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UNITED STATES

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION
WASHINGTON D.C 20549

NOV 012013

Washington DC 2Of49

Thomas Montano

D.R Horton Inc

thmnnhinnThdrhnrton......

Dear Mr Montano

This is in response to your letter dated September 252013 concerning the

shareholder proposal submitted to D.R Horton by Patrick Missud We also have received

letter from the proponent dated September 272013 Copies of all of the

correspondence on which this response is based will be made available on our website at

htqx//www.sec.gov/divisionslcorpfinlcf-noactioWl4a-8.shtml For your reference1

brief discussion of the Divisions informal procedures regarding shareholder proposals is

also available at the same wcbsite address

Sincerely

Jonathan Ingram

Acting Chief Counsel

Enclosure

cc Patrick Missud

missudpatLyahoo.com
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Re D.R Horton Inc

Incoming letter dated September 252013
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Public
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November 2013

Response of the Office of Chief Counsel

Division of Coruoration Finance

Re D.R Horton Inc

Incoming letter dated September 252013

The proposal relates to bribing judges

There appears to be some basis for your view that D.R Horton may exclude the

proposal under rule 14a-8i4 In this regard we note that the proposal appears to relate

to the redress of personal claim or grievance against the company Accordingly we
will not recommend enforcement action to the Commission if D.R Horton omits the

proposal from its proxy materials in reliance on rule 14a-8i4

This response shall also apply toy Ibture submissions to D.R Horton of the

same or similar proposal by the same proponent Accordingly we will deem

D.R Hortons statement under rule 14a-8j to satis1 D.R Hortons future obligations

under rule 14a-8j with respect to the same or similar proposals submitted by the same

proponent

Sincerely

Mark Vilardo

Special Counsel



DIVISION OF CORPORATIONFINANCE

INFORMAL PROCEDURES REGARDING SHAREHOLDER PRQPOSALS

The Division of Corporation Finance believes that its responsibility wth respect to

matters arising under Rule 14a-8 CFR24O.l4a8 as with other matters under the proxy

riles is to aid those who must comply with the rule by offering informal advice and suggestions

and to determine initially whether or not it may be appropriate in particular matter to

recQmmend enforcement action to the Commission In connection with shareholder proposal

under Rule 14a-8 the Divisions.staff considers the information furnishedto itby the Company

in support of its intentiOn tQ excludc the proposals from the Companys proxy materials as wcll

as any information furnished by the proponent or the proponents rºpresentativº

Althugh Rule 14a-8k does not require any communications from shareholders to the

Commissons staff the staff will always consider information concerning alleged violations of

the statutes administered by the Commission including argument as to whether or not activities

proposed to betaken would be violativeofthestatute or rule involvd The receipt by the staff

of such information however should not be construed as changing the staffs informal

procedures and proxy review into formal or adversary procedure

It is important to note that the staffs and Commissions no-action responses to

Rule 14a-8j submissions reflect only informal views The determinations reached in these no-

action Içtters do not and cannot adjudicate the merits of companys position with respect to the

proposal Only court such as U.S District Court.can decide whethera company is obligated

to include sharcholder.proposals in its proxy materials Accàrdingly discretionary

determination not to recommend or take Commission enforcement action does not prcclUdc

proponent or any shareholder ofaeomnpany from pursuing any rights he or shc may have against

the company incourt should the management omit the proposal from the companys proxy

material



RECEIVED
Patrick Missud

2113 oci 36 Attorney at Law

Federal Informant

3FFICEOF cHEFF9 Qui-Tam Relator

puTI0N WF Shareholder with Sufficient Share Ownership

$EC Rule 14A-8 Proponent

91 SanJuan Ave

San Francisco CA 94112

415-584-7251 Office

415-845-5540 Cell

missudpat@yahoo.com

September 27 2013

Attn John Stumpf CEO Wells Fargo Bank

do Corporate Counsel

45 Fremont Street

San Francisco CA 94105

Signature Confirmation 2309 3620 0000 0615 5514

Re SEC 14A-S Proposal for Action for inclusion with WFs Proxy Statement

Via E-mail John.G.Stumpfjyçllsfargo.com WF Attorneys and $EC Agents per cc

below Wall Street Syndicated Media FBI DOJ and

$EC Signature Confirmation 2309 3620 0000 0615 5521

Attention WF Board of Directors Corporate Counsel and $EC Agents

INTRODUCTION
As WF stockholder and under SEC Rule 14A-8 submit the following facts

and Proposal for Action for WFs next 2014 shareholder meeting

II SUFFICIENT SHARE OWNERSHIP
The attached or enclosed August 2013 Wells Fargo Advisors LLC investment

statement at page lists that own 64 shares of WF since 12-2-2008 and which are

currently worth over $2600 As such qualify for 14A-8 for publication Ill keep

these shares through WFs next shareholder meeting to maintain my status as bona fide

Proponent Note if the SEC doesnt compel WF to publish based on ruse of insufficient

share ownership then that will prove it$ complicity in and furtherance of WF$ 18 USC

1962 Corporate Racketeering

III WELLS FARGO ADVISORS IS MY DTC PARTICIPANT
The attached or enclosed DTC Participant list includes Wells Fargo Advisors

LLC as Participant 7360 You have my authority to verify my sufficient share

ownership with your very own internal documents and database



VI THE $EC$ FURTHERANCE OF CORPORATE CRIMINAL ACTIVITIE$
The $EC ha$ likewi$e played hear $ee and $peak no evil concerning the two

Citizen$-United people which $eek to further their corporate RICO $cheme$ which

include targeting 314000000 ordinary but real flesh-and-blood itizens for financial

predation The $EC is on record and featured in Magistrate Judge Donna Ryu$ 12-

161 violating its own Rule 14A-8 three years in row to conceal DHI-WF racketeering

from the public and twice flaunting FOIA -the time by not returning demanded

documents for four year$

Ryu did what 18 USC 201 Corrupt judically-immune judge$ typically do

Namely ignore all prima-facie evidence damaging to corporations in this case the $EC$
contribution to DHI-WF RICO schemes Then Ryu$ Circuit colleague$ Gould Clifton

and Bybee rubber stamped her decision to a$$i$t corporate predation of real people Then

finally on April 15 2013 in the biggest disaster in American history the U.S Supreme

Court$ con$ervative majority denied review of Writ 12-8191 because it proved to

criminal standards that corporations own all the courts up to and through the U.S

$upreme Court

VII PROPOSAL FOR ACTION
John $tumpf Wells Fargo Attorneys and $EC Agent$- You will print or cause to

be printed the following 26 words in Wells Fargos forthcoming Proxy Statement and for

the upcoming shareholder meeting

Resolved That Wells Fargo will stop buying $EC official$ and judge$ to

conceal it$ decade-long Citizen$-United corporate predation of real flesh-and-

blood itizens

Thanks in advance

Pctrick Cud
Patrick Missud Proponent-S areholder wi sufficient share ownership since years

and Federal Informant Qui- am Relator ince years

End DTC List Missuds WF Account ncing $2600 WF stock bought on 12-2-08

Nevada foreclosures listing the WF-DHI partner$-in-crime

Cc foiapasec.gov ha11rsec.gov LivomeseJ@SEC.GOV oigsec.gov

sanfranciscosec.gov dfwsec.gov greenersec.gov annie.redingusdoj.gov

bonny.wongusdoj.gov dennis.barghaanusdoj .gov Melanie.Proctorusdoj.gov

mike.heidwe11sfargo.com jerald.banwartwellsfargo.com

mary.cofflnwellsfargo.com sharon.cecilwellsfargo.com

todd.m.boothroydwe11sfargo.com BoardCommunicationswel1sfargo.com

Richard.D.Levywellsfargo .com james.strotherwellsfargo.com

raymond.m.lynchwellsfargo.com eric.mcluen2wellsfargo.com
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Pages through 14 redacted for the following reasons

FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16
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September 25 2013

VIA E-MAiL
Office of Chief Counsel

Division of Corporation Finance

Securities and Exchange Commission

100 Street NE

Washington DC 20549

Re D.R Horton Inc

Siockholder Proposal of Patrick Missud

Securities Exchange At of 1934Rule 14a-8

Ladies and Gentlemen

This letter is to inform you that D.R Horton Inc the Company intends to omit from

its proxy statement and form of proxy for its 2014 Annual Meeting of Stockholders collectively

the 2014 Proxy Materials stockholder proposal the 2014 Proposal and statements in

support thereof received from Patrick Missud Mr Missud or the Proponent

Pursuant to Rule 14a-8j we have

filed this letter with the Securities and Exchange Commission the Commission no

later than eighty 80 calendar days before the Company intends to file its definitive

2014 Proxy Materials with the Commission and

concurrently sent copies of this correspondence to the Proponent

Rule 14a-8k and Staff Legal Bulletin No 14D Nov 2008 SLB 14D provide that

stockholder proponents are required to send companies copy of any correspondence that the

proponents elect to submit to the Commission or the staff of the Division of Corporation Finance

the Staff Accordingly we arc taking this opportunity to inform the Proponent that if the

Proponent elects to submit additional correspondence to the Commission or the Staff with

respect to this 2014 Proposal copy of that correspondence should be furnished concurrently to

the undersigned on behalf of the Company pursuant to Rule 14a-8k and SLB 14D

THE PROPOSAL

The 2014 Proposal requests that the Company stop buying judgc$ to conceal it$ decade-

long Citizen$-United corporate predation of real flesh-and-blood itizens The 2014 Proposals

supporting statement makes numerous allegations ofjudicial misconduct and misconduct by DHI

Mortgage Company Ltd DHI Mortgage including allegations of fraud antitrust violations

30 Commerce St Suite 500 Fort WorthTexas 76102

817 3905200 FAX 817 390.9702

wwwdrhorton.com



Office of Chief Counsel

Division of Corporation Finance

September 25 2013
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and predatory lending copy of the 2014 Proposal as well as related correspondence with the

Proponent is attached to this letter as Exhibit

BASIS FOR EXCLUSION

We hereby respectfully request that the Staff concur in our view that the 2014 Proposal

may be excluded from the 2014 Proxy Materials pursuant to Rule 14a-8i4 because the 2014

Proposal relates to the redress of personal claim or grievance against the Company As we

explain below the Proponent has long-standing personal grievance against the Company
stemming from his experience purchasing home from the Company The Proponent has

pursued his personal grievance against the Company for the past nine years through among
other things state and federal lawsuits letter-writing and e-mail campaign mass mailings and

websites with names such as www.drhortonsucks.info

Beginning in 2008 the Proponent added the tactic of submitting stockholder proposals to

his campaign submitting for the Companys 2009 2010 2011 2012 and 2013 Annual Meetings

of Stockholders proposals relating to the Companys alleged misconduct and containing similar

allegations of fraud antitrust violations and predatory lending by the Company The Company
requested and was granted no-action relief with respect to the 2009 2010 and 2011 proposals

under Rule 14a-8f because the Proponent failed to timely provide the requisite proof of

continuous stock ownership in response to the Companys proper request for that information

See D.R Horton Inc avail Sept 30 2010 D.R Horton Inc avail Nov 16 2009 D.R
Horton Inc avail Nov 21 2008 The Company requested and was granted no-action relief

with respect to the 2012 and 2013 proposals under Rule 14a-8i4 because as recognized in the

Staffs response letters the proposal appears to relate to the redress of personal claim or

grievance against the company D.R HorIon Inc avail Oct 23 2012 D.R Horton Inc

avail Nov 16 2011

The Company likewise requests no-action relief with respect to the Proponents current

2014 Proposal which like the 2012 and 2013 proposals is properly excludable from the

Companys proxy materials under Rule 14a-8i4 because it relates to the redress of personal

claim or grievance against the Company In addition because it is clearthat the Proponent
intends to continue to submit similarproposals in furtherance of his personal grievancesthe

Proponent candidly stated in his August 2011 cover letter accompanying the 2012 proposal

which letter he again attached to his submission of the 2013 proposal and the current 2014

Proposal that My intent is to be lifelong DHI shareholder and hold the requisite number of

shares to entitle me to submit proposals indefinitely ..the Company further requests

that the Staff state that such no-action relief shall apply to any future submissions to the

Company of the same or similarproposal by the Proponent
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ANALYSIS

The 2014 Proposal May Be Excluded Under Rule 14a-8i4 Because The 2014 Proposal

Relates To The Redress Of Personal Claim Or Grievance Against The Company

Rule 4a-8i4 permits the exclusion of stockholder proposals that are related to the

redress of personal claim or grievance against company or any other person or ii designed

to result in benefit to proponent or to further personal interest of proponent which other

stockholders at large do not share The Commission has stated that Rule 14a-8i4 is designed

to insure that the security holder proposal process not abused by proponents attempting to

achieve personal ends that are not necessarily in the common interest of the issuers shareholders

generally Exchange Act Release No 20091 Aug 16 1983 Moreover the Commission has

noted that cost and time involved in dealing with stockholder proposal involving

personal grievance or furthering personal interest not shared by other stockholders is

disservice to the interests of the issuer and its security holders at large Exchange Act Release

No 19135 Oct 14 1982

As explained below the Proponent has abused the stockholder proposal process by

submitting stockholder proposal designed to pursue the Proponents own personal grievance

Thus we believe that the 2014 Proposal is excludable under Rule 14a-8i4 as it represents the

latest in series of actions that the Proponent has taken in his years-long crusade against the

Company

Background

Mr Missud is vexatious litigant1 who uses state and federal courts various

administrative bodies the internet and e-mail to force the Company and its subsidiary DH1

Mortgage to incur time and costs to respond to his frivolous claims Since 2004 Mr Missud

has waged this extensive campaign against the Company and certain of its officers subsidiaries

agents and attorneys Mr Missuds grievance dates back to November 2003 when Mr Missud

and his wife Julie Missud entered into written agreement with the Company to purchase

new home in Nevada and elected to apply for primary residence financing with DHI Mortgage

In March 222012 order the U.S District Court for the Northern District of California

granted the Companys motion to declare the Proponent vexatious litigant and barred him

from filing complaints with the court against the Company without first obtaining leave of

court See Exhibit at page 23 In September 242012 order the U.S District Court for

the Northern District of California similarly declared the Proponent vexatious litigant and

barred him from filing complaints with the court against any judicial entities without first

obtaining leave of court See Exhibit at page
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In February 2004 the Company notified the Missuds that they had not completed or satisfied

lender-required documentation in order to receive primary residence loan approval by DHI

Mortgage

The Missuds risked forfeiting their earnest money and deposit if loan approval was not

obtained in timely manner which is customary condition in home purchase contracts

factor affecting the Missuds loan application was that it appeared that their home purchase

would not qualify for primary residence financing from DHI Mortgage and that they would

need to pursue secondary residence financing unless further infonnation was provided to

support their application The Missuds who resided in California at the time and have

apparently resided in California since that time did not satisfy DHI Mortgages underwriting

guidelines for primary residence financing The Missuds thereafter advised the Company and

DHI Mortgage that they would finance the home purchase through an outside lender not

affiliated with the Company or DHI Mortgage The Missuds did not forfeit any of their earnest

money or deposit In March 2004 the Missuds closed escrow on the home with their chosen

outside lender instead of DHI Mortgage

Mr Missud then launched his campaign against the Company Apparently the Missuds

believed the Company intentionally sought to harm and defraud them in the home buying and

financing process since DHI Mortgage asked them to provide lender-required information and

documentation in support of their primary residence financing application prior to completing

their DHI Mortgage loan Among other things Mr Missuds ongoing campaign includes the

actions listed below

Mr Missud has stated in communications to the Company its counsel and others

including government officials and media outlets that he intends to harm the

Company and its reputation because of the Companys alleged attempts to defraud

him Several examples follow and we note in particular that some of the examples

involve allegations by Mr Missud that certain judges who have ruled on his claims

related to the Company are corrupt similar to the concerns raised in the 2014

Proposal

In cover letter to the Commission dated August 172011 which Mr Missud

also sent to various government officials media outlets and others Mr Missud

listed three reasons for which he believed inclusion of his 2012 proposal in the

Companys 2012 proxy statement was required In summary the reasons listed

by Mr Missud included that the Company had participated in ultra-vires acts

iithe Company or its mortgage company was participating in illegal financial

activities and iiioverwhelming evidence had been gathered that proved that

Company executives had corrupted officials and judges in several states In the

same cover letter Mr Missud claimed that the federal civil rights and corruption

lawsuit filed by Mr Missud would soon name the Company as an additional
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defendant in an August 2011 letter to the Company Mr Missud referenced

adding the Company to RICO lawsuit and naming Donald Horton

personally to the lawsuit to satisf the punitive damages aspect of Mr Missuds

threatened lawsuit Mr Horton is the Companys Chairman of the Board See

Exhibit

In an e-mail to the Companys outside legal counsel government officials and

media outlets Mr Missud stated in reference to legal proceedings against the

Company relating to the alleged fraud Im looking forward to Companys
financial evisceration See Exhibit

