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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

Vf For cases from federal courts:

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

to

[ ] reported at I or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
Is/f is unpublished.

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

to

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Iv'f is unpublished.

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[ ] is unpublished.

courtThe opinion of the _ 
appears at Appendix to the petition and is
[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

1.



JURISDICTION

k/f For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was 7/241 3,0 a 2>

Es/1 No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date:___________
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

, and a copy of the

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including______
in Application No. __ A

(date) on (date)

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

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied 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____
Application No.__ A

(date) on (date) in

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

a.



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

-> TUleVU oj tKeCiv'iU Act of (964
-5* pOctrt e.er\t in Amencinnont tb tine- U-SA Constitution 
—> P;r\Si Ann(rn<tm^nt to tRe. US'A Constltutv iO 

Section 1183, Ha USG £1133

-> AP-S $ a.2>-136 I 
ARS ^ ao-H4 5

ARS $ R3-I Sol C3Va>,Cbt>CO,fO «0 
-5“ARS ^ a3-l36X

'b-



<S)
STATEMENT OF THE CASE

ep\a to mu opening Appellate brt-ejj defendant Citg 

oxfi agStaff ConCeeJCeAt 0 Coerced roe during our 9 (ag/2fiS\
Settlement d\ SCuSSionS# .

UjhgSkeij edge? had not arbitrated
Settlement ^XsXtitW predict on defertfcrft

^ con tiruW klUl i«ti rA «3amS t ba ,
^ iudenfeef berveffts and cU.farmno, meto Chird 
p^iTeS^iOcn? AntZ0na Spar^ot ®<f£»"»"£,.W‘^
---tlnemplo^rxent In^anancePno^narn CKere%te.r- DES )-

4) In -tamr DES relCntUsslg hounded, harassed me and threatened 
-to forcufuUg intercept tiv) Co I lege tu »r t i o n Cfed-eral g rants),
l felt veru0persecuted .

5) Effect* ueYg0 dependant Cftg tg Flagstaff kad repudiated 

the Settle m en x «-3 reem ent Csbi pul ax roh), 1 fi led a met to n 
-to reopen the case On G/ai /aOn a hi ch the A rixon<a district 

Court Stamped c,Suldject to rejection bg the Court? intcqtlvfc, 
cf prej udg ment,

O biStri ct Court <H A rrzona na«9 i Strata. JiUge. defied ™ mtftfon 

reopen. arauinc\ that coera onCmcludi ng th neats and
lnt» midation}de^*ndant Citg cf Flcgstaff subjected . 
to during Settlement ckscussionS, 1 s perfectly normal 

and not grounds ft r reopening . .
?) Prior.the District Court of Arixon a had QnxnteJ Motion tt> 

Reopen to litigants-with Caucasian-So anting names enthe 

Case: shau3n JenSeo et al, \&. Rl chard pratt,et al, Cv-(X-
0060i-pH*~B<os bg acknowledging reputation i-S «o 

Cxtraordi narg circu mStanee r
S) In Contrast7t>iStrict Cburt op Arleonaand Ninth Circuit

appeals a>urt denied mg motion to reopen ,bg asserting 
that ^repudiation Is not an ext no. ordinary circumstance 
that entitied me to reopening mg case,.

9j “Ye-t^the Ninth Circuit court had earIfer ruled in a case 
•tohoSelitigaots had white Sounding names that" ' 
arvl epudiation of g Settlement agreement that terminated 
litigation pending before cl Court 5 Const 1 tuteS an

0 1 r) thei r r

or oN/erSeen the

to
me



STATEMENT OF THE CASE
extraordirary circumstance?and it justified Vacating
the courts prtor dismissal order'.'” kee/lmy V. Sheet Meta l 
Workers International Association, q3^ f^2cJi 408—0)Urt Of 

AppealS,lth Circuit I , X
lo) District Court of Arizona. m<xg i St ra±*. j a djje. Cited Rale «0(c^ 

Fed.R- Civ,P; "[<q motion, under Rate 6oCtr> must be made J 

■VOithir a *r~jecL-Sor>abl-Cti me Und -for rect-SonS ( I'), C a) Qf)d CT)
no more, than a year after the, entr^of the Judgment 
Order Or the date Cfthe proceeding 

