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A QUESTION PRESENTED FOR REVIEW

Has the City of Auburn committed
harassment under the cover of abuse of a position of
authority against petitioner by giving petitioner a
parking ticket for parking near'the corner on the
street in front of the same apartment and in same
spot he had parked in for the prior 13+ years without

getting any such ticket and have the state district,

superior, appellate, and supi‘eme court judges and

appellate and supreme court commissioners added to

municipal harassment a]l showing an abuse of

discretion?



B. ‘LIST OF ALLPROCEEDINGS: #+/ ' il &

(also $ee; Washingtori State Appellate' Court =+ "
CERTIFICATE OF FINALITY [Appendix page A-il])

. King County District Court, State of ;-
Washmgton Auburn Courthouse Case No. 98182
City of Auburn, plaintiff, vs Arnold, Keith,
defendant, judgment entered October 19, 2018.

King County Superior Court, State of
Washington, Cause No. 18-2-55775-5 SEA, City of
Auburn, plaintiff/respondent v. Keith L. Arnold;:

2019
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: Court of Ap.f)eals State of Washmgton
Division I, No. 80246:1-1 - €City ofiAubarsl, i 4 s 5. 7
respondent, v. Keith L. Arnold petltloper ,Judgm‘ent.‘..
" entered October 10, 2019 order denymg motion to
modify was enteredior: January: 15, 2020. 7. -

wi:-Supreme Court.of the.Stateiof Washington; -
No. 98176 1, City of Auburn, respondent v, Keith L.
© Arnold, petitioner, judgment enterod Apr11 23 2020
order denying motlon to modlfy was entered on July -
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C. BASIS FOR JURISDICTION L

*Review is sought on the Supreme Court of ’the
State of Washington, No. 98176-1,, City of Auburn,
respondent, v. Keith L..Arnold, petitioner, judgment
entered April 23, 2020 and order denying motion to
modlfy enteled on J uly 8, 2020.

: R A R At BRI T
ThlS Court 'S Jurlsdlctlon is the U S, et ey
Const1tut10n 14the Amendment, Sectlon 1 states no
State $hall“deny to an‘y p'e;r’son w1th1n its jlirisdiction
the* equal profectlon of thé laWé” Harassment under
the cover of abuse of a posjtionof-authority (abuse-of

dlscretlon) denies equal protectlon of the laws.

VRV T Ty e 5

D. CONSTITUTIONAL ‘PROVISIONS o ,
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U S Const1tut10n 14th Amendment

.11 » RN ROC ER TS LR I B ER B L]
Sectlon 1
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All persons born or naturalized in the Umted
States, and subject to the ]ur1sd1ct10n tHereof are
citizens of the United States and ofthe State
wherein they reside. No State shall make or enforce
any law which shall‘abridge the pfivileges or ™ -
immunities of citizens of the United States; nor shali
any State deprlve any person of Life, llberty, or
property, without due process of lav’f/ n01 defly to ‘any
person within its jurisdiction the,equal, protectlon of
the laws
E. STATEMENT OF THE CASE
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. The supenor court Judge Ruhl completely N )
ignored my Brief 6f Appéllant, (BAplt)fAppendik p.
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A-7 (A- 7)] Reply Biief of Appellant (RBAplt) TA= 45]

Appellant ObJectIon to Brief-of Respondent (ApltO)

- [A- 59] and Post: Deadlmes M1sbehav1or by Appellee
(PDMAee)[A 61] B

- . Rt . P :
ENRE PHUE S S ELY S NUSRY S RS e ST S A

- 'J udge adm_rts {somethmg is Wrong here usmg —
the word “hassle’. say,mg, “he/s;lived. there, 14 years. .
and-never. had a. hassle [hearn;g disc time 3: 04 07p]
AT

FONETOTS ARSI LI I LI Y VRS N ':?.-,

On September 10, 2004 I moved into Ihy'
current apartment 404 22pd St, SE ‘Apt.A, Auburn
WA 98002 which is the ﬁrst gpartment or, res1dence
at the corner Wlth l St SE I started. parkmg in the 2
street. parklng spaces.in, front of my.apartment
1mmed1ately |There Wasno of;f street parkmg by my
apartment but there Wers ‘mltlally (but, no longer)
carports in, the rear of; 1;1y bujlding Whlch requlred
addlt;onal costs to yse,, I had no parklng problems

with the Clty of Auburn ,for years.,

: PO
Then'in 20081 ppearéd on‘the p&rlmary ballot
for Ul S. Representatn?e for the first time but didn't
advancé to the November 2008 Geneéral ‘Election.
Then it Décember 2008 I got my first parking ticket
from the Clty of Auburir It was for parkmg ‘more
‘than 72 hours on the street which I'd done singe
2004, [BAplt p4][A-10]. When I got the 72 hour ticket
~ Icalléd the pdlice departfment and spbke to the
supetrvisor (sergeaﬁt I thmk) and’ sard T've'parked
here for over four years sometlmes a month or more
the s supervisor why did’ the cop give mié 4 tlcket now.
The supérvisor in a 'frustrated sovnding veice told

2



me {as,exactly-as I recall now) “I; donr; know, trying
to impress his boss OL. somethmg, I don't know”. The -
72 hour, parklng ticket.used a general. address “400”
instead of my actual address”404” which made it- Less

obvious that I was just parked in front of my home
[A=10,’A-25]. When I got the* 72 héur ticket T+

