs  the

case For the 5hqm/eaver-uf pretense eof "for Further :nve:t,:jo.t:'on, “

There was ne  fucther irwes'h':‘ect{w\. The anly -tl-.-'nj thet~

proceeded further is 4he blokant prejudice and delibepate disceimination

of an Tranian ;mm:sran-&,



Petitionar soujl\t Justice in this qose. The Soocl ol |o=>3s
| S
at the SKlahoma. m'tl‘f‘""-j General’s a-ﬂf-'c.e., the 3, Distret c.aw»'t,

and the Tenth Qlrcwid Covrl oF appeals all steain reason 4o

o.bsu.rJ-'%J to cever-tor and shield pelice and prosecutecal
Misconeluet,

Raspenclen'{s continue be MM.JQIJ +the waters here, The
~amv. -("k-'nj '&hej qet m'sh‘t',' IS A caumse for f.f:ufnj the writ:
“emba.era.s:[mentj" of anel te +the Judieial system.,

I+ 't.ln.": matter eloes net embarrass “This Henorable
Lcur{-’ 2hen nath.‘nj will,

The weit should (ssue,

Respectfully,

[TH Me.‘\&e'pem.r, Pre Jae
P Box a9s2

Okl hemg “*3' oW 736t