1 l) Thi-S evi deuces -the Judge a>aS fully ciuoare my motion tb 
reopen ooaS tinnely , to ken Skt ivrotti IT rfj early mine 

montks tater^ on Tune 2-1 jkoaa, plaintiff f,’ led a document 
entitled (motionto reopen £ourt CaSd q t>oc. 4 s')’*

12.) Absurdly and Skocki ngly :> rnag istrate Judy e 

diStri ct Cburt ouillfuHy ignored dear* 
federal lai/O an dTafc?ri catect a. no n -ex i S

or

^ jw(t0e or M^ona
district court udllfuliy ignored clearly es tq. bVshect 
federal lai/O andfahri catect a non—eX(Stenl time 

-regal re men t to deny my motion to reopen ' ^jVHatker. 
the record reflect s that since the f i l i ny of her ordinal 

Connplcunt in State Court on December 4, 002,0, pLcuhti-fr 
Uas had Simple opportunity to consider and reflect on
tke merits of her cased ^

13) District Court Of A^strict Court of Arizona rttVER. d.Snni SSi Vela toldCauea
plal at if f s ( s haw n OenSen, et a.1 * Vs, R\ chard Pratt,et q\0 
CV-M'x-ooboi-Phx-kos., cohere, motion to reopen ujqs granted) 
tk at they kad plenty of t i me to thenlc a tout tkefr case ”

(from moment they initiated the\r ccwl action) as
U\k ncAS-hfck_.

u caviar

a

origin), tokile not 4pplytn<5 tke-Same Standard to 
Caucasian plaintiff s eufth Same motfon to reopen.

'5) Similarly, Gn August Zrd 2,0 at I filed <L Vkrtion for Issuance. 
Of Subpoena77reaueSting permission to iSSue Subpoenas 
pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 4 5„

•6) Tke ok’Stri ct Court of Arizona di Scrimi noted gainst me 
by Seamlessly granting the nootion^for issuance of 
5ubpoena) of Caucasian plai ntiff (i n tke case Wi I If am 
Richard Patton Vs. Ann Ash>Jet al,,Ho, CV-ll-poao^i-TUc-Rrrf) 
ant ConCoch’ny extra requirements for ^ C black uuonoan * 
Afncan ethnicity,Ugandan national ortgin^LVet 1 kad Saii^C'l^ tke district court Pf Arizona’s ijpnpm') .dio ... .l ._ rf'^AATp^^a) 0rc,€"1 1mwiS-trate judge gav/dto denu ilu.magi1strat£ judQe gaueto deny Status ^keexeuSe



<g>
REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

\ * Bg rmCn^ike bv Strict Court 01 Ancona ?S perplexina
and ShameleSs ass-ertl on s that -there’s nothing ion?kg 
lOlth CoCx'Cion Cincludi na threats and inti mi datf on^durcr\^.
Settlement disaster's,the Ninth circuit courts ruling
in m^A coSeconxli cted ooith? , , s , ^ ^

a)beci5ions orthedirst circuit Court,that \Jhementk) opposes
Coercion to iettle using anutgpeog threat.

t{ We vieuo u»ith disfavor all pressure -tact fcS tohether 
directly oroblitueta /to coerce settlement bg Utlgants 
andthei> counsel 7>|^theV,Smith;T71 had 6Gl~G>ur-toj Appeals
«l7f Short "Vrelfilre "tracti c 3 ■t0 CoCrCeSettU-nent Si replace 

not permissible.” Itothe V*Smith777 f. 2d GG^ — Court Qf Appeals 
and circuit 1195tqu^tr na Sokunle W Sckunl^9Cf Ab ad9o4-MY* 
AopelUte bep-tVmi) ,

c) Relevant decision of tkl S court that asserted that a 
Settlement agreement is a Contract that i-S invalid or 
vJLnento r ceaboe to hen there has been Coer cf on,