‘remémber days before that seemg an old' RV

relatively néw to the'area p‘arked in'the niddle of my

- block with a 72 hour citation sticker on it (BAplt

p6)[A 12] e PO O el

7 On SA 9/15/1‘8 4t 7: 51p i f)arke& on DSt o
‘because 2 cdrs' were parked in’ front of my apt
Whén 1 return&d homb, At 8:45p"a White
female Atburh’ cop 1(shdrt height; medlum s1ze
4 Hed Badks tan hau‘ o' glagsés; I thmk het -
""'ndme tag Said “A Slaté”)’éam’e and’ toldme
ihe ‘got a complalnt about clrs tob close t0 the
“ dorner and she wasn't gomé fo éﬂ;e me but‘
parking enforcétnient might and she * =" '+
... recommended I look arqund ip.-about half an
.- hour: for another, parkang spot., I told her I was,
. watching for qne of the cars infront of my apt.
++ toleave so I eould move.Fhat cop responded,
_“‘awesome and left. [BAplt pi5][A- ],1]

'On Apni 30 2019 T

‘;, " ; 3 '_ '

ke

at 3 55 pm When I started to cutter the weeds
_1n the side corner of my yard by D St., there
‘was.an-Auburn,Police. Parking Enforcement
~ white SUV with WA plates, 513450 driven by.a
. short white female with:ng passenger in the 15
. minute parking space right,behind .a white -

3



Aura MDX'SUV (which-was empty)with WA:
=+iplates BLB4559 which was parked:on DSt at
the 22nd' St SE ¢ornér in the spacd-in front of -
the 15 minute parkihgi' sp’vace"?[PDMAee':pl]g[vAil
61] ceed o

ETI TNV PR PRt I ST i

i ¢ 'As Twroté their ‘1nformat10n ithe: female cop 5
yelled at-me (1o one:else was-around) “your”
apartment managaf: sent me this; Jim Brass” ..I never
said anything to the female cop:{[PDMAee p2][A-62] -

'At the hearigithe! district judge, saying it

.+ . didn'timatter, sustained ‘an‘objection to my

ot asking whé-maderthe original complaint in
1ot 22018 [hearing disé time 2:51:25p]: If who made

~-i.the origindl’ complaint deesn't matter, then
why did-this‘copion 4-30:19 voluntarily say my

¢ building managér Jin Brass made thel

87 complaint? [PDMAee p2]{A:62]:

i svas given the 30 foot ticketin-this case the
day before I receivedithie: Primary voteis"Parphlet -
with ‘me as a candidate: forthe/8th Congressional *
district of Washingtonon 7:18-:18:{BAplt p3][A-9]. At
the trial when the district court judge iasks me if I
wanted to call any vyltnesses and Isaid I never got a
response to my, request for a subpoena [BAplt p6] [A
12].J udge says it é your .respons1b111ty to have the i
subpoena served that's what the order says.” j
[2:57:10p] I said I'thought.I had to-wait for:the
. court's'permission.toiserveit::. Then the judge asks -
what do I think that-witndss would testify to.T .
mention 72 hour ticket'9 yeaks ago and I:spoketo - -
Pierson about getting this ticket voided because I

4
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believe they:were targeting.me: Judge says “it
doesn't:gound, based on that offer. of proof that,the
witness;would have offered relevant ¢vidence.”
[BAplt p6 THA-12 to A-13}. ~

The city cited another car for being too close to
the curb’on.the day:it cited.;me in;2018 [BAplt p.5][A-
11]. District-“Judge.interrupted me 3.times without .-
prosecutor Thompson first: oblectmg or saymg
anything” [BAplt p7][A-13}: IR IR D S; et

) .D.istrlct..f‘,J%udf-ge,.asks.-;T;thpS>Qnsif Auburn
.,adopts a. RCW. by, reference:: Thompsen pauses,

.« seemis lost, stunned, and:clueless and responds -
Lo Sjust one second” [3:00:00p) and has to:look up :
. .the-judges reference.; While: Thompson, looks
;supreference judge just:gave:him judge,
expklam_s, to; me modification of the-corner is )
what Conner,is referringte” [BAplt. p7][A-13].
v+ Issuing officer “Connef:cited an.Auburn: not Y

state code on the ticket? [BAplt p8][A-14]. 'Conner ;. -
said she's worked for Auburn parking.enforcement ‘4
years and: 11.almost-10 a’nd a ‘half m,onths’f- PR
[2 36: 10p] {BAplt p2][A-8] Coartt e G At

D1strlct 'J udge says go to the’ c1ty Ieglslature )
bt 01ty 1eg131aﬁu1e and mayor ‘and pohce ch1ef say go
to court (]udge) for 2018 t1cket [BAplt p8] [A 14]

District; Judge, sa1d 1t-s t00rbad1 that: uh the c1ty
can't:paint those curbis or.something just but,:but it's
the state: law,you can't park ;within 80-feet:of the --. -
controlled-intersection”{BAplt p8}{A-14]. © ¢ i - .
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“ 1" Also, 'both curbs at my 404 22nd St corner:
had'*yelibw paint ‘on‘them for the first time in the- 14
years Iive- hved there when'T returned Homé 4t 6 25
pm Tuesday; April 272019 [RBAp}ft p2][A-46]. ¢ -

Alsd, 'instead"of glvmg mé a’ simpIe tape (or
CD) that dould be put in' 4 player;-the dlstrlct
court-addéd urineeessary comphCatlons and -