In an e-mail to the Companys outside legal counsel Mr Missud stated that as

result of the alleged fraud will eviscerate their company to the

Company deplete their vast bank accounts destroy their reputations and

hopefully cause as much psychological and physiological damage to them as they

have to thousands of better Americans See Exhibit

In another letter to the Companys outside legal counsel relating to the alleged

fraud Mr Missud wrote In our former matters you and all your Sesame Street

friends made things very difficult and expensive for me in court In response my
solution was to make my puny personal grievance 10000 times more expensive

for Elmo arid Grover Horton and Tomnitz Mr Missud continued in the same

letter As before my reaction is to make things horrendously expensive for the

brothers from DeliveranceTM outside of court It is now again time to sponsor as

many class actions regarding construction defects misrepresentations and fraud as

possible... See Exhibit Donald Tomnitz is the Companys Vice

Chairman President and Chief Executive Officer

In letter from Mr Missud dated August 2009 and posted publicly to Mr
Missuds website http//drhortonsjudges.info Mr Missud claimed that the

Company and its mortgage company along with various state and federal judges

and officials and attorneys were conspiring to commit RICO violations relating to

the alleged fraud In this letter Mr Missud stated that My intent is to ruin the

reputations of the named individuals and corporations and to expose the various

governmental entities responsible for DHIs predatory lending.. See

Exhibit

In September 22 2008 letter sent to various government officials media outlets

and others Mr Missud stated with respect to the alleged fraud Unless things

are made right will cause this to the Companys alleged fraudulent

activities to become national scandal eclipsing Enron MCI Tyco Ameriquest

Countrywide Bear Stearns Indymac Lehman Bros Merrill Lynch Wachovia
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WaMu Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac $25B AIG $85B Goldman

Sachs/Morgan Stanley rescue Mortgage Securities Bailout $700B
See Exhibit

In letter to the office of the Chief Trial Counsel/intake of the State Bar of

California dated September 21 2009 Mr Missud expressed his frustration that

the State Bar of California was not reacting to his satisfaction to his claims against
the Company and its attorneys and various judges and officials involved in

matters regarding his allegations In this letter Mr Missud stated In 2008
appealed to class action litigators to do what and apparently everyone else could

not do namely touch the untouchable Donald Horton and his Third Reich He
later stated in the same letter Now in 2009 have run out of appeals and

patience but have rather gone straight to the media to expose the official judicial

corruption Instead of only crying wolf way back in 2004 should have been

screaming holocaust See Exhibit

In an e-mail addressed to State and Federal Agents dated August 2010 and
sent to various government officials and attorneys Mr Missud continued to

express his personal belief that the Company state and federal judges and

government officials are corrupt because they took actions he did not like

regarding his allegations In the e-mail Mr Missud stated Since its obvious

that the criminal directors at DIII are to walk because of their political

connections am now filing my papers first with the media We are up to several

corrupted commissioners in two states several corrupted judiciaries in perhaps
three states several corrupted council people from at least states clear

violations of both state and federal laws in 27 states and very clear retaliation

against federal whistle blower from California Americans will be protected

from Donalds Horton and Tomnitz despite Nevadas best efforts at concealment

and suppression See Exhibit

In July 2013 e-mail to various judges and government officials regarding the

Companys quarterly financial results he named numerous judges and stated

Well done judgeS....The racketeer that youve all a$$i$ted had another great

quarter financially raping more victims See Exhibit

Mr Missud has also exhibited his animus toward the Company in communications to

other governmental entities

In an April 2012 e-mail addressed to SEC agents and also forwarded to the

Company Mr Missud stated his intent to revise the stockholder proposal that be

submitted to the Company for the 2012 Annual Meeting of Stockholders to
reflect the fact that every single DHI shareholder is in the dark about DHJs 27-
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state interstate racketeering made possible by the SEC and which is furthered

with judicial help The e-mail also referred to one of the Companys new

developments and stated Once the 38 homes the new development are sold

will contact the new owners to see ifthey also got bait and switch financing bait

and switch materials homes replete with construction defects and/or illegal

denied warranty Ive stock-piled hundreds of these daily notices See Exhibit

Mr Missud submitted an affidavit to U.S District Court in connection with

lawsuit he brought against several courts and judges he alleges in part that they

had ignored the purported fraud against him and are corrupt After serving

subpoena to John Stumpf the Chief Executive Officer of Wells Fargo

Company Mr Missud submitted an affidavit to the court regarding the subpoena

In his affidavit which is dated August 292012 and which he forwarded to the

Company Mr Missud stated that Mr Stump testimony would be necessary to

prove that Wells Fargo and the Company together originated thousands of

predatory loans which caused the nations foreclosure crisis The affidavit then

stated that if Mr Stumpf pleads the Fifth Amendment Mr Missud will

alternatively ask him to confirm Mr Missuds ownership of Company stock

which entitles Missud to SEC 14a-S printing of his Proposal for Action in

DHIs forthcoming Proxy Statement See Exhibit Mr Missuds rationale

was that Mr Stumpfs testimony would serve as the required proof of ownership

from DTC participant regarding Mr Missuds ownership of Company stock

Mr Missud has filed numerous separate lawsuits against the Company its subsidiaries

and various Company officers and personnel related to his personal grievance against the

Company Although Mr Missud is an attorney he has demonstrated little regard for legal

process and procedure in pursuing his personal claims and grievances against the Company as

demonstrated by the following recent court findings

In PatrickA Missud eta D.R Horton Inc et Case No 07A55 1662 filed on

November 13 2007 in the District Court of Nevada County of Clark alleging the

Company defrauded Mr Missud and his wife by engaging in scheme to illegally

condition the sale of the home on the use of the Companys affiliated lender the court

ruled on July 20 2010 that Mr Missud was in contempt of court and that he was in

violation of stipulated protective order The court also awarded the Company
reasonable costs and attorney fees See Exhibit In making its ruling the court

made the following findings of fact and conclusions of law

Patrick Missud admitted to sending threatening communications to witnesses

and counsel in connection with this litigation
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There are varying degrees of willfulness of the Plaintiffs Missud and his

wife Julie Missud ranging from knowing willful and intentional conduct with an

intent to prevent the Defendants Horton Inc et al being able to identify

the true facts and interview witnesses and more simple intimidation However
the multiple incidents of threats are so pervasive as to exacerbate the prejudice

rather than if each instant were treated as an isolated incident

There is public policy to prevent further abuses and deter litigants from

threatening witnesses in an attempt to advance their claims

There is clear and convincing evidence that Plaintiff Patrick Missud is

knowingly and
intentionally in violation of this Stipulated Protective Order and

that he is knowingly and intentionally in contempt of Court

As result of the discovery abuse and the contempt the Plaintiffs Amended

Complaint is stricken

In Patrick Missud Di Horton Inc et Case No Al31566 appeal filed on

July 2011 in the California Court of Appeal the court ruled against Mr Missud on
November 22 2011 in his request to overturn monetary judgment against him in

Nevada state court See Exhibit Mr Missuds initial complaint in the Nevada

case alleged that the Company defrauded Mr Missud in the purchase of his home
similar to the concerns raised in the Proponents 2014 submission The California

Court of Appeals found on page of its order Setting aside these procedural

inadequacies Missuds briefs contain no comprehensible legal argument as to why
the order he challenges should be reversed

In Patrick Missud and Julie Missud D.R Horton Inc and DIII Mortgage
Company LId Case No 56502 appeal filed on July 26 2010 in the Nevada

Supreme Court the court affirmed the dismissal of the Missuds action against the

Company and DHI Mortgage on November 22 2011 See Exhibit In this case the

Missuds alleged that the Company and DIII Mortgage had defrauded them in the

purchase of their home similar to the concerns raised in the Proponents 2014

submission The trial courts dismissal was based on its detennination that the

Missuds had engaged in abusive litigation tactics and that they were in contempt of

district court protective order In particular the Missuds had among other things

threatened the Companys and DIII Mortgages employees The Nevada Supreme
Court concluded that the trial court did not abuse its discretion in sanctioning

appellants for litigation abuses or in finding them in contempt of court for violating

the protective order
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On March 22 2012 the Company was dismissed from another of Mr Missuds

lawsuits Patrick Missud Stae ofNevada el al Case No C-I 1-3567 EMC See

Exhibit supra Mr Missuds initial complaint for this case was filed in the U.S

District Court for the Northern District of California on July 20 2011 and was

amended to add the Company as defendant on October 28 2011 The court noted

on page of its order Although Missudj does not describe the particular

transactions that give rise to his complaint it appears the root of his dissatisfaction

with Horton gave rise to the lawsuit originates from his dealings with Horton

and DHJ in conjunction with his purchase of home in Nevada Mr
Missuds complaints against the Company stemming from his home purchase which

gave rise to this case are also some of the same general issues he addresses in his

2014 submission The court found that Mr Missuds claims were vexatious and

harassing

Specifically the court found on page 16 of its order that Mr Missuds claims

against Horton have lacked any credible factual basis and Plaintiff has refused to

comply with the Court rules and procedures in making his claims

The court further found on page 19 of its order that he is motivated more by

obtaining press for himself and imposing expense on Horton than by any

legitimate claim for relief

The court also found on pages 20-2 of its order that Mr Missud has

demonstrated intent to continue frivolously litigating against Defendant Horton

and others in spite ofjudicial rulings against him

Finally the court on page 24 of its order referred Mr Missuds actions to the

State Bar and the Standing Committee on Professional Conduct

Both the Company and DHI Mortgage have prevailed against Mr Missud in his pursuit

of his frivolous claims See e.g Patrick Missua et aL D.R Horton Inc et al in Exhibit

supra However Mr Missud has refused to pay judgment against him in Nevada resulting

in the Company and DHI Mortgage seeking to domesticate the judgment in California where the

Missuds reside In retaliation Mr Missud has filed in federal court complaints for public

corruption civil rights and RICO violations against the State of Nevada and numerous other

entities administrative bodies officials and judges See e.g Exhibit While the Company
and DHI Mortgage are not parties to these federal lawsuits the complaints do refer to these

entities and Mr Missud has threatened to include the Company at his discretion at later time

See Exhibit supra at pages and

Furthermore like the cases against the Company that are discussed in the above bullet

points courts in Mr Missuds related lawsuits against other parties have recognized the frivolous

and abusive nature of his litigation
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in Patrick Missud San Francisco Superior Court et aL Case No 12-031 17

WHA filed in the U.S District Court for the Northern District of California on

June 18 2012 Mr Missud sued multiple courts claiming in part that they had

ignored the purported fraud against him and were corrupt The court on

September 42012 cancelled an upcoming hearing and ordered Mr Missud to show

cause as to why he should not be found to be vexatious litigant in that case See

Exhibit The court subsequently ruled Mr Missud to be vexatious litigant See

Exhibit supra

In Patrick Alexandre Missua Iv San Francisco Superior Court et aL Case No 12-

15371 appeal filed in the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals on February 22 2012 the

court issued decision as to one of Mr Missuds appeals in that case the initial

complaint of which referred to his grievance with the Company on September
2012 See Exhibit The decision summarily affirmed the district courts judgment
because the circuit court found that the questions raised in this appeal are so

insubstantial as not to require further argument

In addition to the knowing and willful contempt of court and other abuses by Mr Missud

in the above matters Mr Missud has admitted to violations of various California Rules of

Professional Conduct rn litigation matters involving himself and the Company In letter to the

Office of the Chief Trial Counsel/Intake of the State Bar of California dated August 26 2009
Mr Missud demanded the State Bar of California investigate his own actions See Exhibit In

summary Mr Missud claimed he has committed the following violations in connection with his

grievances and/or lawsuits against the Company

Threatened administrative charges to gain advantage in his civil dispute

Publicly made extra-judicial statements that he knew would have substantial

likelihood of materially prejudicing an adjudicative proceeding and

Directly and extra-judicially contacted federal judges without consent of any of the

parties in the relevant cases

In addition in reference to his claims against the Company Mr Missud stated After having

donated over $100000 and nearly three years of time pursuing consumer redress have now

turned to leveraging corporations with threats of administrative discipline and widespread

internet broadcasting to gain an advantage specifically for myself and generally for others See

Exhibit supra

Furthermore after conducting full trial the State Bar Court of California recently

entered an Order placing Mr Missuds California Bar enrollment on involuntary inactive

status and recommending to the Supreme Court of California that he be disbarred The Order
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copy of which is attached as Exhibit hereto found that Mr Missud has total disdain for the

legal profession and the judicial process Also pertinent to the 2014 Proposal the Order quotes
Mr Missud as saying Im determined to catch even more judges... want to make it in the

Guinness Book of World Records for the number corporate judges netted in single sting
The Order also makes the following specific findings against Mr Missud based on clear and

convincing evidence maintaining unjust actions committing acts of moral turpitude

two counts communicating with represented party failing to obey court orders two
counts and failing to report judicial sanctions As noted in the Order the professional

misconduct that formed the basis for the courts actions took place in the cases Mr Missud had

brought against the Company The Order refers to Mr Missuds 2004 home purchase states that

an issue arose regarding Mr Missuds mortgage loan and states that Itihis issue then gave
rise to Missuds litigious battle in at least eight lawsuits multiple motions and appeals in

California and Nevada during the next seven years It was Mr Missuds behavior in the midst

of these lawsuits motions and appeals that formed the basis for the courts recommendations

See Exhibit supra

The Company believes the courts findings enumerated above the number of lawsuits

filed or threatened to be filed by the Missuds against any party involved in his complaints

including state and federal judges and administrative officials and Mr Missuds admissions in

his letter to the State Bar of California further demonstrate that Mr Missud will take highly

unusual and egregious actions in pursuing his personal grievances against the Company His

actions of making pervasive threats against the Company certain employees of the Company and
the Companys counsel demonstrate that the litigation is personal to him as is the 2014 Proposal

because both the litigation claims and the 2014 Proposal involve the Company and its wholly-
owned mortgage company DHI Mortgage and all of his claims and the 2014 Proposal derive

from the same instance his home purchase from the Company in 2004 We believe based on
the actions taken by Mr Missud that he is using the stockholder proposal process as another

means to seek redress of his personal claims and grievances

In addition to the cases discussed above Mr Missud has filed or participated in

numerous state and federal lawsuits and court filings against the Company its subsidiaries and

various Company officers and personnel related to his personal claims and grievances against the

Company These lawsuits are described below Each of the lawsuits described below copies of

which are available upon request was filed by Mr Missud either in his own name2 or in the

Patrick Missud Patrick Missud and Patrice Missud are the same person as

stated by Mr Missud in court testimony See Exhibit excerpt from court transcript dated

July 20 2010 in Case No A-55 1662 and an example where these names were used in the

same caseCase No CVO7-02625-SBA
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names of him and his wife with Mr Missud representing himself or himself and his wife Each

of the suits described below was dismissed by the respective court

Patrice Missudv D.R Horton eta Case No 05-444247 filed on

August 22 2005 in the Superior Court of the State of California in and for the County
of San Francisco alleging infliction of emotional distress as result of DHI

Mortgages request to the Missuds to provide lender-required information in

connection with their loan application which Mr Missud claimed had manifested in

severe abdominal pain and the passing of lddney stones and including DHI Mortgage
and certain Dlii Mortgage agents as co-defendants