^^EAln arbitration or ^^\L<rc\-5^0^cdi o^y clauSe |3 not
enforceable IX the inelu-SCon o| thatclau-se tn the contract 
to as the product eg graud Or Coercion.^

^►B^a^rnoCna the district a urt of Arizona’s order^uetthe Mintb 

Circuit Court UaS guih^ au?are that diStn ct Court Cf AnZonds 
engagement \ n prejudgment, and the pre5{dina \strate
Ihdcje bad departed grom accepted and toSaal Course ox 
judi ci al pro ceeding s CeSpecl alia token 'judge retal iated 
QgainSt me u>fth punishment eg denulnu mu ryiotf On to reot>PnV 

0 the N> •dh ci rcu i t court effect i eeTu San ctf o ned Cucka cfpnr,J 
as to call ^©rajn exercise of the US Supreme Cbtu-tt ^qture>

tOthe Ninth tircuitls decision conflicted with relevant decisions 
Of th is Cburt;lncWd«na' « .

O)0Ike vital po int is that i nSitti i njvdj ment® e t. thejudge 
Shouldnot himself give vent to personal Spleen or respond 
do perso nal a ri evxnce ..The se t°T ^hebs
concern the Cnanedcents of to hat oo n strtutes justice* u^th
United St ate S / 3 4 8 US U— Supreme Court 19581

h)('(EA'3 violation ox f 455(a7 1 s established token a reasonable person 
jCno toin^ the relevant Xacts^ toould expect that a justice^ judae- 
or magistrate Kneu; gr circamStances Crext i na an appearance 
Or parti d> ftu notiA) ith standing ugi nd i no, that the J udae to as n Dr 
CLCtaallvgConscious p^thoSecircumstances?’7^Ijebera v.Health 
SerV I ces Acquisition Cd rpo rati on 48b US 8 44—Supreme Coat /1 &£



©
REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

tiO ^FTIhe Frrst Amendment barS retaliation for protect erf 

SpeechCra wXord- £1 ✓. Britton, 523 US m§)
ivV'AS a «€rvera\ matter the First Amendment PrCbjbitS 

floirnment o;F,'Ci«t S from Subjecting «n individual to 
retaliatory itfclonSFon ^nga^inoj m protected Speech. Sieves 

v. Bartlett,C3.C1 S. ct. n15, rtaa-Uo i<t),
Vl'bxX-i a at repriSal-f o r Protected Speech extends the CvnS-t/tutton

beecta-Se ft threatens -to in bib it ex-trcjse ox the protected.
AVit,andtkelaoo is settled that as a general matter the 

First amendment prohibits government OffI a«lS^rcr> 
SuUecti nov On CndihcWlto retail at on* actfonS, «o 

SpeaKigg out,?*)

•rC

3, 2>u OiXrimirig tke bisthet Co art Of Ari^onaisDr^r u)kere
rrwttrater\Vdq4,jalSe,4ccaded plafnthg Win Of failing 

to dhnp'H uoiik statute ox limitatto ns regardt hg Sarah’s^ 
deTamarbo^ Gtcxim^the hunth Circuit'S aecfSi’or, ConXli cted 
uHththat ox Ar i^zx>r>a Shatels Court l«S* reSort that held, 
that : T£ publishing deX amatory statement t a mediated 
Xorm to third p<xHxes/ne set s statute exlimctatforvs^Lurae 

V,Bn>v0n,333 P*3d "76*-Arrz. Chart oj A ppeal S? i s^Uvt ao|^
14* bg ca^rrmra tkeblStnct og AnXonads order that re pud/at (Or 

Is not an extraordinaru ftVaxrnstance that gu^tli’Xres-for- 
reopemlnc^ tke Ni nth C {TCultr Js deoi-SiOn 5 J 7