-~ obstructions- by siving med' €D that encoded v
" ‘the audib- 1fnto geveral files-that then had to be:
 deceoded" by' a4 Spe(nal playerprovided by a-
company, apparently,'based ih Australia. As -
‘an addltlonal”obstac}e thst Austi*ahan -
company swoulda't: ‘simply- pr0v1de gl e i

B8N transcx‘lptlon dfithe dudio and 1 had toiask 7
them twice before theyanswered (giving'a 2
Denver, Co address) but, denied my emall
request for one; [BAplt p9] [A 15]

/ .The supérioréodrt-issued’ 1ts;®RDER Blootaes
SETTING‘RAEJ‘ CIVH.: APPEAL CAS'EJJS‘GHEDUEE
on 11/21/19 setting the Brief'of Respondent filing -
deadliné’at 4/3/19 [A-6]./The City 6f Auburn filed 1ts
brief long dfter this deddline without giving a valid: -
reason then I filéd an objeétion [ApltO’pl][A 59]. In -
the C1ty s Response to'OBjéction page 1 [Rob p 1A=
68] the Cltyfpresentéd as-exhibitiA: [RobEx A] [A 70]

a 3-27-19 supérior court émail:dslaying:oral Lt
argument which the City, tried to, clalm extended the -
deadline for the Brlef of Respondent and Appellant' ’
Reply Brlef (but obv1ously, not the Appellant‘s Brlef ‘
duye 3- 6 19) In that emall the supenor court ba111ff .
Laurie Watson sa1d “Apparently Mr. Arnold s, emall'-



address is no longer valid”, but this email doesn't say
any attempt was madeito tell me:by paper mail about
this hearing change, [RobEx AllA:7 0] [A-7 3] N had

received the Case Schedule by paper mail,, -._.-» «

. That ORDER. SETTING RALJ. CIVIL |
APPE,AL CASE SOHEDULE on page 3.set oral
argument,beforeg the. asslgnedgudge at 8:30.am
5/3/1.9.[A-6]. ’Phat case schedule states;on page 2,
Notices of Appearance,! Notlce,s of, Withdrawal must
be filed with the opposmg ;party. At the;end of that
case’'schedule on page.3. under “JII ORDER” A1t
states, “It-is ORDERED»that all.parties: 1nvolved n
this action shall; .comply. with thesschedule listed
above and,that failure,tq.megt; the Jisted event dates
will result-in the. dmmssal -of the.appeal”. ..., -

3 appeared for 01al ar'g"lfment at 8'30° am 5/3/19
but the court rodm was embtﬂ* I'Had t6 g6 all'over
the building:trying.to find qut; what was.goingron but
couldn't, find the answer:The clevk's office:didn't1 ;.
open until 9 am and I couldn't find.anyone in ,:.Ru;.hl’s,»u
court-room until after 9-am:'The baﬂifﬁ finally.told ..
me . they-had sent.an'email; that ,reached the City of :
Auburn buq not. me.. It turned put the Superior - Coult
had misspelled Ilhnels in my-email-address, so,I .
never:got the email [A-73]:.1.neyer, recelved a let'ter
telhng me the 01 al, al,gument date was; changed

_ COmeau Was 'the’ 01ty s attorney at ‘oral
argument and Thomsen was not thele Pr1or to bral
argument & 6/28/19 1 d1d 16t receive’ Not1ce of
Appearance for’ Comeau nor Notlce of W1thdrawa1 for
Thomsen EEI S v T el .1. M H .

[l 1}



I filed my Post-Deadlines Misbehavior by

- Appellee [A-61) before the 6-28-20.oral .argument
Wthh 1ncluded the c1ty puttlng yellow palnt on, the .
curbs near me [PDMAee p3] [A 63] [photos A 7 7 to '(
A- 78]

SERRFEET S A Y S »u\ 2 e,

T live on- the egst side ofithe D St and 22nd St
SE intersection and on the south side of 22nd: -
St SE The D St and 23rd St 1ntersect10n

.fourplexes and form a t 1ntersect1on w1th
| res1dences 1nstea_d ’of street on the west s1de of

‘ e »_’I“he only d1fference 1s D St 1s

; about half as w1de at 23rd St as at my street ‘

As of Saturday, 4 13 19, there is no yellow (nor
1 any other-tolot) paint onr the curbs onii23rd St
=3t SEat DStand cars still:park in the slot next..:

7 i 6.the D St corner dnthé sovth side 6f 23rd St

. Fhérefore, thé ' City of Auburi ‘painted my -4+
corner but not others to show off they'were +
ok blatantly targetmg and harassmg me [RBAplt
" p2](A-46] [photos A-79] ;

* . As of Wednesday', AUgust 21 2019 there 1S no
yellow paint at either end of 231rd 'St SE block-behind
me. I wasiout of town July:3 to 14;:2019. When I left
for work.at 4:59a-MN:7/15/19 firdt-time I noticed the
yellow paint oibothisides of 22nd:St at F St~
(opposite end of my block) was longer and now about
10 to, 12 feet long from F St

v . o e e
PRI TR ST s

“When Ileft for work: at 4 59a TU- 7/ 16/'19 first .
time I:noticed:-the yellow paint on-22nd Str(at the .