Patrice Missudv Di Horton eta Case No COC 05-447499 filed on
December 2005 in the Superior Court of the State of California in and for the

County of San Francisco alleging the same claims as his first lawsuit and including

Dlii Mortgage and certain DHI Mortgage agents as co-defendants

Patrice Missu ci al Di Horton Inc ci Case No CGC 06-457207 filed

on October 23 2006 in the Superior Court of the State of California in and for the

County of San Francisco alleging the defendants defrauded Mr Missud and his wife

by engaging in scheme to illegally condition the sale of the home on the use of the

Companys affiliated lender and including DHI Mortgage the Companys Chairman

of the Board and Vice Chairman President and Chief Executive Officer and certain

DHI Mortgage agents as co-defendants

Patrice Missua ci D.R Horton Inc ci Case No C07-2625 JL filed on

May 17 2007 in the United States District Court for the Northern Division District of

California alleging many of the same claims set forth in Mr Missuds earlier suits as

well as additional claims relating to supposed retaliation against him by the Company
and including Dlii Mortgage the Companys Chairman of the Board and Vice

Chairman President and Chief Executive Officer and certain DH1 Mortgage agents

as co-defendants and

Patrice Missu4 ci D.R Horton Inc eta Case No C10-0235 SI filed on

January 19 2010 in the United States District Court for the Northern Division District

of California alleging many of the same claims set forth in Mr Missuds earlier suits

as well as additional claims relating to supposed retaliation against him by the

Company and including Dlii Mortgage the Companys Chairman of the Board and

Vice Chairman President and Chief Executive Officer certain DHI Mortgage agents

Yahoo Inc the Governor of the State of Texas the Texas Attorney General and two

federal judges and federal magistrate as co-defendants In this complaint Mr
Missud alleges that the defendants are in RICO conspiracy against him and that

Yahoo Inc dc-listed his websites
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Mr Missud has also engaged in an extensive letter-writing and e-mail campaign against

the Company because of the alleged harm he experienced following DHI Mortgages request to

the Missuds to provide lender-required information in connection with their loan application

Since September 201 Mr Missud has written in excess of 1300 e-mails to the Company

certain of its employees and/or its legal counsel sometimes upwards of five c-mails per day Mr
Missud also has sent mass mailings to homeowners living in communities developed and built by

the Company or its affiliates and/or subsidiaries regarding alleged wrongdoing by the Company
and various related individuals These mass mailings have solicited individuals to retain Mr
Missud to bring lawsuits against the Company and its affiliates

In addition to his lawsuits and his letter-writing/e-mail campaign Mr Missud has created

several websites denigrating the Company and the judges who heard some of the lawsuits he has

filed including www.drhortonsjudges.info and www.drhortonsucks.info See Exhibit The

content on these websites further illustrates Mr Missuds elaborate and ongoing campaign

against the Company related to the alleged harm he experienced following DHI Mortgages

request to the Missuds to provide lender-required information in connection with their loan

application The website content also illustrates Mr Missuds belief as stated in his 2014

Proposal that the Company has been buying judge For example the

www.drhortonsjudges.info website describes court decision against the Company that Mr
Missud lost and then states Perhaps judge can point to Several hundred thou$and reaSons

why She found for DIlL See Exhibit

Discussion

The Staff consistently has concurred that stockholder proposal may be excluded

pursuant to Rule 14a-8i4 as involving the redress of personal claim or grievance when the

proposal is used as an alternative forum to press claims that proponent has asserted in

litigation closely analogous situation was presented in General Electric Co avail

Feb 2005 There the proponent former employee of NBC filed complaint with the

Equal Employment Opportunity Commission EEOC and lawsuit in federal court alleging

sexual harassment and discrimination on the basis of race and sex The EEOC matter was

concluded in the companys favor and the lawsuit was dismissed The proponent then submitted

stockholder proposal to General Electric asking the companys CEO to reconcile the

dichotomy between the diametrically opposed positions represented by his acquiescence in

allegations of criminal conduct and the personal certification requirements of Sarbanes-Oxley

In addition the proponent and her attorney sent number of letters to the company and made

statements at the companys annual meetings referencing the litigation The proponent also

operated website on which she discussed her claims against the company The Staff concurred

that the proposal could be excluded from the companys proxy statement because it related to the

redress of personal claim or grievance or was designed to result in benefit to the proponent or

further personal interest which was not shared with the companys other stockholders at large

See General Electric Co avail Jan 12 2007 same General Electric Co avail Jan 2006



Office of Chief Counsel

Division of Corporation Finance

September 25 2013

Page 14

same see also American Express Co avail Jan 13 2011 proposal to amend the code of

conduct to include mandatory penalties for non-compliance was excludable as personal

grievance when brought by former employee who previously had sued the company for

discrimination and defamation ConocoPhillips Co avail Mar 2008 recon denied

Mar 25 2008 proposal that the board establish committee to oversee an investigation of

company involvement with state sponsors of terrorism was excludable as personal grievance

when brought by stockholder who had unsuccessflully sued the company relating to plane

crash that killed his wife an employee of the company while on business trip to the Middle

East Schiumberger Ltd avail Aug 27 1999 proposal that the company form an impartial

fact-finding committee relating to the companys corporate merger and establish Statement

of Fair Business Principles was excludable as personal grievance when brought by

stockholder who had unsuccessfully sued the company to recover finders fee that he alleged

was due in connection with the merger Station Casinos Inc avail Oct 15 1997 proposal to

maintain liability insurance excludable as personal grievance when brought by the attorney of

guest at the companys casino who filed suit against the company to recover damages from an

alleged theft that occurred at the casino international Business Machines Corp avail

Jan 31 1995 proposal to institute an arbitration mechanism to settle customer complaints

excludable when brought by customer who had an ongoing complaint against the company in

connection with the purchase of software product

We believe that it is clear that the 2014 Proposal and supporting statement on its face

relates to the redress of personal claim against the Company We also believe that given the

Proponents history with the Company related to his lawsuits the 2014 Proposal would be

excludable as relating to redress of personal claim or grievance even if the 2014 Proposal on its

face involved matter of general interest to all stockholders See Release No 34-19135 avail

Oct 14 1982 stating that proposals phrased in broad terms that might relate to matters which

may be of general interest to all security holders may be omitted from registrants proxy

materials if it is clear from the facts that the proponent is using the proposal as tactic

designed to redress personal grievance or fi.irther personal interest For example in The

Dow Chemical Co avail Mar 2003 proposal was properly excluded where it requested

that the board establish Review Committee to investigate the use and possible abuse of its

carbon tetrachioride and carbon disulfide products as grain fumigants by grain workers and

issue report on how to compensate those injured by the product While the proposal on its face

might have involved matter of general interest the Staff granted no-action relief because the

proponent was pursuing lawsuit against the company on the basis of an alleged injury

purportedly tied to the grain fumigants Similarly in MGM Mirage avail Mar 192001
proposal that would require the company to adopt written policy regarding political

contributions and furnish list of any of its political contributions was found to be excludable

under Rule l4a-8i4 when submitted by proponent who had tiled number of lawsuits

against the company based on its decisions to deny the proponent credit at the companys casino

and subsequently to bar the proponent from the companys casinos See also Medical

Information Technology Inc avail Mar 2009 proposal that the company comply with
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govermnent regulations that require businesses to treat all stockholders the same was excludable

as personal grievance when brought by former employee of the company who was involved

with an ongoing lawsuit against the company regarding claims that the company had
undervalued its stock State Street Corp avail Jan 2007 proposal that the company
separate the positions of chairman of the board and CEO and provide for an independent

chairman was excludable as personal grievance when brought by former employee after

being ejected from the companys previous annual meeting for disruptive conduct Sara Lee

Corp avail Aug 10 2001 permitting the company to omit stockholder proposal regarding

policy for pre-approval of certain types of payments where the proponent had personal interest

in subsidiary which the company had sold and where the proponent participated in litigation

related to the subsidiary and directly adverse to the company

The Proposal and the facts surrounding it are also very similar to the facts and proposal
from the same Proponent in last years DR Horton Inc avail Oct 23 2012 There the

proposal recited several allegations of wrongdoing by the Company including fraudulent

mortgage originations and requested an audit. for compliance with federal and state laws
and that the Board confirmsfor the record that DHI Mortgage conforms to the requirements

contained within its own corporate governance documents emphasis in original The

Company argued and the Staff concurred that the proposal could be excluded as relating to the

redress of the Proponents personal claim or grievance against the Company stemming from the

Proponents 2004 home purchase Likewise the Proponents 2014 Proposal relates to his 2004
home purchase and his ongoing personal claims and grievances against the Company stemming
from that home purchase The Proponents 2014 Proposal refers to the Companys alleged

buying ofjudges to conceal its alleged corporate predation of real flesh-and-blood itizens
relating to mortgage lending at DHI Mortgage As discussed at length above these are the same

allegations the Proponent has made in connection with his personal litigation against the

Company and throughout his ongoing campaign against the Company its subsidiaries and
various Company officers and personnel including on his website www.drhortonsjudges.info

As discussed above Mr Missud vexatious litigant has been unsuccessful in his

extensive campaign against the Company in state and federal courts Mr Missud has also been
unsuccessful in having his stockholder proposals included in the Companys proxy materials

since the Companys 2009 Annual Meeting of Stockholders The 2014 Proposal merely reflects

Mr Missuds attempt to blame judicial corruption for his lack of success in both the judicial

system and the stockholder proposal process for his baseless claims of fraud Specifically Mr
Missud has alleged in numerous instances that his lack of success against the Company is due to

the corruption of various state and federal judges and administrative officials Mr Missud has

further claimed that the Company or certain of the Companys officers have bribed state and

federal judges and administrative officials to rule against Mr Missud in his actions against the

Company The 2014 Proposal is based on Mr Missuds unfounded beliefs that the Company has

bought or bribed judges in order that the Company may participate in illegal lending activities
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an unfounded and unsubstantiated allegation from which Mr Missud has claimed to be victim

dating back to 2004 In all cases his claims have been found to be without merit or factual basis

As discussed above the Proponents lawsuits and letter-writing campaign against the

Company have remained active since the time of the no-action request that we submitted last

year on September 17 2012 As in the no-action letter precedent discussed above it is clear

from the facts that the Proponent is using this 2014 Proposal as tactic to seek redress for his

personal grievances against the Company and thus the 2014 Proposal is excludable under

Rule 14a-8i4

Request for Future No-Action Relief

We also ask that the Staff further state that such no-action relief shall apply to any future

submissions to the Company of the same or similar proposal by the Proponent and that this

letter be deemed to satisfy the Companys future obligations under Rule 14a-8 with respect to the

same or similarproposals submitted by the Proponent The Staff has permitted companies to

apply no-action responses to any future submissions of same or similar proposal by

proponent where proponent has long-standing history of confrontation with company and

that history is indicative of personal claim or grievance within the meaning of Rule 14a-8i4
See Staff Legal Bulletin No 14 July 13 2001 SLB 14 In rare circumstances we

may grant forward-looking relief if company satisfies its burden of demonstrating that the

shareholder is abusing rule 14a-8 by continually submitting similar proposals that relate to

particular personal claim or grievance see also General Electric Co avail Dec 20 2007
General Electric Co avail Jan 12 2007 discussed above Cabot Corporation avail

Nov 1994 Texaco Inc avail Feb 15 1994 General Electric Co avail Jan 25 1994

As noted above the 2014 Proposal represents the sixth stockholder proposal that the

Proponent has submitted to the Company relating to the Companys alleged misconduct and the

latest in series of actions that the Proponent has taken over the last nine years to pursue his

claims against the Company See D.R Horton Inc avail Oct 23 2012 concurring in the

exclusion of the Proponents proposal under Rule 14a-8i4 where the proposal requested that

the Company audit DIII Mortgage for compliance with law and confirm that DHI Mortgage
conforms to the requirements in its corporate governance documents D.R Horton Inc avail
Nov 16 2011same D.R Horton Inc avail Sept 302010 concurring in the exclusion of

nearly identical proposal from the Proponent under Rule 14a-8f D.R Horton Inc avail
Nov 16 2009 same D.R Horton Inc avail Nov 212008 concurring in the exclusion of

the Proponents proposal under Rule 14a-8f where the proposal requested among other things

that the Company adhere to all laws codes and regulations and enforce Company policies

regarding business conduct for employees officers and directors Thus it is apparent that the

Proponent continues to pursue his personal grievances with the Company The 2014 Proposal

relates to the Companys alleged misconduct as did the proposals submitted by the Proponent

for the Companys 20092010 20112012 and 2013 Annual Meetings of Stockholders for



Office of Chief Counsel

Division of Corporation Finance

September 252013

Page 17

which the Company requested and was granted no-action relief See D.R Horton Inc avail

Oct 23 2012 D.R Horton Inc avail Nov 16 2011 D.R Horton Inc avail

Sept 30 2010 D.R Horton Inc avail Nov 16 2009 D.R Horton Inc avail

Nov 21 2008 In addition the Proponent in May 29 2013 email to various news outlets

judges and others explicitly linked his past proposals regarding allegations of fraud antitrust

violations and predatory lending with the 2014 Proposal concerning allegations of buying

judgeS It proves to criminal standards that District judge Chen was corporate-bought by DHI

to di$mi$$ it from Suit Otherwise the Fortune-S 00 company would have had to disgorge

BillionS in RICO proceeds See Exhibit

Moreover as also noted the Proponent has made it clear that he intends to continue

submitting stockholder proposals to the Company in the future in order to advance his position

Specifically in the Proponents cover letter accompanying the 2012 proposal which the

Proponent included with his submission of the 2014 Proposal the Proponent stated My intent

is to be lifelong DHI shareholder and hold the requisite number of shares to entitle me to

submit proposals indefinitely See Exhibit supra

The Staff has previously granted forward-looking no-action relief in circumstances less

extreme than those at issue here in Exxon Mobil Corp avail Mar 2001 the Staff granted

forward-looking no-action relief upon companys second grant of no-action relief under

Rule 14a-8i4 where the proponent had long-standing personal grievance against the

company The company argued that it could exclude the proponents proposal from the

companys 2001 proxy materials in reliance on Rule 14a-8i4 The company also pointed out

that It had received no-action relief under Rule 14a-8i4 for the same proponents 2000

proposal and under procedural grounds for the proponents 1999 proposal See Exxon Mobil

Corp avail Mar 232000 Exxon Corp avail Dec 21 1998 The Staff granted the

companys no-action request under Rule 14a-8i4 and in view of the two
prior grantsonly

one of which was pursuant to Rule 4a-8i4the Staff also granted forward-looking no-action

relief

Here the Company received no-action relief under Rule 14a-8i4 for the previous two

proposals submitted by the Proponent for the Companys 2012 and 2013 Annual Meetings
more than the company in Exxon Mobil had received The Staffs granting of the request we

make today will be the third grant under Rule 14a-8i4 as to the Proponents proposals to the

Company Prior to receiving no-action relief under Rule 14a-8i4 for the Proponents 2012

proposal the Company had received no-action relief under procedural grounds three times

more than the company in Exxon Mobil had received Therefore consistent with Exxon Mobil

forward-looking no-action relief is warranted

In light of the no-action letter precedent the fact that the Proponent submitted proposals

for the last five years and the apparent intention of Proponent to continue his attempts to use the

Companys annual stockholders meetings to advance his grievances the Company respectfully
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requests the concurrence of the Staff that it will not recommend enforcement action ifthe

Company relies on Rule 4a-8i4 to exclude from all future proxy materials all future

proposals of the Proponent that are identical to or similar to the 2014 Proposal

CONCLUSION

Based upon the foregoing analysis we respectfully request that the Staff concur that it

will take no action if the Company excludes the 2014 Proposal from its 2014 Proxy Materials

We would be happy to provide you with any additional information and answer any questions

that you may have regarding this subject

If we can be of any further assistance in this matter please do not hesitate to call me at