OWaS in CorX\f ct u>ith fourth CHrCuft th,at helmet that * C(Up&r\
me.puidia.-tCon 0faSeiiU^nt agreement u)k<ch had txrnumtedl 
Titiaaii on P£nd»rg before it? a district Court has the. 
auWoritvx aV\der f^abeJ 6oCk)CO to vacate its. prfor dismissal 
Order and restore the ca-s-e fo (ts docket. ^ Fairfax 
Court aiAji de Crti'z-enS w pdtrfux cticntg-, 57. | ^d /2Xt9-— 
Court oi /\ppealS^ 4th O rcuft

b^VOaSin^nXUctoOith SiXtk Circuit that held that ; Court had 
dal\ povoer^to vacate its order af dfSrnfSSO-l token one partu^
^attempted repudiation 5^ the agreement on </okich the
^rniSSalmestW.^AroCorp. V, Allied Wltan Coo 53 If-*4 /36S 

— Court Of;Appeal s-, C+k O'rcuft IW*.
(f) Was t n corvflA c t u> jih tki s Co art's decision 1 n * fke jkdge -Sluing 

ujeai9«. o ^tkat<ffts the Go ctOCO Catchuil * ?t ^sttffes relief tu 
te\l me one thing and then * * * 3° do another thing* ; ko kkoneo K 
guardian LUelnSvaranceCompanvA m America; ^ri US 33s-
Sapreme Court FH4Ckokkonen HoSh3 2C3 fraoscHpt op d^scu^seaf 
^ acigment rno dx^(Cati 0 n) „



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
5(a) applying one laiA/’ Xon Ktig ants u>ith utu’teicau caviar 

SouLnctC na nctmes^) and another 1 clvo^q n Cl minority tiK.gr 
meC ^IftcKnoLce-) Ug a.'ncLatn national oniy i*n; African 

ethnicity-^-pp^ txsin'ct Court ox An^Zona an dike Minth 

Circuit Court OX appeal S 6n« aged in ^SnegufieniS t^Xino 
Ooi/U-llke Contact,a rid ef-feciivelig di<Scrim( nated against 
me tincfdeprived me of ec^ual pro teeti on Q_f the laio|per the 

Fourteenth AmencCment -to the ^bnth/t utfon) 

b)Bg ^ffirrmNn^-tke dx St net Court A ri~Zorux!s oxrd-e^ the 

fsjtnth emeu ft <t>urt;S clg flS(o n Con^ l f c~t~e.cC uoi't^ ike third, 

ci cciA I fs ;
' A district Cbu.r-1 ctfcuses I tS d'Scretfon ri>Un (t bd-Ses Its 

aec\S( coupon ol cleari^erroneous (ffnctfr^ cji^axt., an 

erroneous conclusion qc la^ oran improper application ox 
1ollaj totoict*^ Co!>l Vthorn^^Sl p 3d I13> Count ox Appeals 
Ci rcvLTir^om „

O On top OX it-S-e^f depart! ^-fronn Accepted arxclviSuci] Chu^o 
5f T^doci pn>ceedfn^Sj tKe fif nth CVa^f tSanct' oned fke^
Dfstwct aoart 0-f Arizona’s departure ^froro accepter/ fl/icf 
usual Course of (jUnt/ofrtl proceeding S7 a-S to cal (!fb r an 
SXerdSe thiS CO’Ortls SVp-erWSorg p2u/erM J

a) Bg cepp rmtna the district court qc A n.:eona9 the Mlnth CiWwt'S 
decision eopftrcterC u^fth rele^^ntrdeciSions ojf this court *

Proposed hg Congress and rutpjteol kg the States in the 

uetke gf theCi I lA/ar^ the Fourte-enth Amendment Provides
that no State Shed \Cl aeno\ to ano\ person * *»the g^quaX
protect*on Of-(P^l«.w5?'Pnppn-enPs Of trie eaKdl Uvt-ertlon 
CXa-U.se. deSCriCeA its IfoUndcctt o^CaO Prtn ci pl-e/1’ «S c,r\o-h

di&Hn Ctfons op Iau> laqs^don race or- 

Co lor, AnjA C(<Lcluj cohtch Operates upon one man.^thevA 
mamtained?should ^operatee^uultu upon a? 1. ^
AccorctinglciSthi S CCuri^s earlu deof Sf or>S intCrpretfna 

the tcjtLCLl protecto n Clause expltunedPthe^Ptrt-eerth0 
^menament a kerunteed frthat theluro l n the States 
Shall be the same Xbrthe hlachs as Xbr the cohrte "th^t 
&At ptcSonS, wpeiKer Colortd Oi~ wJpfte, sKftU ston'd. 
et^ Ufore-th^T^UoS (jf t^^rctesX

aSlfetfpS^ a>it °(ent FellouJ5 Ha"v^c,) 15,ct.