. " sy P Y NS
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opp0s1te efid of my ‘block but on my side of the st1 eet)
from the apt bulldlng drlveway toward F St Was'
about’ 10 ‘feet or'longer (supposed’ to be 5 feet?): o
leaving enough unpainted parking space on 22nd St”
from that driveway-te-the F St.¢orner for only one
CaY. 7, % e v b Lt winet s g e

PR I 1

Superlor court Judge Ruhl never gave a- A
written® answer ‘'t6 my Appellant ObJection to Brief of
Respondent wh1ch stated I should' vin by default
HIS only 1esponse was a verbal cla1m 4t oral o
argument that he’ Was 1nterp1et1ng somethmg (a ' '
case I thlnk) to denyJ me defau‘lt Judgment

£

e Kanazawa noteSrthe elty pOIIltSz out the $200 A , J o

amou_n.t :but-ignores:the cityalse; points out by its . Cog
CITY OF AUBURN:S ANSWER,TO PETITIONER’S . N
MOTION FOR DISCRETIONARY.REVIEW:- page 3 - Fog
(Cans p3) statés: » . ot oo A don ( RN . e

4

(3) If the dec1s1on 1nVolves an 1ssue of pubhc
interest which should be determmed 'by ‘an
- .. appellate court;.or | ..and (%) If the:superior
-couwrt has so far departed from the acceptedi!: .
EUTE and‘ﬁsual.‘;course-of'jadicial:proceedings,.er S0
i wfar.sanctioned.suich a:departure by the:court of
limited qu‘lSdlCtlon, as:t0.cdll for review by the
-.appellate court.” = oo fd L el s e

Kanazawa's dismissal étéités, “The City of
Auburnicerréctly points out-that.thig-Court dacks
jurisdiction over civil cases when-the amount in . -
controversy does not exceed $200. RCW 2.06.030”.

9



Kanazawa's dismissal mcorrectly 1gnores my
“B. REPLY ARGUMENT” in REPLY TO CITY OF -
AUBURN'S ANSWER TO, PETITIONER’S MQTION
FOR DLSCRETIONARY REVJEW [BMDR] pp

“My‘MDR clearly shows the 188us is not-azbt)uﬁméney
nor personal prépeiftyibut. about harassment uhder +
the covérof abuse of & position of - authofity'WhiCh i§ "
clearly and strongly!an‘igéues of piblic mterestf :

Respondent's CITY OF AUBURN’S ANSWER
TO-PETITIONER'S MOTION FOR : b
DISCRETIONARY:REVIEW page’ B(Cans p3)")‘s’tates'2f*

“(3) If the dedision inivelves an issus'of publi@'iiht‘e‘réstl
which should: be detertﬁmed by AR appellate court iy

o N Lt 1 .
ort’ ‘“”s i) depun atpilegn, ady VEepoy e e
I

by 2ol h eyt : cd gt e, Do Y
§ The p}lth 1}nteret§t.; clear][y jthe‘mty, d1str1ot .
court an;i superigr, court. members threatenmg the
pubhc by abusmg po,su;lons of power Any mstance of
abuse of power is a threat to the ent1re pubhc e
because one citizen being victimized proves others
can be Vietimized: PHe:Citytrying to call'this matter
“private” when it state§ “pubhc ;;rather than Hls own
private; interest’ [Cans p4)-is batantly ‘and
obviously false: ObVIo‘usly, the pubhc mterest 18 the if
combmatlon ‘of: prlvate 1nterests LT e g B

[Ze te

!r tb‘.,;'-»

As the Clty stated t};ns 1s not about recovermg
the monetary amount nor property but ¢ whether the
district and superior court abused their discretion”
[Cans p1]. The City's answer should have included

Whether the Clty and pohce “abused thelr “dlscretlon

RN il l} ST ‘3="'.3-. It i} i '3"»’ S

10



beoause that is:what the rare tickets were and.
started and 1.included.them all along R

s

1Harassment under the cover of abuse of a
pos1t10n of authorlty agalnst pet1t10ne1 strongly T
involves an issue of public interest which shquid be

determined. and protecpedr by an. appellate court.,

Accordingly, it is:worth-far more, than $200.00.. - .1
because: any, monetary'sanction. should,be greater "
than $200.00. -

ALY e ey e

The Clty states t“(4)fothe superior, court has;
so far-departed from thg accepted and usual course of
judicial proceedings, or so far sanctioned.suchia,. ;-
departure by: thecourt of limited-jurisdiction;;as to ;. .
call for review by the appellate court.” [Cans p3]. The,
City and police far departmg from the accepted and
usual co‘urse of- thelr‘proceedmgs procedures or
actiohs'i¥ s1gn1ﬁcant1y smhlar bécdlise &’ departure 1s
nnportant by anyone ”m a pubhc po‘smon whether i
Jud1c1a1 c1ty, or pohce oo ' e

I B 1Y T AN T IR L T g

My not gettmg a 72 hour ticket. untll 2008 o
after I'd lived:in,my apartment more than 4 years;
[MDR p2] and -"Judge admits something is.wrong.;
here using,the word. “hassle” saying; ‘he's. lived there.
14 years and never had.a-hassle”, [hearing disc time .
3:04:07p]. ' [A-T]” strongly proves a departure from
the accepted and uSual course of ploceedlngs by

Yrped p NSRS SR . .
authorltles MRS ‘ ‘
I O R 7 I EF AL BT AU

The authol 1t1es further«show thlS isa , .
depaltme by when I ‘asked the supervisor. why d1d o
the cop give me a ticket now. The supervisor in a

‘11



frustrated sounding voice told: me (as éxaétl'y“as Totos
recall now); “I don't’know; trying to- mipréSs h1s bdss ’
or sOmethlng, T'don't. know” ? [MDR p2] POERC A
( B .