817 390-8131 or Elizabeth Ising of Gibson Dunn Crutcher LLP at 202 955-8287

regards

Thomas Montano

Vice President Corporate and Securities Counsel

D.R Horton Inc

Enclosures

cc Patrick Missud

Elizabeth Ising Gibson Dunn Crutcher LLP
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From pat missud missudpat@yahoo.com

Sent Wednesday July 10 2013 108 PM

To foiapa@sec.gov hallr@sec.gov LivorneseJ@SEC.GOV oig@sec.gov sanfrancisco@sec.gov dfw@sec.gov

greener@sec.gov annie reding@usdoj.gov bonny.wong@usdoj.gov dennis.barghaan@usdoj.gov greener@sec.gov

Melanie Proctor@usdoj.gov eising@gibsondunn.com Thomas Montano John.G.Stumpf@wellsfargo.com

mike.heid@wellsfargo.com jerald.banwart@wellsfargo.com mary.coffin@wellsfargo.com sharon.cecil@wellsfargo.com

todd m.boothroyd@wellsfargo.com BoardCommunications@wellsfargo.com Richard Levy@wellsfargo.com

james.strother@wellsfargo.com raymond rn.lynch@wellsfargo.com

Cc josh.levin@citi.com dan.oppenheim@credit-suisse.com michaeLrehaut@jpmorgan.com david-i.goldberg@ubs.com

nishu.sood@db.corn FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-1 rstevensonpeoplemanagement.org steve.east@csfb.com

mross@bgbinc.com gs-investor-relations@gs.com Buck Horne@RaymondJames.com ivy@zelmanassociates.com

bberning@fppartners.com chris.hussey@gs.com joshua pollardgs.com adun.sharma@citi.com

jacqueline merrell@gs.com jason.a marcus@jpmorgan.com cbrian@tradethetrend.com rob.hansen@db.com

jesse.arocho-cruz@db.com jonathan.s.ellis@baml.com kenneth_zener@keybanccm.com jrahmani@kbw.com
rosteen@kbw.com jay.chhatbar@baml.com jonathan.s.ellis@baml.com jason.a marcus@jpmorgan.com
william.w.wong@jpmorgan.com arjun.sharma@citi.com kisha.rosario@jpmorgan.com

inquiries@guggenheimpartners.com jane.wongl@baml.com karen.frenza@gs.com william.alexis@credit-suisse.com

michael.dahl@credit-suisse.com kim@zelmanassociates.com karen.frenza@gs.com christina.c.Io@jpmorgan.com

angela.pruitt@dowjones.com nick.vonklock@dowjones.com george.stahl@dowjones.com cbrian@mysmartrend.com

pchu@fnno.com adam.rudiger@wellsfargo.com jack micenko@sig.com jhymowitz@philadelphiafinancial.com

steven.bachman@rbccm.com robert.wetenhall@rbccm.com

Subject Missuds 14A-8 Proposal for Action for Inclusion in DHI$ Proxy Statement

Good afternoon Mr Montano Ms Ising and $EC Agents-

Find attached and registered below my updated Proposal for Action for inclusion in DHI forthcoming Proxy
Statement As you can see from the attached WellsTrade Account again have sufficient share ownership



which entitles me to printing Per the contents of the Proposal Im not redressing any personal grievances Ive

amply demonstrated that DHI is involved in federal crimes including racketeering and corrupting state and

federal judges to conceal its 27-state antitrust violations predatory lending and mortgage fraud

Also please confirm with Well$ Fargos John $tumpf that my DHI share ownership i$ again $ufficient thi$

year He$ al$o copied on thi$ message along with hi$ legal coun$el which hope also knows criminal

defense

Thanks in advance and looking forward to
getting you all indicted

Pa ck Missud

four-year 18 Usc 15 13 Federal Informant

Forwarded Message
From ECF-CANDäcand.uscourts.ciov ECF-CANDcand.uscourts.Qov
To efihinccand.uscourts.gov

Sent Wednesday July 10 2013 1043 AM
Subject Activity in Case 412-cv-00161-DMR Missud State of Nevada et al Letter Brief

This is an automatic e-mail message generated by the CM/ECF system Please DO NOT RESPOND to

this e-mail because the niail box is unattended

NOTE TO PUBLIC ACCESS USERS Judicial Conference of the United States policy permits

attorneys of record and parties in case including pro se litigants to receive one free electronic copy of

all documents filed electronically if receipt is required by law or directed by the filer PACER access fees

apply to all other users To avoid later charges download copy of each docwnent during this first

viewing However if the referenced document is transcript the free copy and 30 page limit do not

apply

U.S District Court

California Northern District

Notice of Electronic Filing

The following transaction was entered by Missud Patrick on 7/10/2013 at 1043 AM and filed on 7/10/2013

Case Name Missud State of Nevada et

Case Number 412-cv-00161-DMR

Filer Patrick Alexandre Missud

WARNING CASE CLOSED on 07/17/2012

Document Number 191

Docket Text

Letter Brief $EC 14A-8 PROPOSAL FOR ACTION FOR INCLUSION IN DHI$ FORTHCOMING
PROXY STATEMENT IF THE $EC DOE$NT COMPEL PRINTING THEN HARRYMARKOPOLOS
WAS ONLYHALF RIGHT- THE $EC DOE$NTKNOWHOW TO REGULATE--- AND IT$

CORPORA TE-BOUGHT NOT TO REGULATE filed byPatrick Alexandre Missud Attachments
Exhibit Coltrane$ Judicial Corruption Exhibit Bulla$ Judicial Corruption Exhibit

Gonzalez Judicial Corruption Exhibit Gonzalez $ub$equent Judicial Corruption
Exhibit Nevada $upreme Court$ Judicial Corruption Exhibit Giorgi$ Judicial Corruption

Exhibit McGuine$$ Jenkin$ and Pollak$ Judicial Corruption Exhibit California

$upreme Court$ Judicial Corruption Exhibit Kahn$ Judicial Corruption 10 Exhibit

Divi$ion lll$ Judicial Corruption again 11 Exhibit California $upreme Court$ Judicial

Corruption again 12 Exhibit Chen$ Judicial Corruption in hi$ Order and in the Tran$cript
13 Exhibit Ryu$ Judicial Corruption 14 Exhibit Leavy Thoma$ and Murguia$ Judicial

Corruption 15 Exhibit Gould Clifton and Bybee$ Judicial Corruption 16 Exhibit



$COTU$ Judicial Corruption 17 Exhibit $COTU$ Future Judicial Corruption 18 Exhibit

$COTU$ 5th Round of Forthcoming Judicial CorruptionMissud Patrick Filed on 7/10/2013

412-cv-00161-DMR Notice has been electronically mailed to

Ann Marie Reding annie.reding@usdoj.gov bonny.wong@usdoj.gov

Patrick Alexandre Missud missudpat@yahoo.com

412-cv-00161-DMR Please see Local Rule 5-5 Notice has NOT been electronically mailed to

The following documents are associated with this transaction

Document descriptionMain Document

Original filenamePropForAct7-10-13.pdf

Electronic document Stamp
CANDStamp_ID977336 130 0/2013

1f263d0a80c1fD1deed4224f2cc862ed70e03446e53dcf7681384da300314

6e7461 4c433837ee383b85955e201 3a978ebd469fc19e6fa06004fc7490

Document descriptionExhibit Coltrane$ Judicial Corruption

Original filename Coltrane5.pdf

Electronic document Stamp
CANDStamp_ID977336 130 0/20131

a4ebl 9ab0e2d2f852808f96a7d778c4a3c75d5ea5a6 c7ba743046thfd8

Document descriptionExhibit Bulla$ Judicial Corruption

Original filenameBullasfi-Z- OCourtCvrUp.pdf

Electronic document Stamp
CANDStamp_ID977336 130 0/2013

190ba5241204017eea2b5d238ba4d09743f252bed9ee861d5eedf230

a0297df8384184af372e0c409 l9fb28lOelcf748e8cOd3dlfbfde9cld8d

Document descriptionExhibit Gonzalez Judicial Corruption

Original filename Gonzalez7- 13-1 0_A55 662.pdf

Electronic document Stamp
CANDStamp_ID977336 130 0/2013

dfO2b4bdf7d4O95 4220ce87d39d79673ef54ce8bba7e4a86c56a061a2b

Document descriptionExhibit Gonzalez $ub$equent Judicial Corruption

Original filenameGonzalez7-20- 10_A55 662Pg101 -162.pdf

Electronic document Stamp
CANDStamp_ID977336 130 0/2013

181 1b9ec327e386b8275744a4

2baa829fleO97O9af3l4IBdclfl2fccbed42473al6O83O2blfOalae939lJ

Document descriptionExhibit Nevada $upreme Court$ Judicial Corruption

Original filename 11-36104-11-22-1 2Ordr.pdf

Electronic document Stamp
CANDStamp_ID977336 130 0/2013

1f9b294be1 257d3d0d56f642fe1ceb573c242ee1efd0088a42 icelca

f85bb639 cd9b4b444847dedd59f75d6 141 23280ca6b67d0e7e30ea7 lcfl

Document descriptionExhibit Giorgi$ Judicial Corruption

Original filename Giorgi6-30- L5 0876.pdf

Electronic document Stamp
CANDStamp_ID977336 130 0/2013



1e43c808729c64670b18d2ceb60a8cd4d1 5e72

a2025768e72 c3fab494cl 7aa95ef5f67863a7 9Obcbcbe6 45a3fce4cfJ

Document descriptionExhibit McGuine$$ Jenkin$ and Pollak$ Judicial Corruption

Original filenameA131566_1 1-22-11.pdf

Electronic docwnent Stamp
CANDStamp_ID977336 130 0/20131

302b704ceb952c69194b90e5da29448d0fc83d0b91e40028f7ebf9ed61c7d
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Document descriptionExhibit California $upreme Court$ Judicial Corruption

Original filenameS198352.pdf

Electronic document Stamp
CANDStamp_ID977336 130 0/2013

2384b10ff1

8be9a90f590456e 9cccb90 OdO4672d9dd79bacbl 3aa8c4 8f92bc3855

Document descriptionExhibit Kahn$ Judicial Corruption

Original fllenameKahn_6-4- 2_5 0876.pdf

Electronic document Stamp
CANDStamp_ID977336 130 0/2013

1b6488d9thf780f2c5e3

eel fdcbde46f200bb7700606d5006e695be5c372ab9b83bcd8f4f48a9b6

Document descriptionExhibit Divi$ion 111$ Judicial Corruption again

Original filenameAffirm-N$C-DIV3-SCOTUS_1 1-28-1 2.pdf

Electronic document Stamp
CANDStamp_ID977336 130 0/20131 10

8c5ee64005 c3ba638 lb 4bb58f328eaeffl 3772b338a60bbfeadd940c90 14

a82494b7c5c31e7fd75c7502364a4ca3672310cabb8d0291 0f4b092eea75

Document descriptionExhibit California $upreme Courf$ Judicial Corruption again

Original filename $20761 9_Denied_l -30-13 .pdf

Electronic document Stamp

CANDStamp_ID977336 130 0/2013 11

5e08bbc6576a97af9a52e9ab9aa154d

7afeb986 1bfce457c84bacad9444f83e46a83f9ab9a78a3b2bc368f60d49

Document descriptionExhibit Chen$ Judicial Corruption in hi$ Order and in the Tran$cript

Original filenameJudicial_Corporate_RICO_Chen.pdf

Electronic document Stamp
CANDStamp_ID977336 130 13 12

cee9aaccd4574d529687ea42d6ad4fe4d46 5a6472929be433cabdf3f1 f749f

58Ocb8fO6a3Ob7782d8cOebdd c6f480 a697d8 fe50688b5 ci 3f04a05b

Document descriptionExhibit Ryu$ Judicial Corruption

Original filenameDkt79_161_ORDERTODISMISS.pdf

Electronic document Stamp
CANDStamp_ID977336 130 0/2013 13

e565fdaa55dbe6a82ac2aab92937f249ddead25b80fe805907 a7 164 lba
Document descriptionExhibit Leavy Thoma$ and Murguia$ Judicial Corruption

Original filename 12-1 5658_Dkt4 1_AFFIRM_5-2 -1 3.pdf

Electronic document Stamp
CANDStamp_ID977336 130 0/20131 14

736cfcOOd4c3dde244ci 19

535b7db955f0i 351 06e34df2fe67482e429885aec0a6b30014c94f9cdd5e1

Document descriptionExhibit Gould Clifton and Bybee$ Judicial Corruption



Original filename 16602_i 0-15-i 2_ORDER.pdf

Electronic docwnent Stamp

CANDStamp_ID977336 130 0/2013

43478f4f1 4ab1f3377aefd247 535fb9349cac5803f244ab779e6b6dc46b

Document descriptionExhibit $COTU$ Judicial Corruption

Original filename $COTU$_sold-out-America_4- 15-i 3.pdf

Electronic document Stamp
CANDStamp_ID977336 130 0/20131 16

1b44f09c5be88a73ed2 a9b7 f5f58343643af839d8087cf52f64ae 76d5ae

5dff874c2fa40ff933cfb884688m6787e6d7258 75f7c78d6d6355bb 1041

Document descriptionExhibit $COTU$ Future Judicial Corruption

Original filename 941 2_6- 12-1 3_V-6.PDF

Electronic document Stamp
CANDStamp_ID977336 130 0/2013 17

15a53b83d7e492d3913db163 19daf1bdecc972b577f53760fib96b4f93ec472c233

e4356b899aefD57ab1 4d2be42e9eb4a877adbec929703b1 867997c73 18b
Document descriptionExhibit $COTU$ 5th Round of Forthcoming Judicial Corruption

Original filenamneScotus_WritS2O76 9_4-25- 3PM.pdf

Electronic document Stamp
CANDStamp_ID977336 130 0/2013 18

81 637cf5250f4b4cfa805985

fi 77279049893c8b2d 740b09 3O2fe9O5ebdfl 3ce6334a07 3Ob62Ofddc



Patrick Missud

Attorney at Law

91 San Juan Ave

San Francisco CA 94112

415-584-7251 Office

415-845-5540 Cell

missudpat@yahoo.com

July 10 2012

Attn Corporate Counsel D.R Horton Inc

301 Commerce Street Suite 500

Fort Worth TX 76102

Re SEC 14A-8 Proposal for Action for inclusion with Dills Proxy Statement

Via E-mail tbrnontano@drhorton.com greener@sec.gov

Wall Street Syndicated Media FBI DOJ Registered C12-161 191

Attention Dill Board of Directors Corporate Counsel and Federal Agents

As DHI stockholder and under SEC Rule 14A-8 submit the following facts

and Proposal for Action at Dill next 2014 shareholder meeting Note that Ive had

sufficient share ownership for over four years to have prior Proposals published

Nevertheless both DHI and SEC feigned otherwise despite my submission of concrete

proof before thousands of witnesses and DHI own court-registration of my WelisTrade

statements evincing the required minimum number of shares Note that if the SEC again

doesnt compel DHI$ publication it will have proven it$ complicity in anf furtherance

of DHI$ 18 USC 1962 Corporate Racketeering

II DHI$ 18 USC 1962 Corporate racketeering al$o includes 201 Official and

Judicial Corruption

In Beaufort County South Carolina Special Magistrate Coltrane sold to DHI two

decisions which eliminated fundamental speech for two groups protesting DHI$ bait and

switch construction defects deceptive trade practices fraud 1658 -2224

In Clark County Nevada Discovery Commissioner Bulla lied on record feigning non-

receipt of pleadings and concrete proof of DHI$ predatory lending throughout Nevada

1662 June 22010 Transcript

Again in Nevada on July 13 2010 Presiding judge Gonzalez first locked media out of

her public courtroom then acknowledged FRE Rule-803 self-authenticated evidence

namely FTC and HUD records proving DHI$ mortgage fraud on Freddie and Fannie

and finally lied about registering her order in $upport of DHI$ criminal acts

Then on July 20th Gonzalez took over hours audio-video recorded testimony and

accepted 1500 records coinciding with Transcript page 124 -each of which proving

DHI$ interstate racketeering orchestrated from Nevada where the corporation finds $afe

haven to target the rest of the nation 1662 July 20 2010 Transcript

Nevadas Supreme Court ignored 5000 registered records in A55 1662 and twice

more in Appeal$ A56502 and 60563 because doing otherwise would have proven that $9