3>C(

)3rd



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
£,ba add'A nS'tK'e tdstn'cfc hurt’s o^de^ where the,

^ucta-e-f alselu claimed that pl«fntuf &rah 
does not hav/e a^M £v(d6nc€ ? the Ninth Crrcctfisdeci-Sion 

U>OS bn Corf li ct With Second circuit that ; 0 ventured 
ike a\ Sth it 0?urt Is cl-eni at of appe Ifont ^ moil on Under- 
Rate ^oCblCej, because the ^claims were, WHrvuillu 
ce^iat^ to Succeed; if thejadqment wasneopen&d , 
IVlarrer;o RcViarct V, AsKGrrjfC, 3^4 f. 3o( 46—&urty 

AppeatS and CprCuft ^ObO-* <T

t* &) The Supreme Co'urt Should grant Cert for**r{ So there. (S 
t mprwedt and am(form application Cf 9Shqb\T£hed laoO 

Tea artless qc on-eS Tace; Skin Color-^ ^ thni'Oiivu^ gender or— 
naii oral odgi n -> in the judv a al system henceforth v

^0 W 1 ^ Sinc-etne, hope that by Qnctntr Certfor^rt) the. 

Supreme Court will look. into rnu 0rCeaa#nces ? £errv plaint 
•reused interns cmd cLo euerj thf *qg in i*t pov^ejr -to 

ensure equal access -to fourth without Tear afenauntenhA 
^ar-ticart^ bvg judges fc)ko are <Sapposeol-& bethef aca-op °

C)^jT^he Supreme Court haS not part) culan'z_ed tk exactors that 

\\ksttrfa^ relief under Rule 60cb) hlife,berg u; Heal 4 h
serirvCeS Acquisition Corpo USh US —-Supreme £oari /9&
Tki 5 t S an Imp^cAant cpues-tf o n oj federal Law that has not 
beer\T bat Should be Settled bg this Co wrh # A lack Of th(\S 
Courts dance or clau^catfovi on this matter has caused 

unc-erta»Atg and Conf U ctlna decisions bu CoUrtS>reSultina 
in <ten{ 01 Of JUStl otherwise deSCrvinq l/tlq ants lilCo ^
plaintiff s’arah ^ ° ^

dlA-S highlighted from mu CaSe^ uepencLarrt UTU CU e/aQSta£r 
the "Di stri ct 6> art of Arp2-On (L? andith^ Mlnth OVCaf-f Counf ? 
all throw around the ff06traondfnaru OeTufriStan Ces" 

citations. butaU^eem clue less as tis uihat eKactla ft 
COAS+l+a-teS, W kave^wi l€ J to refoqnize tkcrf ^(X<cllatlon 

iS o-exampie qj: extroccrdi nar^ ctrrum S tance * '
^^Soriditia11 On ctseslte^ps-f l/1 nrln^ 

fr^n^and Nli.tk Circu.t |L,«1 ^
tt t',?nt'kf ^tKe cfrst'n'ct 43urt? 0rSpOn0|;thih3 

Ni Atk a rcu.it/S ctec-Sior conflicted ooi'tk rcleAl 5^ ^€_
Of thiS County in citedi hg * CteOj-Sf

0r~

ons



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
i) Tkcut clause aives tke ^('strict Omnt pou/ento vacate 

'jULdavneat S C{ u)K4tker- sack action is appro pn'ake to 

OXComplvsW juSti ce klClpprot t V* Uni ted States 33S
IXS 601 —Supreme £ovirt I <? 4-^.
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a ilV be Cln Opportune tu ^fenn mentioned i njustYC-es to be 
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Situated uolll heae a better-experience and get tke. 
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

SajyotV\«V4oLtVvree.n« Hakxuru/uq01
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