The authorltles st1],1 further shqw th1s 1s a

depérture by

- “At 8t 45p a ' Whiteé: female Aliburn cop (short
' Keight; mediumi“size, tied‘back tan hair, no
" glasses] T think hef hamé tag said “A Slate*’)
‘cameé’and told mie they got a complaint about:
i cars too’closé té the éorner‘and she'wash't
U goitig to‘cite me’but'parKing énforcernent " ' -
- might‘and ske récommended Flook around:in' "
i abolit half an hdir fo¥:another parking spot. ’*I
itold-her I'was watchmg foi brie of the' cars in -
= A1 frofit of myaptite Teavesso T dould move. -That 3
cop responded “awesome” and left.[BApltp
SIA- LI IMDR pp2:31 % o

Saturday, Septethber:7} 2019 9:44:am when'Ti 5
walk by, this is-first' time I notiée yellbw painton "
both sides of 22nd St at F St (opposite end-of miy ;i
block) (was about 10 to 12 feet long from F S) and
yellow paint on curb on F St at northwest s1de (2 Lst ..
St s1de)(end of my block) .'s_completely palnted over .
with gray palnt ) yellow paint has been removed

there [photos A-80,A-81]. At 6:20"pm whén Lwalk by
| again returmng home all yellow paint on 22nd St at
'F. St end of my, block on E St at end of my block and
n 22nd St oppo§1te end of my block at both ﬁrst h

AT AP
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| W'ashmgton w1thout statmg a reasbn aemed my

painted over with gray paint so the yellow paint has
been removed. The yellow paint on:beth sides of the. .
apartment building driveway entrance;by 425 22nd ...
St fourplex 18 st111 there and still goes to the fire
hydraht in frofit of 425'28hd fourpléx. ‘At 6:44 pm no
paint on 23rd St 400 corner at D St (match of my "~
apt) not. at.other end at; F-St: [photos, A-82], and a
veh1cle 1S, parked in glot. by corner, ,1n front of 404(?)
23rd S_.t slot by. .eo._me,r .No,palnt qn D yStt,atJZan St
corner by 401,(across; stréet fremime): Yellow paint
still on,22nd ;St'on beth sides at D, St infront.of my
apartment, and,across my. street. No mobile.excess-
speed-flashing warning sign.on,[) St by, 404C/D 22nd
St {rear;of iny;bnilding and resident.managgr.-Jim
Brassis apt.), As of. Sunday, K ebl;ua,ry(9”2020 this is
unchanged: i ruis sruesiwe’ Lebae na o

T am a Black male wh abpeiired in the
hearings at the district and superior courts.

The Supreme, Court of the Statesof Washington
commissioner claimed'my, qrgumentis., -+, <. o or
“unpersuasive; [A-1i]y; .0 oo o 50 Rl 0L e L

Lo/

" The Suprenfe Court of the ‘State of { o

R

motlon to mod1fy 1ts commlssmnel s ruhng

...... 2 Ferry LT PRI PR :_l'.f',...“. "
Re  ARGUMENT:. . .- o: fue..

, My argument contmues tobe the statements
in my fi lmgs Brlef of Appellant (BAplt) [Appendlx p.
A-7 (A- '7)] Reply B11ef of Appellant (RBAplt) [A:45:
Appellant Ob]ectlon {0 Brief'of Respondent,(ApitO)

13



[A-59]; anid Post-Deadlines Misbeh#vior hy Appel]ee
(PDMAee)[A-61] ‘which Ruhl ignored: " * :

., “Though the City of Atiburn should'16se for
harassment under-the cover ‘of ‘abuse-of'a-positon-of :
authority, it shduld row lose by defiult efithe 2
deadline to ﬁle its court brief’ [ApltQ p2] [A-GO]

‘The city did-not 'give a good nor valid reason
for ﬁhng its'brief late’in responseé’to the: superlor "
»cou‘rt s cae schedule .nce the sehedule 1s set in: o
wrltmg it 18- not chdnged .ral argument ‘may have:-=
been changed: (theisuperior:court i’n?tentiona’lly not; -

telling mé-about the change makes' that« .« : 7w =
quéstionable) butmothing Wwas wr1tten nor: ehanged 4
about the due dates. ST mernd 3 aws oy e

+1*The fépedledicitycodés in 'Api)e*ﬁaix?ﬁ
% indicate the diffieulty it writing ¢odes that
" inelude’ enough opt1ons to cover- ever‘y e
-sitwatibnin every partofthe ¢ity. Since'itis « -
- impossiblé to write (or formuldte) alaw (state”
,..or city. code) long enough that covers eyery
poss1b1l1ty, dlscret n,is. necessary in the R
ergjorcement a le'mentatmn) of laws, Those
,,_(c1ty and state leg;slatures here} formulatmg ,.
ot gu1del1nes (laws or. codes here) can't detall )
every s1tuat1on that w1ll he encountered by B
. those (cops here) 1mplement1ng them That s
o why cops should have and do d1splay
" discretion by not c1t1ng every time a law could
be ticketed: This is-easier than writing every

. . " o » . v . -
I T B I T Ll D L R e R
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-, ypossible.exception which no legislaturg;(state -
or city) could do: ” [BAplt p1-2][A-7 & 8} 3¢,