Billion DHI re-lie$ on judicially-immunejudge$ to di$mi$$ action$ which prove that it

illegally bundle$ predatory loans to home sales to achieve immen$e wealth



1950 and

http//caseinfo.nvsupremecourt.us/public/caseView.docsIID28728

San Francisco $uperior Court judge Giorgi ignored that Bulla lied about getting

sets of pleadings even the one tracked by confirmed USPS mail directly to her

chambers Gonzalez lied about registering her 7-13-10 order flaunted three rounds of

federal subpoenas for public records including the 7-20-10 video evidence of her

$coffing at the idea that DHI$ money shouldnt buy ju$tice 10876

CA First District Court of Appeals McGuiness Jenkins and Pollak who coordinated

with Nevadas $upreme Court to di$mi$$ the two respective appeals on the exact same

day 11-22-11 and in the exact same way -a coincidence made especially unlikely when

considering that NVs A56502 was pending decision for over 10 month$

131566 at http//appellatecases.courtinfo .ca gov/search.cfmdist

Californias $upreme Court ignored 1-7 above to Deny Writ 198352 without

offering any explanation whatSoever in another round of hear See and $peak no evil

Si 98352 at http //www.courts.ca gov/supremecourt.htm

The $uperior CourtS Kahn then ignored over 5000 FRE Rule-803 records registered

in 6-8 above including FTC HUD SEC FBI and state agency records -which must be

accepted for the truth of their Content said Content proving to criminal standards that

DHI is this Country$ most rabid predatory lender and far worse than the much smaller

KB Homes Ryland and Beazer Home$ which were already federally-investigated and

found liable for predatory lending and mortgage fraud throughout the nation

http//www fbi.gov/charlotte/press-releases/20 11 /former-beazer-rnortgage-loan-officer

charged-with-mortgage-fraud

10 CA First District Court of Appeals McGuiness Jenkins and Pollak again ignored

California Law and Denied Private Attorney General Missuds CCP 1021.5 Motion

after ignoring the 5000 records they admitted existed -but unlawfully didnt consider

135531 at htt//ape1latecases.courtinfo.ca gov/search.cfmdist 11

11 Californias $upreme Court then re-ignored 9-10 above to Deny Writ S207619

without offering any explanation what$oever in more three monkey$ Si 98352
at http//www.courts.ca.gov/supremecourt.htrn

12 The 9th District California Division$ judge Chen ignored i-li above hi$ own

Federal Rules of Evidence and the fact that jurisdiction was found over DHI in

California per judge Benitez C08-592 filed in the San Diego Division Chen did thi$ to

release DHI from $uit and $ave it billion$ in disgorgeable RICO proceed$ 11-3567

110 Transcript wherein Chen know$ juri$diction exi$t$ yet di$mi$$e$ DHI from suit

in hi$ Order 88 baSed in lack ofjuri$diction

13 The same DivisionS judge Ryu ignored 1-li above her own Federal Rules of

Evidence and the FRE-803 prima-facie facts that the $EC thrice-violated it$ own Rule

14A-8 and twice-flaunted the Freedom of Information Act -the first time for yearS to

prevent exposure of DHI$ ultra-vires act$ of antitrust tying predatory loans to home

sales -a practice made illegal ever since US Steel vs Former Enterprises 1969
http//supreme.iustia.com/cases/federal/us/394/495/ 12-161

14 The 9th Circuit$ Leavy Thomas and Murguia then ignored 1-12 above their own

FRE FRCP and over 5000 records cross-registered
in Cil-3567 and 12-161 to

di$mi$$ appeal 12-15658 which by-then proved that over dozen judgeS were corporate

bought by DHI in it$ de$perate effortS to $ave it$elf from bankruptcy if ever its 27-state



predatory lending were exposed in any court of law

15 The 9th CircuitS Gould Clifton and Bybee then ignored 1-13 above their own

FRE FRCP and over 5000 records cross-registered in 11-3567 and C12-161 to

di$mi$$ appeal 12-16602 which by-then already proved that over dozen judge$ and the

$EC were corporate-bought by DIII in it$ de$perate effort$ to $ave it$ Board of

Director$ from life-long pri$on $entence$ if ever their decade-long racketeering and

financial predation of consumers were exposed in any court of law
16 Then the penultimate U.S Supreme Court ignored 1-15 above the U.S Constitution

and the Bill of Rights Due Process Equality Privileges and Immunities Fairness Court

Access clauses when it Denied Writ 12-8 191 on April 15 2013 which proved to beyond

criminal standards that DHI in-great-part caused the $4 Trillion Mortgage Meltdown by

buying the $EC$ non-feasance much like Bernie Madoff got it to look the other way
while Harry Markopolos blew the whistle and exposed his Ponzi Scheme for over $even

year$ http//www.youtube.com/watchvuw_TguOtxSO

17 Know that the U.S Supreme Court will again ignore 1-16 above and Deny Review

of Writ 12-9412 which is In Conference on September 30 2013 because it prove$ with

the Nevada $upreme Court$ own document$ no le$$ that NevadaS Supreme Court is

juiced by D.R Horton Inc to provide safe haven from where it can financially

destroy families from 26 states outside of Nevada 12-9412 at

http//www suprernecourt gov/docket/docket.aspx

18 Also understand that the U.S Supreme Court will re-ignore 1-16 above to Deny
Review of Writ 12-10006 which prove$ with two Nevada three California and two

Federal Court$ own document$ that judge$ in the 9th District are on DHI$ payroll to

ignore every scrap of evidence which proves beyond any shadow of doubt that itS

decade-long bu$ine$$ model created hundred$ of thou$and$ of predatory lending

victim$ whove succumbed to foreclosures and bankruptcies which caused the collapse

of Bear-Stearns Lehman Brothers and the U.S economy in November 2008

12-10006 at http//www.suprernecourt.gov/docket/docket.aspx

Mr Montano- You will print the following 22 words in the forthcoming Proxy Statement

PROPOSAL FOR ACTION
Resolved That DHI will

stop buying judge$ to conceal it$ decade-long Citizen$-United

corporate predation of real flesh-and-blood itizens

Thanks in advance

PctrCck Cud
Patrick Missud Proponent

Shareholder with sufficient share ownership since years and

Federal Informant and Qui-Tam Relator for years



Patrick Missud

Attorney at Law

91 San Juan Ave

San Francisco CA 94112

415-584-7251 Office

415-845-5540 Cell

missudpat@yahoo.com

May 16 2012

Attn Corporate Counsel D.R Horton Inc

301 Commerce Street Suite 500

Fort Worth TX 76102

Re Proposal for Action

Via E-mail tbmontanodrhorton.com greenersec.gov

Wall Street Syndicated Media

Registered as docket 99 in 2-CV- 161 -DMR

Attention DHI Board of Directors Corporate Counsel and Federal Agents

As DHI stockholder under SEC Rule 14a-8 submit the following facts and Proposal

for DIII forthcoming 2013 shareholder meeting Note that have owned the sufficient

number of shares for at least three years to submit this Proposal for publication in DHIs

forthcoming Annual Report Note that if the SEC does not compel DIII to publish this

will further prove the $ECs complicity in corporate racketeering This DHI scandal has

been gift wrapped and packaged far better than Harry Markopoulos expose of Bernie

Madoff

Mr Montano- You will print the following 494 words in the forthcoming 10k

PROPOSAL FOR ACTION

On July 2009 the DOJ HUD and SEC deferred prosecution against Beazer Homes

which admitted to several fraudulent mortgage origination and accounting practices BZH

agreed to provide $50 million in restitution for consumers in and around North Carolina

Some of Beazers mortgage fraud included interest rate manipulation inflating home

base prices to cover incentives and lack of due diligence when completing stated income

loans

There is absolute proof that DIII has engaged in even more egregious fraud but on

much larger nationwide scale Under the Freedom of Information Act hundreds of

consumer complaints are available from the FTC and IIUD regarding DHIs fraudulent

nationwide mortgage origination in over 23 states In Virginias federal circuit HUD

submitted nearly 7700 administrative records showing that DIII and other builders

violated RESPA laws 1324 In Georgia the Yeatman class action alleges



similar RESPA violations specific to DHI At DHI Virginias Rippon

Landing development the FBI discovered appraisal fraud to artificially boost home sales

The Southern California Wilson class action alleged extortive antitrust tying of DHIs

mortgage services to home sales Dozens of others have also claimed the

same Betsinger NV A503 121 A50510 Bevers 09-cv-2015 Dodson A07-ca-230
Moreno 08-cv-845 Missud 07-2625-SBA Scores of cases have been filed in state

and federal courts all alleging similar DHI Mortgage fraud deceptive trade and antitrust

violations Publicly posted web sites also corroborate these findings with hundreds of

consumer complaints dealing with DHIs fraudulent mortgage originations and illegal

tying of DHI Mortgages services to home sales not to mention rampant construction

defects

The consumeraffairs website is already top search result when merely searching for

Horton Dozens of other consumer protections sites similarly and independently

report the same recounts of fraudulent DHI mortgage origination The last Power

new home builder origination study rated DHI Mortgage with only 679 points out of

1000 The ranking was slightly better than Countrywide one of DHIs preferred

lenders and Ryland two companies already found involved in rampant nationwide

predatory lending and mortgage fraud

Compounding these findings is that as early as June 2007 Chairman Horton and CEO
Tomnitz each personally acknowledged receipt for summons and complaints for case 07-

CV-2625-SBA wherein their participation in predatory lending was exhaustively detailed

http//www.donaldtornnitzisacrook.info/DemandonBoard.html CEO Tomnitz still

materially misleads investors in claiming that DHI Mortgage does an excellent job

underwriting mortgages and the related risk associated with 2d Qtr 2009

Earnings Conference Call However the truth is that at that time all four of DHIM
Arizona offices were found originating significantly defective loans which have already

cost taxpayers $2.5 million All 20 of the audited loans were either in foreclosure or in

serious financial distress requiring taxpayer bail-outs

http//www.hud.gov/offices/oig/reports/files/ig 1091 009.pdf and

http//www.liuna.org/Portals/0/docslPressReleases/Report%20-%2OCruel%2OHope.pdf

Resolved That DHI audit its subsidiary DHI Mortgage for compliance with federal

and state laws and that the Board confirms for the record that DHI Mortgage conforms

to the requirements contained within its own corporate governance documents

Cordially

pcttriclc

Patrick Missud shareholder

End Wells Trade Account evincing $3270 of DHI stock as of 4-30-12 and which

was purchased 12-2-08 and prior letters regarding Proposals for Action



Patrick Missud

Attorney at Law

91 San Juan Ave

San Francisco CA 94112

415-584-7251 Office

415-845-5540 Cell

missudpat2yahoo.corn

August 17 2011

Securities and Exchange Commission

Burnett Plaza Suite 1900

801 Cherry Street Unit 18

Fort Worth TX 76102

Re Missud Proposal for Action for consideration at DHI 2012 Annual Shareholder

Meeting and inclusion within DHIs proxy statement

Via oig@sec.gov sanfrancisco@sec.gov dfw@sec.gov greener@sec.gov

tbmontano@drhorton.com eising@gibsondunn.com

james.strotherwellsfargo.com raymond.m.lynch@wellsfargo.com

Certified FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Good afternoon SEC agents Greene Reedick Maples Kwon Special Counsel Belliston

Chairwoman Shapiro Ms Ising and Messieurs Montano Lynch and Strother

As you all know this year again mailed my Proposal for Action to Hortons

Montano for inclusion in DHI forthcoming Annual Report 10K and proxy statement

The Proposal is reproduced below for convenience The three reasons for inclusion of

the Proposal are as follows

Reasons for Compelling Publication

DHI has participated in ultra-vires acts The Directors and shareholders need to

vote to stop various illegal financial activities which are specifically damaging the

Corporate Citizens reputation and bottom line and shareholders interests

The second reason is that DHIs illegal financial activities are broadly impacting

the US economy and its 308 million real flesh-and-blood citizens Each non-performing

predatory loan originated by DHI and fully owned subsidiary DHI Mortgage must be

bailed out by American tax payers This in turn lowers the expendable income that

each real flesh-and-blood American family has to purchase new products such as

Horton homes

The third reason for inclusion is that overwhelming evidence has already been

gathered which proves that DIII Executives have corrupted officials and judges in several

states Once this information is exposed the Corporate Citizens reputation and bottom

line will most certainly suffer very acute damage Shareholders need reassurances from

DHIs Board of Directors that they will lawfully conduct business per the Corporate

Charter and Governance Documents



The SECs Recently Stepped-Up Efforts

The SEC has recently taken aggressive enforcement actions regarding various

subprime loan and Wall Street fraud http/Iwww sec gov/spotlight/enf-actions-fc.shtrnl

DHI has coincidentally also been very heavily involved in exactly these types of crimes

for at least years possibly even precipitating the mortgage melt-down

Also according to the SECs website enforcement protocols have been improved

post-Madoff http//www.sec.gov/spotlight/secpostmadoffreforms.htm Prior to Madoff

it was reported that the SEC would get tips about white collar crimes and not act until it

was too late to prevent massive shareholder losses Hopefully now the SEC will be more

proactive to regulate DHIs corporate activities which have and will continue to severely

and negatively impact $3.6 billion in issued stock

Identical Wall Street Requests

Even CtW CEO William Patterson shares the same exact concerns that do in that

DHI should refrain from issuing predatory loans and selling fraudulent mortgages

http//www.ctwinvestmentgroup.com/fileadrninlgroup files/CtW InvGrptoDRHorto
Board.pdf Note that Pattersons request was made in 2007 Since then the SEC has

done nothing to redress either Pattersons or my identical concerns

Prior SEC No-Action Decisions

No-action letters represent the staffs interpretations of the securities laws and
while persuasive are not binding on the courts

http//en.wikipedia.org/wiki/U.S._Securities_and Exchange Commission

In 2008 2009 and 2010 submitted formal Proposals similar to Pattersons In

20089 DHI was permitted to exclude my Proposals because did not have sufficient

share ownership for the SEC to compel publication Last year had sufficient share

ownership for the required time for the SEC to compel publication but for some reason

the SEC did not enforce Rule 14A8

This year have sufficient share ownership for the required amount of time

which requires that the SEC compels publication If the SEC refuses to compel

publication of my very reasonable Proposal which merely seeks that DHI participate

only in legal acts under its corporate charter will seek redress in the federal courts

Along with the racketeering suit voluntarily withdrawn in 2010 and subject to re

filing 5-SI and the currently active civil rights corruption suit which will

soon name DHI as an additional Defendant will file an SEC action

in the Ninth Circuit naming Chairwoman Shapiro The federal securities complaint

supporting declaration and exhibits will first be published with syndicated media and

then registered in court The action will eclipse the Madoff scandal

Mr Montanos Claimed Deficiencies

Montanos August 16 2011 letter disingenuously claims that havent sufficient

continuous share ownership per 14A8b The accompanying Wells Fargo brokerage

Statement is an official business record from Wells Fargo Advisors which is my
Broker affiliated with Wells Fargo Bank Said Statement verifies that as of the

date of my current Proposal the DHI shares were continuously held for over one

year



Further note that this letter was copied to Wells Fargos legal department Wells

Fargos Lynch and Strother have my authority to verify that have sufficient

continuous share ownership per 14A8b You can contact them
directly upon my behalf

to further corroborate my entitlement to SEC compulsion of my ultra-reasonable lawful

Proposal

Conclusions

The draft of my securities complaint will be pro-actively readied within one week
If the SEC does not act to protect my interests Mr Pattersons interests interests of the

thousands of other DHI shareholders 308 millionAmericans interests and uphold
federal securities laws the suit will be filed to showcase the favorable treatment that