- {‘Sqme-or,thost Auburn cops aren't abusing
parking code discretion and it seems,only Auburn-., »
parking enforcement is”; [BApltp 5J[A-11]. . w0 i

The City' of Auburt useli poorly written”
parxking rules as.cover to harass me, for running for
Congress. The fact that the-72 hoyr rule wasn't used.
until.I; had lived:‘there for 4 years and the .30 foot rule
wasn't used untild had;lived there;for 13+ years.. ...

shows.the legislatures formulation.of these rules was ol
so poor that the pelice wisely didn't implement in- ...¢ Cer 4
every situation,. The.only change in the situations . : O
here where I;was cited is the.eity. couldn’ tfﬁnd. anys . - S
other excuse to harass me. R T EL TR U AU TN SR
TherGity%a..t'erxpuf‘_céyellqwgna-in.t;@mum&‘my = R
home at 22nd.St-but not the:next-block of 23rd St 4 LR
which is almost exactly like ming:to:hardssime even r, “
more :by.showing they: weren't-putting the same

restrictions on:the.next bleck: nor other persons.

T’he district court 1ntent10nalIy and blatantly
blocked my ‘chanée to call witness by not respondmg
to my subpoena hsc}; The dlstnct Judge ‘did the
plosecut01 S JOb for himi by obJectmg for hind Wnd
being blased in‘thé Clty s favor The dlstrlct Judge
was 1ntent1onalfy biased’ agalnst me the entlre time
espec1ally At the trlal because he planned on s1d1ng
w1th the Clty of Aubuln and agamst me all anng

M - -

- «¢ ‘The:superior ceurt« Jomed ih therabuse .
immediately on my appeal by setting oral argument

A5



(which it planned t6 cancel’after my brief was filed

“but before the City’ s Brief Was dule) for 4 ‘tithe before *

the élerk's office opened so I'wouldn't have an}’one to
tell me what happenéd. The’ supeﬂor court!s i
intentionally misspelled miy enidil address when:it -
sent me notice the oral argument was postponed
Then the superlox court was extra abusive by not
usmg paper mall to tell me. 1ihe oral argument was,.
postponed

Addltlonally, the: c1t‘}5 and s attorneys
Coméau’and Thomigen: mtentlonaﬂy,7bla*tant1y, and -
défiantly violated thi&'superior court tase'schedule by
not giving' mé Notice of’ Appearance for ‘Comteau nbr

Notice of Withdrawal for THomsgens: & ity w7l

Ay T e,

My MOTION FOR DISCRETIONARY
REVIEW (ME‘R) -presents elsar strong proof the City
of Auburn.tommitted hirassment-unider the tover of
abusé of d position’of authoflty dgainst petitionef by:
glvfng petltlonef a:parking ticket for parkmg nedr -
the correr on the street in-froiit of the samie ° S
apa‘rt&nént dnd in-sdrespot:He. hadfparked in for the-
prior 13+ years w1thout gettmg 41y such ticket and
the district d4nd superior court judges added to: that i
harassment all 3 showing an abuse of dis¢retion.::

“My MDR cleirly shows the issue is not about
money. nor personal property biit about harassment -
under the cover-of abuse of a: position-of authority =
which is cleaﬂy and strongly an 1ssue of pubhc v
1nterest G A S ST Tl S e At S
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.- iRespondent's CITY OF AUBURN’S AN-,SWER.

TO PETITIONER’S MOTION FOR :; . . K
DISCRETIONARY REVIEW page 3(Cans p3). state$

“3) If the decision involves an issue.of public 1nterest

which should be determlned by an. appellate court; : |

<

or. 'l' e _-4'- ~ . TR BTy SO e S S I LT N

Lo
AP u_t& SN e b e o .' ' kK

The pubhc mterest is clearly’ the city, district °
court; and superior court’ ‘mebers’ th1eaten1ng thie -
public by abusing positions of power. Any instance ¢f-
abuse of power.is a-thraat to;the entire public,
because one,citizen being victimized proves.others -
can be victimized. The Gty trying to;call this matter:
“ﬁri_;gate when itistates - pubhc rather than his own,

private, interest” [Cansxp4) das. blatantly and; * R
obviously false.
SUIEVT TG HGE Vi y k "',i"o':;
" Obvigusly, the. pubhc interest,is: the NS SRR

combmatlon of private interests. As: the City. $tated
this is not about recovering the monetary.amqunt ..
nor property:hut ‘whether ?;he,dis;qrict@nd-supe@‘i;or«r;..,
court abused their:discretion’ {Cans pl1]. The ‘.City’sg;:;
answer should have included whether the.City and ..
police “abused then: discretion’:because that is what
the rare. tickets - were and. started and I 1ncluded
them all along.; ...

PSS A A VR R S N SR

. .;Harassment under the cover-of abuse of a
position of authority against petitioner strongly. . .
involves,an issue.of public interest which should be.
determined and protected by an appellate.court. .
Accordingly, it is worth far more than $200.00...
because any monetary sanction should be greater
than $200.00.

17
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The:City states, ‘(4) If the' superior court has so far
departed from the aecepted and usual'ésutsé 'of
judicial'proceedings, or o fir satictioned siich'a
departure by the court of linrited jurisdiction; as to
call for review by the appellate court?” {Catid p8]. The
City and pohce fat departmg from'the accepted and
usual coursé of their procéedings, procedures, or
actions is significantly similar because a departure is
1mportant by anyone in a pubhc pos1t10n whether
]ud1c1a1 01ty, or pohce

- "My not ‘gettinigia 72 hour tlcket untll 2008 -
after I'd lived in my apartment ‘more. than 4 fears
[MDR p2] and “'J udge adnn(ts somethlng 1s wrong
15ing the word ‘hagsle” saymg “he 'S leed there
14 years and never ad,_a hassle [hearmg d1sc time

B The authoritigs further show thls isa -
departure’ by When‘t’ ERRI AR S R

- asked the superv1sor Why d1d the cop glve me
a tlcket now The supervisor in a frustrated
. soundlng v01ce told me (as exactly as 1 recall
now) “1 don;t know trymg to 1mpress h1s boss
or somethmg, T don't know”. ’[MDR p2] The
authorities still further show thisisa
~-departure by “At 8:45p a White female Auburn
‘- v cop (short height, medium:-size; tied-back tan'-
“haif; no:glasses, I'think heymamé tag said “A-
Slate”) came and told me they got a complaint
about cars too close to the corner and she



- wasn't-going to cite-me but parking enforce-

ment, might-and she recommended.I-look . .

;around inabout half an hour for.another .. i ..,

-parking spot; I told her [ was watching for.one.

+ 1:0f the cars+in front,of. my-aptto leave, so I could

~ jmovae. That'cop ,res_ponded ‘awesome’ and )
left [BApltp 5] [Aall]” [MDR pp2-3]. . o

The supe1v1sor not agreemg w1{h the 72 hour

ticket and cop not giving me a’ tlcket for bemg too"
close to the corner and warning mé about parkmg
enforcement show,hoth, th\k@tSl Were a: -deviation from
normal pohce practlce e J“ _,;l-;.: S ,-va ;;; ..

t

.....

law (state or c1ty code) ‘Ioné enough that covers
every posslbIhty, dlscretlon is necesSary in the

- "enforcement (1mp1emelntat10n) of’laws Those '

~(c1ty and’state leglsiatﬁres here) formulatmg
guidelines (laws or codes here) can't detail”
every;situation that, will bg encountered by
those (cops here) implemeiiting them..That is,
why cops should have and do d1sp1ay

" diséretion By not C1t1ng every tithe & Iav&; could

'be'ticketdd. THig is edsiér thart writidg every

""_posmble eXceptlon Wthh no leg1slature (state
’ or city) could do‘ ” ‘[BAplt pl 2] [A 7 & 8]”

[MDR p8]

Ty Lt . .. .,,.:_‘ <
SE e 4“ . ' l -

-+ The pohce practlce has been not to 1mplement

100% .e_nfor.cement of an imperfeetly written:law the
legislature.has failed; to'improve with.an update.

iy EUS 2 BRI AL S PSR SN

T L A P X1 2 B
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“Té further show I alone am targeted and this
is a departuré from’ accepted and’ usualprocéedings; -
referring to’ “D.St:and‘231d St ihtersection behihd me’

looks-thHe sdme as- mme” [MDR p6] as of’ Wednesday,

Septémber 4 ‘2019 e e EME

T l

there 1s no yellow (hor any, other color) pamt
on the curbs on 23rd, St SE at D St and cars,
still park in the slot next to the D St corner on
the south side of 23rd' St Therefore; the City
of Auburn painted my corner. but not others to

* show off they were, blatantly targetmg and
harassing me.'[ {MDR p6].

s
Fas

Also “The Clty later put yellow pamt around
my’ home at 22nd St bt nivt the next block of 23rd St
which is almost exactly liké mine td Harass méeven
more by showing they wérén't putting the sime
restrictions on the next bloek rior other persons.”
[MDR p8] g e e e

¥

Notably, on Wedpesday% August 28, 2019

St

abopt 6 30 pm for the;ﬁrst t1me there Was a moblle e

excess- speed ﬂashm,g warmng s1gn W1th a “25” speed
limit ; metal sign above 1ts ﬂash board is on D St by
4OAC/D 22nd St (rear of my buﬂdmg) Just pass
1ntersectlon W1th 300 block of 23rd St (from A St)
facing 22nd St and me as I walk home from Work

.+ 1. This scanner was gone for the first time on
September 3 2019 The next day on 8- 29 19 the Clty
efiled and eserved thelr answer to my motlon for ‘
review. ., .

@



: This 404C/D is the address.of. my building
res1dent manager,Jim,Brass included here, “As I,
wrote their information the female cop yelled at me
(no one glse was around):‘your @partmept,manage,r
sent me this, Jim Brass”. I never said anything to,. .
the female cop. ‘[PDMAee p2][A-62]” [lVIDR p1].
Therefore “this loohed like a favbr to J 1m Brass for
h1s helpmg the Clty w1th‘ thelr abuse '

: (I S 1 R
RN DU .L!'r '..."- i u?'-;‘ ¢

Also Thomsens statement, .. .. j. -

A

e “The City behéVes but is not certaln ’that
"issue presented_ x[Catns pl] G

ry ‘v,-
gy SN R

18 the same as

- . .. ;
k! PR PR N K B "'!1"’ .=.’<.4 [ St i - "

‘;_" i “Thompson pauses, seems Jost stunned and *
«oclueless apd-respondsi| rjust-one second” . f: ., .
[3:00:00p}.and hasg to, look up the, Judges e g

reference.” [IMDRDAL1q 15 5 =3 1 wricei i 0 o
showing Thomsen’s incompetence. A A s