RICO operating corporations get from the supposed securities regulator The SEC itself

will be on trial

Cordially

Patrick Missud shareholder

End
Cc Wall Street Media Federal and State Regulators



Patrick Missud

Attorney at Law

91 San Juan Ave

San Francisco CA 94112

415-584-7251 Office

415-845-5540 Cell

missudpatyahoo.com

August 2011

Attn Corporate Counsel D.R Horton Inc

301 Commerce Street Suite 500

Fort Worth TX 76102

Certified RR FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Mr Montano

This cover letter provides proof that am shareholder with sufficient share ownership

for the required timeframe per SEC regulations If you recall the SEC did not compel

printing last year because of your frivolous claims that hadnt provided sufficient proof

Proof that own over $2000 of DHI stock for over three years is available at

http//www sec.gov/divisions/corpfin/cf-noaction/ 4a-8/2008/patrickmissud 112108-

14a8.pdf

Rule 14a-8b1

Requisite number of shares- According to my Wells Fargo brokerage account

own over $2000 in DHI market value The majority of the shares were purchased

December 2008 These shares must be held at least one year by the date submit my
proposal have submitted my proposal as of this date and qualify for publication under

14a-8b1

Rule 14a-8b2

My intent is to be lifelong DHI shareholder and hold the requisite number of

shares to entitle me to submit proposals and protect shareholder interests indefinitely

inclusive of the 2012 Shareholders meeting date

Federal agents and DHI Board

Know that my Proposal merely requests that the DHI Board guarantee that DHI

and its affiliates are neither participating in any ultra vires acts nor conducting business

outside of state and federal laws In light of the recent Ryland KB Hovnanian

investigations Beazer deferred prosecution and the many other builders/affiliated

lenders which have already been discovered illegally originating mortgages the Missud

Proposal is necessary to restore shareholders confidence in DHI and DHI Mortgage

The Boards refusal to publicly commit to following state and federal laws will

likely speak louder than if they ratify the Proposal on and for the record There is already

very well established record of DHI Mortgages criminal activities which are outlined



in the submitted Proposal and available on the web at www.drhortonfraud.com and

http//drhortonsjudges.coml These sites can be sponsored daily and achieve minimum

2000 hits per day Media and Wall Street will also receive notice of these documents and

will be awaiting the SEC/Dill response These entities will either ratify or ignore this

simple Proposal which merely asks that DHI DHI Mortgage and its officers not violate

federal laws Note that if these federal laws were violated by everyday non-millionaire

individual American citizens they would risk federal incarceration

Lastly either RICO 10-cv-23 5-SI already naming DHI will be revived or public

corruption suit 11 -cv-3 567-DMR will be amended to name Dill as the entity which has

acted under color of law and caused officials and public figures to defraud citizens in 29

market states http//drhortonsjudges.coml Damages sought will equal Dills

capitalization at the time that the amended complaint is filed plus punitive damages

Donald ilorton will also be personally named to satisfy the punitive damages portion of

the demand Both of these lawsuits are already supported with over 5000 exhibits These

are the most significant federal lawsuits that DHI has ever had to vigorously defend

The multi-billion dollar suits will have to be mentioned in the DHI Annual Reports

litigation caption rough draft of the civil rights suit against Nevada is also available at

the above listed supersite for all of America to consider The amended complaint will

soon be available

Cordially

IS Patrick Missud

Patrick Missud shareholder

End
Cc Wall Street Media Federal and State Regulators



Patrick Missud

Attorney at Law

91 San Juan Ave

San Francisco CA 94112

415-584-7251 Office

415-845-5540 Cell

missudpat@yahoo.com

August 2011

Attn Corporate Counsel D.R Horton Inc

301 Commerce Street Suite 500

Fort Worth TX 76102

Re Proposal for Action

Via E-mail tbmontano@drhorton.com dennis.barghaan@usdoi.gov

greener2sec.gov Wall Street Select Media

Certified RR
FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Attention DHI Board of Directors Corporate Counsel and Federal Agents

As DIII stockholder under SEC Rule 4a-8 submit the following facts and Proposal

for DM1 forthcoming 2012 shareholder meeting Note that have owned the sufficient

number of shares for at least two years to submit this Proposal for publication in DHIs

forthcoming Annual Report Note that if the SEC does not compel DIII to publish this

will make the Madoff debacle seem minor This DHI scandal has been gift wrapped and

packaged far better than Harry Markopoulos expose of Bernie Madoff

Mr Montano- You will print the following 490 words in the forthcoming 10k

PROPOSAL FOR ACTION

On July 2009 the DOJ HUD and SEC deferred prosecution against Beazer Homes

which admitted to several fraudulent mortgage origination and accounting practices BZH

agreed to provide $50 million in restitution for consumers in and around North Carolina

Some of Beazers mortgage fraud included interest rate manipulation inflating home

base prices to cover incentives and lack of due diligence when completing stated income

loans

There is concrete evidence that DIII has engaged in even more egregious fraud but on

much larger nationwide scale Under the Freedom of Information Act hundreds of

consumer complaints are available from the FTC and HUD regarding DHIs fraudulent

nationwide mortgage origination in over 23 states In Virginias federal circuit MUD
submitted nearly 7700 administrative records showing that DM1 and other builders

violated RESPA laws 1324 In Georgia the Yeatman class action alleges

similar RESPA violations specific to DHI At DHI Virginias Rippon



Landing development the FBI discovered appraisal
fraud to artificially boost home sales

The Southern California Wilson class action alleged extortive antitrust tying of DHIs

mortgage services to home sales Dozens of others have also claimed the

same Betsinger NV A503 121 A50510 Bevers 09-cv-2015 Dodson A07-ca-230

Moreno 08-cv-845 Missud 07-2625-SBA Scores of cases have been filed in state

and federal courts all alleging similar DIII Mortgage fraud deceptive trade and antitrust

violations Publicly posted web sites also corroborate these findings with hundreds of

consumer complaints dealing with DHIs fraudulent mortgage originations and illegal

tying of DHI Mortgages services to home sales not to mention rampant construction

defects

The consumeraffairs website is already top search result when merely searching for

Horton Dozens of other consumer protections sites similarly and independently

report the same recounts of fraudulent DIII mortgage origination The last Power

new home builder origination study rated DIII Mortgage with only 679 points out of

1000 The ranking was slightly better than Countrywide one of DIIIs preferred

lenders and Ryland two companies already found involved in rampant nationwide

predatory lending and mortgage fraud

Compounding these findings is that as early as June 2007 Chairman Horton and CEO
Tomnitz each personally acknowledged receipt for summons and complaints wherein

their participation in predatory lending was exhaustively detailed

http//www.donaldtornnitzisacrook.info/DernandonBoard.html CEO Tomnitz still

materiallymisleads investors in claiming that DHI Mortgage does an excellent job

underwriting mortgages and the related risk associated with 2d Qtr 2009

Earnings Conference Call However the truth is that at that time all four of DHIM
Arizona offices were found originating significantly defective loans which have already

cost taxpayers $2.5 million All 20 of the audited loans were either in foreclosure or in

serious financial distress requiring taxpayer bail-outs

http//www.hud gov/offices/oig/reports/files/ig 1091 009.pdf and

http//www.liuna.org/Portals/0/docs/PressReleases/Report%20-%2OCruel%2OHope.pdf

Resolved That DIII audit its subsidiary DIII Mortgage for compliance with federal

and state laws and that the Board confirms for he record that DIII Mortgage conforms

to the requirements contained within its own corporate governance documents

Cordially

/5/ Patrick Missud

Patrick Missud shareholder

End
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VIA OVERNIGHT MAIL

Patrick Missud

91 San Juan Avenue

San Francisco California 94112

Dear Mr Missud

am writing on behalf of D.R Horton Inc the omyany which received on July 10

2013 your stockholder proposal submitted pursuant to Securities and Exchange Commission

Rule 14a-8 for inclusion in the proxy statement for the Companys 2014 Annual

Meeting of Stockholders the Proposal

The Proposal contains certain procedural deficiencies which SEC regulations require us

to bring to your attention Rule 14a-8b under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 as

amended provides that stockholder proponents must submit sufficient proof of their continuous

ownership of at least $2000 in market value or 1% of companys shares entitled to vote on

the proposal for at least one year as of the date the stockholder proposal was submitted The

Companys stock records do not indicate that you are the record owner of sufficient shares to

satisfy this requirement In addition to date we have not received adequate proof that you have

satisfied Rule 4a-8s ownership requirements as of the date that the Proposal was submitted to

the Company Specifically you submitted your May 2013 brokerage account statement

purporting to establish your ownership of Company shares However this statement is

insufficient because as explained by Staff Legal Bulletin No 14 monthly quarterly or other

periodic investment statements notj demonstrate sufficiently continuous ownership of the

securities for purposes of Rule 14a-8b

To remedy this defect you must submit sufficient proof of your continuous ownership of

the requisite number of Company shares for the one-year period preceding and including the date

the Proposal was submitted to the Company July 10 2013 As explained in Rule 14a-Sb and

in SEC staff guidance sufficient proof must be in the form of

written statement from the record holder of your shares usually broker or

bank verifying that you continuously held the requisite number of Company shares

for the one-year period preceding and including the date the Proposal was submitted

July 10 2013 or

if you have filed with the SEC Schedule 13D Schedule 13G Form Form or

Form or amendments to those documents or updated forms reflecting your

301 Commerce St Suite 500 Fort WorthTexas 76102

817 390-8200 FAX 817 390-1709

www.drhorton.com



ownership of the requisite number of Company shares as of or before the date on

which the one-year eligibility period begins copy of the schedule and/or form and

any subsequent amendments reporting change in the ownership level and written

statement that you continuously held the requisite number of Company shares for the

one-year period

If you intend to demonstrate ownership by submitting written statement from the

record holder of your shares as set forth in above please note that most large U.S brokers

and banks deposit their customers securities with and hold those securities through the

Depository Trust Company DTC registered clearing agency that acts as securities

depository DTC is also known through the account name of Cede Co. Under SEC Staff

Legal Bulletin No 14F only DTC participants are viewed as record holders of securities that are

deposited at DTC You can confirm whether your broker or bank is DTC participant by asking

your broker or bank or by checking DTCs participant list which is available at

http//www.dtcc.comldownloads/membership/directOries/dtc/alPha.Pdf
In these situations

stockholders need to obtain proof of ownership from the DTC participant through which the

securities are held as follows

If your broker or bank is DTC participant then you need to submit written

statement from your broker or bank verifying that you continuously held the

requisite number of Company shares for the one-year period preceding and including

the date the Proposal was submitted July 10 2013

If your broker or bank is not DTC participant then you need to submit proof of

ownership from the DTC participant through which the shares are held verifying that

you continuously held the requisite number of Company shares for the one-year

period preceding and including the date the Proposal was submitted July 10 2013

You should be able to find out the identity of the DTC participant by asking your

broker or bank If your broker is an introducing broker you may also be able to

learn the identity and telephone number of the DTC participant through your account

statements because the clearing broker identified on your account statements will

generally be DTC participant If the DTC participant that holds your shares is not

able to confirm your individual holdings but is able to confirm the holdings of your

broker or bank then you need to satisfy the proof of ownership requirements by

obtaining and submitting two proof of ownership statements verifying that for the

one-year period preceding and including the date the Proposal was submitted July

102013 the requisite number of Company shares were continuously held one

from your broker or bank confirming your ownership and ii the other from the

DTC participant confirming the broker or banks ownership

In addition under Rule 14a-8b stockholder must provide the company with written

statement that he or she intends to continue to hold the requisite number of shares through the

date of the stockholders meeting at which the proposal will be voted on by the stockholders In

order to correct this procedural defect you must submit written statement that you intend to

continue holding the requisite number of Company shares through the date of the Companys

2014 Annual Meeting of Stockholders



Finally pursuant to your printing instructions addressed to me in the cover letter

accompanying the Proposal understand that your Proposal consists of the 22 words set forth

under the heading Proposal for Action If this is incorrect please clarify what you intend to be

your Proposal If you intend for Section II of your cover letter to be part of your Proposal to be

printed in the Companys proxy statement please note that Rule 14a-8d of the Exchange Act

requires that any stockholder proposal including any accompanying supporting statement not

exceed 500 words If your Proposal includes both Section II and the text set forth under the

heading Proposal for Action your Proposal exceeds 500 words To remedy this defect you

must revise the Proposal so that it does not exceed 500 words

The SECs rules require that your response to this letter be postmarked or transmitted

electronically no later than 14 calendar days from the date you receive this letter Please address

any response to me at D.R Horton Tower 301 Commerce Street Suite 500 Fort Worth TX

76102 or electronically to me at tbmontano@drhorton.com

For your reference enclose copy of Rule 14a-8 and Staff Legal Bulletin No 14F

Sincerely

D.R Horton Inc

Thomas Montano

Vice President Corporate Securities Counsel

Enclosures

UJThWA1.T\AnnMIg\Stockhokkx Propoh2Ol4 MnaI Mccliri YE 9JO-2DItMsud Dickncy idler 1MH84



From pat missud missudpat@yahoo.com

Sent Thursday August 08 2013 1130 AM

To tbmontano@drhorton.com sing Elizabeth abaker@star-telegram.com maxbaker@star-telegram.com

bcase@dallasnews.com wcaswell@austin.rr.com mdeller@star-telegram .com mschnurman@star-telegram .com

feedback@mysanantonio.com msmith@wfaa.com mgreenblatt@khou.com listens@kvue.com bmylar@ksat.com

mhurst@kens5.com tellis@dallasnews.com sdean@click2houston.com austinnews@kxan.com mmoritz@ksat.com

jrogalski@khou.com stevebrown@dallasnews.com jconger@kens5.com news@kabb.com snishimura@star

telegram.com investigate@dallasnews.com news@kwtx.com begerton@dallasnews.com news36@kxan.com

newsroom@star-telegram.com dsears@ksat.com assignments@khou.com news@kvue.com lcampbell@star

telegram.com

Cc brian wargo 5newsdesk@kvvu.com ed vogal gramalho@kvbc.com kbencze@ktnv.com

8onyourside@klastv.com hsmith@reviewjournal.com producers@ktvn.com desk@ktnv.com

apacker@reviewjournal.com jedwards@reviewjournal.com jgreene@kvbc.com mlayton@klastv.com

adhopkins@reviewjournal.com news@krnv.com kelley@lasvegassun.com rcomings@klastv.com

khoward@reviewjournal.com mhiesiger@reviewjournal.com kmovesian@ktnv.com miller newsdesk@klastv.com

cy@lasvegassun.com Patrick.Coolican@lasvegassun.com richard.serrano@lasvegassun.com cgeer@reviewjournal.com

bhaynes@reviewjournal.com fgeary@reviewjournal.com dkihara@reviewjournal.com toreiley@reviewjournal.com

dmcmurdo@reviewjournal.com fmccabe@reviewjournal.com lmower@reviewjournal.com

Subject Fw Recent Development$ in RICO Writ 12-9412

Good morning Mr Montano and Ms Ising

Can you please tell Donald$ Horton and Tomnitz that Im still trying to
get John $tumpf to rat them out a$ co

conspiring racketeer$ in the Mortgage Meltdown and who contributed mightily to the near destruction of

Americas economy

Thank$ in advance

Pa ck

Fl QTR PAG



Forwarded Message
From pat missud missudpat@yahoo.com
To meritsbriefs@supremecourt.gov meritsbriefs@supremecourt.gov WHApdf@cand.uscourts.gov

WHApdf@canduscourtsv EMCpdf@cand.uscourts.gov EMCpdf@cand.uscourts.gov

SBApdf@cand.uscourtsciov SBApdf@canduscourts.gov JCSpdf@cand.uscourts.çov

JCSpdf@cand.uscourts.gov DMRodf@cand.uscourts.gov DMRpdf@cand.uscourts.gov

PJHpdf@cand.uscourts.gov PJ Hpdf@canduscourts.gov richardfine@richardfinelaw.com

richardfine@richardfinelaw.com san.francisco@ic.fbi.ciov san.francisco@ic.fbi.gov AskDOJ@usdoi.ciov

AskDOJ@usdoj.gov annie.reding@usdoj.gov annie.reding@usdoj.gov bonny.wong@usdoj.gov

bonnywong@usdoj.gov Attorney.General@state.mn.us Attorney.General@state.mn.us

duncan.carling@sfgov.org duncan.carling@sfgov.org dorothy.silver@sfgov.org dorothy.sitver@sfgov.org

cityattornev@sfgov.org cityattorney@sfgov.org troyoverton@doj.ca.gov troy.overton@doj.ca.gov

oan.randolph@doi.ca.gov joanrandolph@doj.ca.gov First.District@jud.ca.gov First.District@jud.ca.gov

Imelda.Santos@iud.ca.gov Imelda.Santos@jud.ca.gov stacy.wheeler@judca.gov stacy.wheeler@jud.ca.gov

mery.chang@jud.ca.gov mery.chang@judca.gov bethrobbins@iud.ca.gov beth.robbins@tud.ca.ciov

EvelyftHo@jud.ca.gov EvelynHo@jud.ca.gov info@judicialwatch.org info@judiciaIwatch.org

HALT@HALT.org HALT@HALT.org admin@consumerwatchdog.org admin@consumerwatchdog.org
info@fairarbitrationnoworcj info@fairarbitrationnow.org editor@consumer-action org editor@consumer

action.org texaswatch@texaswatch.org texaswatch@texaswatch .orçl nseats@aol.com nseats@aol.com

azieve@citizen.org azieve@citizen.orcl darkush@citizen.org darkush@citizen.org afleming@citizen.org

afleming@citizen.org info@uniac.org info@unpac.orci ahmad@sbccilobalnet jahmad@sbcglobal.net
Cc foiapa@sec.gov foiapa@sec.gov hallr@sec.gov hallr@sec.gov LivorneseJ@SEC.GOV

LivorneseJ@SEC.GOV oig@sec.gov oig@sec.gov sanfrancisco@sec.ciov sanfrancisco@sec.gov

dfw@sec.gov dfw@sec.gov greener@sec.gov greener@sec.gov annie.reding@usdoj.gov

annie.reding@usdoi.aov bonny.wona@usdoj.gov bonnv.wong@usdoj.gov dennis.barghaan@usdoj.gov

dennisbarghaan@usdoi.gov Melanie Proctor@usdoj.gov Melanie Proctor@usdoj.gov

John.G.Stumpf@wellsfargo.com John.G.Stumof@wellsfargo.com mike.heid@wellsfargo.com

mike.heid@wellsfargo.com erald.banwart@wellsfargo.com jerald.banwart@wellsfargo.com

mary.coffin@wellsfargo.com mary.coffin@wellsfargo.com sharon.cecil@wellsfargo.com

sharon.cecil@wellsfargo.com todd.m.boothroyd@wellsfargo.com toddm.boothroyd@wellsfargo.com

BoardCommunications@wellsfargo.com BoardCommunications@weHsfargo.com Richard Levy@wellsfargo.com

Richard Levy@wellsfargo.com ames.strother@wellsfargo.com james.strother@wellsfargo.com

raymond.m.Iynch@wellsfargo.com raymond.m.lynch@wellsfargo.com eric.mcluen2@wellsfargo.com

eric.mcluen2@wellsfargo.com

Sent Thursday August 2013 823 AM

Subject Re Recent Development$ in RICO Writ 12-9412

Good morning $EC Agents John $tumpf Media Bill and way too-many corrupt judges-

Media-

Find attached more dodging by Well$ Fargo D.R Horton$ partner in multi-billion-dollar crime WF
doe$nt want to produce letter saying that Ive owned over $2000 of DHI stock for over years but in$tead

claim$ that the $imple letter is overbroad would impose an undue burden and might divulge confidential

information Well$-Fargo then notifie$ me that perhaps we can arrange mutually beneficial solution to bury

their multi-billion-dollar fraud on the U.S Government and finally warn me they might levy fees under the

FRCP so that go away and their racketeering can be concealed

$EC Agents-

Your Staff Legal Bulletin 4F isnt working Ive already asked Johnny $tumpf and his
attorneys nicely and

even subpoenaed them multiple times for the basic document you require It almost $eem$ a$ if the $EC

erected barrier to conceal multi-billion-dollar Fortune-500 crime$ multi-TRILLION-dollar fraud on the U.S

Government Mortgage Meltdown and consumer predation by the Citizen$-United

.Iohnny $tumpf

Im asking you nicely- yet again Please see the attached and fulfill the Subpoenas request for proof of my
sufficient share ownership regarding my current $EC 14A -8 Proposal for Action



Bill-

Tell the Fab-Five Muther Fukerz that its probably up to them because $tumpf does$nt want to go to

pri$on They should sign the blank AO-88 subpoena and serve it on John $tumpf or his battery of attorneys so

that they can Produce the document that the $EC need$ After Production $calia can out the $EC as

corporate-bought Auto can prove that District judge Ryu wa$ bought by D.R Horton Inc Robert$ can admit

that Circuit judge$ Gould Clifton and Bybee were bought to cover-up for Ryu Kennedy can admit that

Citizen$-United was really bad decision that allow$ corporation$ to buy ju$tice and Thoma$ can grant

Review of Writ 12-9412 which is in Conference on September 30th and proves that D.R Horton Inc and

preferred predatory lender John $tumpf targeted thousands of Nevadans for financial predation and juiced

Nevada $upreme Court to ignore the fleecing$ which caused Nevada to become the worlds foreclosure

capitol

Thanks much
Pa ck

Fl QTR PAG



Wells Fargo Bank NA
Subpoena Processing Chander

P0 Box 29728 S3928-020

Phoenix AZ 85038

480-724-2000

July 29 2013

PATRICK MISSUD
PATRICK MISSUD

91 SAN JUAN AVE
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94112

Case CI2I6IDMR

Bank Reference 688on8

Dear PATRICK MISSUD

The subpoena referenced above was received on 7/24/2013 and assigned to me for response

Pursuant to Rule 45C2B of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure Wells Fargo objects to

production inspection or copying of these documents on the grounds that the scope to the

subpoena is overly broad and imposes an undue burden on Wells Fargo Jn addition any

responsive documents may contain confidential and/or proprietary information

Wells Fargo is unable to produce the documents requested by 7/26/2013 Wells Fargo is willing

to discuss mutually satisfactory solution to this problem but felt it necessary to preserve its

right in the event that this issue cannot be otherwise mutually resolved

Please also be advised that Wells Fargo exercises its right to reimbursement under the Federal

Rules of Civil Procedure

If you have questions please call us at 480-724-2000

SincerelyceJ7_
Subpoena Department

Legal Order Processing



WELLS FARGO BANK N.A
COMPLEX SUBPOENA TEAM

45 FREMONT STREET 26 FLOOR
MAC A0194-268

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94105

August 2013

Patrick Missud

91 San Juan Avenue

San Francisco CA 94112

RE Patrick Missud SEC Mary Shapiro D.R Horton Inc

Case no C12-161-DMR

Dear Mr Missud

We are in receipt of the attached subpoena dated July 22 2013 Our research indicates

the matter bearing this case number was dismissed on July 172012 As such the

subpoena is ineffective to compel the production of documents and no further response

will be forthcoming

Very truly yours

Complex Subpoena Team

Ends



PATRICK MISSUD

Oft

SGBPOEA TO PRODUCE DOCCMENTS INFORMATiON OR OBJECTS
ORTO PERi1JT INSPECTION OF PREMiSES IN CIViL ACTION

To JOHN STUMPF CEO WELLS FARGO BANK

d1roduciion YOU ARE COMMANDED to produce at the tim date and place set forth below the following

documents electronicafly stored information or objects and permit their inspection copying testing or sampling of the

materjaj WRiTTEN STATEMENT PER DR HORTONS JULY 19 2013 LETTER PAGE PARAGRAPH COPY
OF WHICH IS ENCLOSED AN REGISTREO IN RICO ACTION CI 2-161 -DMR ON THIS DATE
ALSO SEE ENCLOSED ATTACHMENT 10 AO-88

PJointq

Place D.R Horton Tower 301 Commerce SI Ste 500 Fort

Worth TX 76102 and SEC 100 St N.E. Washington

DC 20549-0212 ___________
07/26/2013 900 am

Inspection of Premises YOU ARE COMMANflED to permit entry onto the designated premises land or

other property possessed or controlled by you at the time date and location set forth below so that the requesting party

may inspect measure survey photograph lest or sample The property or any designated object or operation on it

_________________________ _______ _______________-_______

Ib provisitus of Fed Civ 45c relating to your prolection as person subject to subpoena and Rule

45 ci and rclaring to your duty to respond to this subpoena and the potential consequences of not doing so are

attached

01 SAN JUAN AVE SF CA 94112 mssudpat@yahoo.com 415-045-5540

PATRICK MISSUD

who issues or requesis this subpoena are

AO 8B Rev 06.09SubpotDa io rroduce Dueumcno Infonnton oi 0Lect to PvmU Insp ofrcmtses In civil Acto

UNiTED STAms DISTRICT CouRT
forthe

Northern District of California

SEC MARY SCHAPIFtO DR HORTON INC

EefndanL

Civil Action No C12-161-DMR

tithe aclien is pending in another district state where

SCOTIJS Writs 12-8191 12-9412

-C

Date _1122OJ_

CLERKOF COURT

Stgnaorc of Clerk or Dp.ay Ckr

OR

The rme address e-mail and telephone number of the attorney representing wmc of pory

ti3

07/29/2013 606PM GMT-05.oo



No 12-9412

IN THE SUPREME COURT
OF THE UNETED STATES

PATRICK MISSTJD

Petitioner

vs

HORTON INC DHI MORTGAGE ET AL
Respondents

ON PETITION FOR WRIT FOR CERTIORARI

TO AND REGARDING NEVADA SUPREME
COURT APPEAL A60563

PETITION FOR WRIT FOR CERTIORARI

Patrick Missud

91 San Juan Ave

San Francisco CA 94112

415-845-5540 phone

415-584-7251 fax

missudpat@yahoo.com

Pro-Se Attorney

18 USC1513 Federal Informant and

Cal CCP1021.5 Private Attorney General



QUESTIONS PRESENTED
Is it proper for the Nevada Supreme Court

to close an appeal before ruling on timely

properly-filed Motion identifying six ways in which

the issue presented was indeed appealable contrary

to their prior ruling dismissing the appeal based on

non-reviewability

Is it appropriate for Nevadas highest court to

ignore over 5000 records already registered in the

lower court and related appeal which prove to

criminal standards that one of Nevadas corporate

citizens financially preys on Nevadas real flesh-

and-blood citizens by forcing them into predatory

loans and then commits bank fraud when those

federally-backed mischaracterized high-risk loans

default after sold to Freddie Mac and Fannie Mae
Is it wise that the NSC promulgates rules and

manages Nevadas Foreclosure Mediation Program

when its already on record concealing predatory

lending and bank fraud which made Nevada the

foreclosure capitol of America

Is it sage that Nevadas Supreme Court is in

charge of Nevadas Foreclosure Mediation Program
when considering its violations of NRAP 3Ab
10 Judicial Canon 2.3 NRS 1.235 41.660 and

state and federal due process equal protections

fairness court access and privileges and immune

ities to name but few to favor $9000000000
DR Horton Inc and affiliate DHI Mortgage its

fully-owned predatory loan originator
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Is it correct that Nevadas Supreme Court which

makes decisions impacting 2600000 Nevadans

favor$ D.R Horton Inc in every case and at every

turn despite the concrete proof in FTC HUD FBI
and SEC records that the Fortune-500 company

already targeted over 80 Nevada families for

financial fraud and predatory loans as specifically

pled to FRCP Rule standards per the records

already permanently and publicly filed in Nevada

appeals A56502 A60563 Ninth District 10-cv-235-

SI 1-cv-3567-EMC 12-cv- 16 1-DMR Ninth Circuit

12-15658 12-16602 this very U.S Supreme Court

which already Denied Review of 12-8191 will

conference to consider Writ 12-10006 is hereby

Petitioned to review this Writ and will also be

Petitioned to review 12-15658 -17622 both also

relating to Fortune-500 DHIs 27-state 18 USC

201 Corruption and 1962 Racketeering

LIST OF PARTIES

All parties do not appear in the caption of

the case on the cover page Underlying appeal

A60563 spawned dozen other directly or

tangentially related actions These are detailed

below and supported with documents already

permanently registered in respective courts and

dockets The abridged list of Defendants

Respondents to the proceeding in the court whose

judgment is the subject of this petition is as follows

Clark County Nevada A55 1662- Nevada Division of

Mortgage Lending Deputy Commissioner Susan



111

Eckhardt Discovery Commissioner Bonnie Bulla

Presiding Judge Elizabeth Gonzalez Nevada

Supreme Court A56502 A60563 Justices Saitta

Hardesty Gibbons Douglas Pickering Parraguire

Cherry San Francisco Superior Court CPF-10-

510876- Judges Giorgi Alvarado Kahn California

First District Court of Appeal Division III A-

131566 135015 135531- Justices Jenkins Pollak

McGuiness California Supreme Court 198352

S205522 Chief Justice Cantil-Sakauye and the

remaining En Banc Court 9tl District C07-2625

10-235 11-3567 12-161 12-3117 12-5468- Judges

Armstrong Iliston Chen Ryu Alsup 9th Circuit

12-15371 12-15658 12-16602 12-17622 13- 15357-

Justices Wardlaw Reinhardt Bea Gould Clifton

Bybee Thomas Murguia Leavy Graber

Pregerson Trott Paez Kozinski

RULE 29.6 CORPORATE DISCLOSURE

STATEMENT AND CERTIFICATE OF

INTERESTED ENTITIES

D.R Horton Inc and its fully owned

subsidiary affiliated-lender and ultra-ego DHI

Mortgage Ltd are unitary NYSE publicly traded

corporation with $9000000000/ tied up in 321-

million shares of stock capitalization Just

like with the now defunct Enron Corporation once

the public learns of DHIs unauthorized ultra-vires

acts including Sherman and Clayton Act antitrust

and RESPA TILA and EOCA violations consumer

extortion predatory lending and Mortgage and
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Bank Fraud to name but few crimes all share

holder equity will be lost Further thousands of

additional consumers in 27 states will have

succumbed to the Dills continuing financial

predation with each additional loan illegally

bundled with home sale

As such 27 states Departments of Justice

Washington D.C.s Public Corruption Unit Federal

Bureau of Investigation Judicial Watch Public

Citizen ACLU consumer protection agencies DHI

shareholders former DHI victims 314 million

potential US citizens who might become Dills next

targets Freddie Mac Fannie Mae HUD NLRB
every taxpayer who subsidizes DHIs predatory

defaulting loans and whove already provided $700

Billion in TARP funds are interested parties to this

Petition for Certiorari and Immediate Injunctive

Relief to prevent Nevadas $upreme Court from

i$$uing any further corrupt Citizen$-Unitecl

corp orate-favoring rulings in that state
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vi

INDEX OF APPENDICES
All the orders rulings transcripts and other

evidence listed below are also registered in PACER
in racketeering case C11-3567 165 Theyre also

cross-referenced in variety of other cases and

dockets For instance transcripts in support of

105 Ways of Proving Bi-State Corporate Cor

ruption of Nevada and Californias Judiciaries are

also filed in -3567 808186 Other transcripts

for hearings held in Clark County Nevada and San

Francisco are forever dedicated in C12-161 85
related 9th Circuit 12-16602 and SCOTUS Writ 12-