The Clty c1t1ng ‘the $200 th1eshold 1n “C(Ity of
Bremeiton v. Spears 134 Wh9d ’141 153 1949' P’ 2d
347 (1998)” [Cans p3] shoWs plemedltation "The ™"
premedltatlon was parkmg enf01 cemerit and’ the Clty
and its attorneys planned td"uge the $2OO threshold
from* 1998 (long before these 9 tlckets) ag an' excuse N
to get away ‘with this abuse if it was cortested:

Thomsen s appeared to be back n and Comeau
out as they go ifi and out without servmg an’ e
appeararce or ‘Withdrawal This “back by
Thomsen is to cover up the City “violated the
superior court case schedule by not giving me Notice

IR A
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of Appearance for Corneati nor Notice of With‘drawal
for’ THomsen” [MDR p9] by settlng up a false clalm
Thomsén fiever left: " =t oo R ‘

Additonally, on Tuesday, August 217, 2019
about 6:25 pm ‘“When I'Yeturhed home'there was a
message ‘on my- answermg machine time' stamped

2 43 pm I‘n thrs mess’age the: Callei‘ s Stated’ R ‘~;’
o her name was “Jacquehne (she dldnt glve a
last name) And-shet Was w1th the Washmgton
State court of‘appeais ML AR
e she was'calling’ regardtng my “fiotion for 2N ="
dfscretlona‘rs‘f_'-: hext Word maﬁf Kave be’én
“réview” bitt it was m‘ostN unmtellrglble) ICR
o flled August- 3,00 5. ni e e aate o
L she was calling ab@ut 2 thmgs aabput my T
motlon ONe, Was the motion. was-due August
;12 and I ,need L to. ﬁle .a motion: for extension of
tlme the second Was I ﬁled two copies: of my ;
motlon and she can»t te,l,l Why and there’s no, .
explanatlon ag, far .as.the dlfferepce
-.her direct.phone is 20&-389 -2640 andrshe Wlll
o .be in that day, untll about 5  pm t then she won't,
' be back until after the hohday, the case, '
number 1s 803641

L called thls phone nu.mber a couple of tlmes butronly;

got avolcemail, ;.\ ;v b geng s

The’second" c0py Was ﬁled‘bet:ause the first
didn’t have' MOTION FOR DISCRETIO‘NARY "_
REVIEW'6n thé title'pagé and that'is'the.only’

difference between the two. I did not file a motion for

e}



extension.of time because this was-a phone message,
and. not in writing and,] filed in.accordance with the.,
appellate court’s written instructions I received by ., -
eimail.

Sfﬂl ‘“‘Though the C}ty;of Auburn should loseg,
for harassment,undel «the, cover: of abuse. of a positon
of authority, it should now, lose by defa,ult of the -

deadhne to ﬁle 1ts brief” [ApltO p2] [A 60] [MDR p7]
T ik 2
. My ARGUMENT in, my MOTIQN FOR
DISCRETIONARY REVIEW and:REPLY .. .
ARGUMENT in-my REPLY TQ CITY OF, .. .
AUBURNS ANSWER TO PETITIONER’S MOTION
FOR DISCRETIONARY REVIEW still stand. -

In addition, after I filed my REPEY?TOCITY OF
AUBURN’S’AN‘SWER TO'PETHTONER'S MOTION
FOR DI‘SCRETiONARY REVIEW 6 September 6
2019; tater that’ day or‘on” thé‘riex‘t day 9/7/19 ‘the
City of Auburn repamted the’ yellow pamt oii'the
curbs‘at the opposﬂie énd of rhy Biock s gray ‘to-temove
the v1s1ble parkmg restrlctlons drotnd mé whlle
leavmg the ‘yellow: pamt v1s1b’1e ‘pérkmg Tesﬁrlctmns
in front'of my apartmént in deﬁance of - my contesting
their harassing me. SRERUEI " SR

This gray paint to 1emove yellow pamt near
but ndt incliding the‘curbs v frént of my” apartmenf
blatantly, intentionally, and defiantly tarigéts and’
harasses. me and brags it is targeting and harassing
me by removing visible yellow. paint. restrictions near

me but keeping. the yellow paint.restrictions-at my:
address. ..« ¢ Git

[N S ,._:-!.’3 in S N SRS A Ry
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Also, the appellate court gave no reason for its
- denial. The appellate court’s denymg my Mot1on to
Modify on Martin Luther King’s actual blrthday of
January 15, 2020 is a blatant racist message adding :
and/or highlighting racism to its defiance, abuse, and
coverup. e
The Supreme Court comm1ss1oner $ page A 111

false statement that my argument is unpersuaswe
18 unpersuasive.

The Supreme Court of thé State 6f-+ -+ "+
Washington denying my motion to modify'its =~
commissioner’s ruling covers up for and supports the
harassment under the cover of abuse of a position of
authority (abuse of discretion) which denies equal
protection of the laws.

The purpose of discretionary view is to prevent
notice of appeal limitations such as dollar amounts
being used to cover up other involved abuses like
abuse of discretion. This case is a prime example of
why motion for discretionary review is needed in
addition to usual notice of appeal.

Therefore, the district court decision should be
reversed and I should prevail in this case and should
never be cited for parking my licensed vehicle clear
of the crosswalk area in front of (nor on the side of)
my 404 22nd St address, the harassment should end,
a parking space painted for vehicles registered at the
address only should be put in front of my apartment,
and the yellow paint at my corner should be
removed.
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