8191 which details how virtually any Fortune-500

Corporation or regulated entity can buy the $EC to

ignore RICO or Madoff-style Ponzi $cheme$

Cross registration in multiple PACER cases

and dissemination to syndicated media and state

and federal A.G.s was required because some state

and even federal courts dont provide complete

public access to all Documents Therefore

Documents filed in state cases and appeals were

also concurrently registered in PACER to provide

complete government and judicial transparency

As an example of how the 9th District Court

internally loses an 18 USC 201 officialljudicial

corruption case and mistakenly re-opens it as an

insurance claim so that no one can find it plea$e

$ee former case 12-cv-5306-EDL -which was then

shanghaied and assigned 12-mc-80246-WHA

which was then re-re-assigned 12-cv5468EMC

and quickly di$mi$$ed because it proved judicial
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corruption to criminal standards 611701
Former judge$ turned incarcerated felon$ Conahan

and Ciavarella look like choir boy$ compared to

this bunch of misflt$

Now through PACER 314 million Americans

also have access to the very same documents that

this Court will consider if GRANTING Petition for

Review regarding any of the dozen inter-related

cases and appeals from two states and which are

filed in eight jurisdictions for maximum effect

exposure transparency and outing of the judiciary

As prelude the N$C is ranked as the

Countrys 8th most beholden state supreme court

which owes favors to the Citizen$-United corporate

special interests which bankroll judicial election$

http //www .lvrj .com/news/nevada-ranks- 8th-in-

supreme-court-election-fundraising

100747864.html

If this $ituation sounds lot like Caperton

Massey Coal Company thats because its

pretty much the same DHI bought Presiding

Judge Gonzalez and the N$C to get favorable

rulings in the exact same way that Massey bought

Appellate Judge Benjamin to reverse non-biased

neutral jurys $50 million verdict However the

difference is that DIII will lose Billion$ if ever word

get$ out that it practiced predatory lending

throughout Nevada and the nation for at least

decade http //vww scotusblog.com/case

files/cases/caperton-v-a-t-massey-coal-company-inc

et-al
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If this corporate corruption of government

sounds familiar thats because its just like what

the minority feared of in Citizens-United FEC
The progressives warned the con$ervative$ that

money has corro$ive effect on the three branches

of government Corporations headed by the likes of

the Kochs -Heritage Foundation founders and

friends to Clarence Thomas and Antonin Scalia

nearly bought the Presidency and already bought

Nevadas and Californias and 9th District

Circuit court$ http//www.scotusblog.com/case

files/cases/citizens-united-v-federal-election-

commission

Now let$ $ee what else corporate money
buy$ the$e day$

APPENDIX Al reproduces the first of many N$C
order$ which are also publicly docketed at

http //caseinfo.nvsupremecourt.us/public/caseyiew

docs11D28728 A60563 and related

http //caseinfo.nvsupremecourt.us/publjc/caseView

docs11D2l950 A56502 The July 25
2012 Order states that the appealed issue is

unauthorized by NRAP 3Ab docket 12-
2336911 That was convenient since the N$C didnt

have to review the 5000 records already registered

in the lower court and which included over 600

FRE-803 hearsay-exempt federal records proving

corporate-judicial racketeering all of which they

already ignored in prior-related appeal A56502
APPENDIX A2 is Missuds July 30 2012 Request

for Reconsideration Therein he lists the ways in
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which the issue is indeed appealable under NRAP
3Ab- the N$Cs very own cited law

Why would the N$Cs magnificent $even

fraudulently claim non-reviewability

APPENDIX A3 is the N$Cs October 31 2012 order

denying rehearing based on NRAP 40c It is so

ORDERED -without explanation from the three

high court justices who have Bachelors in Arts

degrees know how to read but apparently dont

like to write

APPENDIX A4 is Missuds November 15 2012

humble Request for Clarification

Therein he set-up the N$C which is responsible for

making decisions on behalf of 2.6 million citizens

He sent that pleading by federally-tracked mail

FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16 since Nevadas high

court is renowned for juicing and illegally favor

ing Citizen$-United corporate special intere$t$

http //artjclesjatjmes.com/2006/jun/08/nation/na

vegas8 Missud had to track that pleading because

he already experienced juicing before Discovery

CommissionerBulla and Presiding Judge Gonzalez

who were both caught lying on the record about not

receiving assorted pleading$ proving DHIs inter

state economy-crushing crimes More below

APPENDIX A5 contains two documents

On December 2012 and despite the fact

that the motion was properly and timely filed on

the docket the N$C ignored it and quickly issued

its remittitur thereby closing the case

10



Nine day$ later on December 14th the N$C
refused to register document proving their own 18

USC 201 judicial corruption to criminal standards

APPENDIX A6 is the document which the N$C
refused to register It contains notice that the

court$ failure to properly rule on the pending

motion would result in this Petition directly to the

U.S Supreme Court..

Missud herein Petitions the N$Cs incomp
lete and clearly corrupt ruling to this U.S Supreme

Court per his right under 28 USC1257a Now
lets get into some of the official non-hearsay self-

authenticating records that the N$C already twice-

ignored and which this US Supreme Court must

now acknowledge if granting this Petition

APPENDIX is Nevada Division of Mortgage

Lending Commissioner Susan Eckhardts

self-authenticating June 2006 letter printed on

official state letterhead She feigns not having

regulatory jurisdiction over $11 Billion DHIs
capitalization mortgage origination licenses even

though she issued them She $ay$ that the multi-

billion dollar corporation cant be investigated by
her NDML Now why would $he $ay that In any
event after two meetings with NVs AG Missud

managed to get Eckhardt fired in ju$t 26 day$
Interesting huh
APPENDIX Parts 12 is the June 2010

transcript of discovery hearing held before Clark

Countys CommissionerBulla DHI is upset that

11
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Missud exposed their interstate financial predation

of the nations consumers in scheme which is now

commonly known as the Mortgage Meltdown
Missud tells Bulla that DIII is the Countrys worst

predatory loan originator and that to ignore all the

concrete facts would further its 27-state financial

evisceration of untold more families For $ome

unknown rea$on Bulla denied receiving Missuds

pleadings and evidence which were served by

Wiznet registration fax email confirmed priority

mail directly to her chambers and even attached to

DHIs own reply papers which she had on her desk

Now why would $he $ay that

APPENDIX is the July 13 2010 transcript of the

re-scheduled hearing held before Clark Countys

Presiding Judge Elizabeth Gonzalez Betsy is Clark

Countys top judge who enforces laws for 90% of

Nevadas citizenry On the 13th she heard all about

$11 Billion DHIs propensities for bait-and-switch

mortgage terms once targeted consumers were

bound to home purchase contracts Betsy got 190

pages of FTC records which evinced DHIs 44

frauds in 20 different states She knew that

families across America were all shouting that after

thousands were deposited into escrow DIII would

change loan terms to high-interest or sub-prime to

extort extra profits in loan-origination and

mortgage re-sale$ Betsy ended that 25-minute

hearing by gleefully reminding San Franciscos

Missud to return for the 2nd hearing the very next

week on the same day he had coordinated the 1st in

12
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an attempt to keep his own travel costs low and for

judicial efficiency Gonzalez actually went out of

her way to split the hearings moving the 1st up

by week to unnecessarily double Missuds effort

and 600-mile interstate travel fees Now why would

$he do that

APPENDIX Parts 1-3 is the July 20 2010

transcript of that hearing before gleeful Betsy

At page 215 she emphatically states that she

already ruled on Missuds NRS 41.660 Nevadas
version of Californias Private Attorney General

Statute under which private citizens assert public

rights by exposing such things as corporate crimes

against the masses and judicial corruption

targeting ordinary non-corporate citizens Missud

has time and again scoured Nevadas public records

and cant find that order which Betsy claims exists

Such an order would support Gonzalez contention

that Missud didnt provide public benefit by

exposing DHIs inter-state predatory loan origin

ation as proven by two HUD audit reports that she

had before her in evidence the week before Now
recall that per FRE 8037- absence of record

normally kept in the ordinary course of business is

proof-positive that it doesnt exist Now why would

Bet$y lie like that

For the next 70 pages DIII and Betsy take

issue with Missuds websites They dont like that

they cant control discovery outside of court They
cant $tand that their racketeering scheme is being

unraveled like the layers from an onion Starting

13
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at page 74 Missud explains that DHIs 27-state

RICO had to be exposed and judicial assistance

promoting the same had to stop At 209PM
Missud returned from searching his emails to nail

down the date on which he knew with certainty

that DIII was colluding with Gonzalez to further

victimize Nevadans with major financial fraud At

page 93 Missud recorded provisions of the federal

safe harbor statute used by informants who notify

government about corporate crimes One would

think that such dictation would furl Betsys brow
but that wasnt the case $he instead $aid that

trying to get DHI employees to turn federal inform

ant and provide inside evidence was threatening
behavior At page 101 Missud speaks plainly

that 4th or 5th commissioner had been found

with her hand in the cookie jar was

concerned that the State of Nevada was doing

everything it could to shut me down because it

didnt want me to inform 2.5 million Nevadans

that their property values are now decimated

because for years Id been telling the Nevada

Department of Mortgage Lending that pred

atory lending was rampant throughout their

City and State

Skipping to page 14012 Missud does some

more straight talking He schools Gonzalez about

DHIs financial evisceration of her neighbors He

explains how DHIs competitors were already

investigated and sanctioned for predatory lending

and that DHIs racketeering is far worse Then at

14
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1423 he says Having the money doesnt mean that

youre right Justice is not to be sold to the highest

bidder Thats when Betsy$ eye$ nearly rolled out

of her head As Phil Rizutto would have said- Its
all on video tape its on the official court

DVDs copies of which Missud has for three

hearings 7-1320-1O and 3-15-121

The above transcript is 162-page novella

The complete reading by state and federal

authorities should get P.J Betsy imprisoned for the

rest of her life

The following transcripts are detailed in the below

Statement of the Case and were filed in Cll
3567as docket 66

APPENDIX is the January 19 2011 transcript

before San Francisco Superior Courts judge Giorgi

APPENDIX is the March 23 2011 transcript

before SFSC judge Alvarado

APPENDIX is the April 13 2011 transcript

before SFSC judge Giorgi

APPENDIX is the June 30 2011 transcript before

SFSC judge Giorgi

APPENDIX is the March 15 2012 transcript

before Clark Countys Presiding Judge Gonzalez

APPENDIX is the March 19 2012 transcript

before SFSC judge Kahn
APPENDIX is the April 25 2012 transcript

before SFSC judge Kahn
APPENDIX is the June 2012 transcript before

SFSC judge Kahn

15
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TABLE OF AUTHOffiTIES

FEDERAL STATUTES RULES AND CODES
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure Rule

http//www.law.cornell.edu/ru1es/frcp/ru1e

18 USC 1513 Retaliation against Federal

Informant

http//www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/18/1513

14th Amendment Due Process Fairness Equal

Protection

http //www.law.cornell.eduJconstjtutjon/amendmen

txiv

CASES

Caperton Massey Coal Company
129 Ct 2252 2009
An appellate judge was bribed to rule in favor of

defendant corporation which otherwise would have

had to pay over $50 Million to the plaintiff

http//www.scotusblog.com/case

files/cases/caperton-v-a-t- massey-coal-company-me

et-al

Citizens United FEC 130 Ct 876 2010x
Five con$ervative Supreme Court Justices think

that American democracy should be sold to the

highe$t bidder$- like the Koch$

http//www.scotusblog.com/case -files/cases/citizens

united-v-federaFelection-commission/

NEVADA RULES CODES AND CASES
Nevada Appellate Rule 3Ab Civil Actions

Standing to Appeal Appealable Determinations

16
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An appeal may be taken from the following

judgments and orders of district court in

civil action final judgment entered in an

action or proceeding commenced in the court

in which the judgment is rendered An

order granting or refusing to grant an

injunction or dissolving or refusing to dissolve

an injunction An order dissolving or

refusing to dissolve an attachment

special order entered after final judgment..

An interlocutory judgment order or decree

in an action to redeem real or personal

property from mortgage or lien that

determines the right to redeem and directs an

accounting 10 An inter-locutory judgment in

an action for partition that determines the

rights and interests of the respect-ive parties

and directs partition sale or division

http I/www.leg state .nv.us/courtrules/NRAP .ht

ml
Nevadas highest court which rules on behalf

of 2600000 people violated these of 10 listed

provision$ to favor $9 Billion D.R Horton Inc

17



OPINTONS BELOW
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE

UNITED STATES PETITION FOR WRIT FOR

CERTIORARI Petitioner respectfully prays that

writ of certiorari issue to review the judgment

below

The partial opinions and orders of Nevadas

Supreme Court appear in Appendix to this

Petition and are all unpublished A60563

Docket 12-23369 through 12-39542 at

http //caseinfo nvsupremecourt.usfpublic/caseView

docsllD2Si2i1 For instance Motion was

properly filed before the N$Cs Final Decision but

for $ome rea$on skipped over and not considered

until this SCOTUS Writ was filed

Had Nevadas highest court acknowledged

the substance of that Motion then it would have

sua-sponte proven its own corporate-corruption and

guaranteed life-long prison terms for it$ $even

corrupt ju$tice$ Thats the likely reason the

Motion was first ignored and then dismissed

Therefore per Supreme Court Rule 11 and

28 USC 2101e Appellant-Informant Missud

requests that this Court deviate from normal

appellate practice and immediately determine the

Questions Presented The Nevada $upreme Court

To render this very SCOTUS Writ moot the NSC finally decided the

last Motion however the NSCs SIX violations of NRAP 3Ab still

need to be considered This Petition for Certiorari still needs to be

GRANTED based on substantial nationwide significance

18



put the U.S Supreme Court on the hook to either

GRANT or Deny this criminally-proven Petition

JURISDICTION

This Court has 28 USC 1257a jurisdiction

Dates upon which the Nevada Supreme

Court decided the Appeal began on July 25 2012

with its determination that it lacks jurisdiction

under NRAP 3Ab over the appeal Al
12-23369

Motion for Rehearing was denied by the N$C

on October 31 2012 and well within the 90 days

prescribed for Petitioning for Writ for Certiorari

A3 12-34394
The November 15 2012 ReQuest for Clarif

ication is still undecided and nending decision

A4 12-36340

RELATION TO OTHER CASES APPEALS AND
SCOTUS WRITS

This Petition is related to at least dozen

other respective state District Circuit and U.S

Supreme Court cases appeals and Petitions for

Certiorari The common issue among them all is

Citizen$-United corporate corruption of judges who

claim judicial immunity when caught violating

sacrosanct fundamental rights- the foundations of

American Democracy for 314 million current

citizens said Democracy having survived for 228

years This collection of inter-related actions are

detailed below The list of hereby judicially-noticed

19



cases and appeals for which records are

permanently and publicly registered for all eternity

includes NV A551662 A56502 A60563 CA CPF

10-510876 A131566 A135015 A135531 S198352

S205522 S207619 9th District 07-2625-SBA 08-

592-BEN 10-235-SI 11-3567-EMC 11- 1856-PJH

12- 161-DMR 12-31 17-WHA 12-5468-EMC 9th

Circuit 12-15371 12-15658 12-16602 12-17622

13-15357 SCOTUS Writs 12-7817 12-8191 12-

94 13 12-10006 and forthcoming Petitions for Writ

of Certiorari of 12-15658 12-17622 -if and when

those dispositive orders issue

20



CONSTITUTION AND STATUTORY
PROVISIONS INVOLVED

Amendment Congress shall make no law

abridging .. the right of the people .. to petition

the Government for redress of grievances

14th Amendment The Due Process Clause

prohibits state and local governments from

depriving persons of .. property without certain

steps being taken to ensure fairness This clause

has been used to make most of the Bill of Rights

applicable to the states as well as to recognize

substantive and procedural rights Its Equal

Protection Clause requires each state to provide

equal protection under the law to all people within

its jurisdiction Whether in federal or state court

where an individual is facing deprivation of

property procedural due process mandates that he

or she is entitled to adequate notice hearing and

neutral judge

18 USC1513e Retaliating against Informants

Whoever knowingly with the intent to

retaliate takes any action harmful to any

person including interference with the lawful

employment or livelihood of any person for

providing to law enforcement officer any

truthful information relating to the commis

sion or possible commission of any Federal

offense shall be fined under this title or

imprisoned not more than 10 years or both

21



BASIC FUNDAMENTAL RIGHTS VIOLATED BY
NEVADAS SUPREME COURT- WHICH

SIMILARLY VIOLATED OThERS RIGHTS

While Missud was redressing his grievance

in Nevada its Supreme Court unfairly deprived

Missud of his Henderson home without proper civil

procedures As Nevada homeowner the N$C
failed to give Missud Equal Protection but rather

favored the special interests DHI and Wells Fargo

by ignoring pleadings closing an appeal and

cancelling motion hearing which would have

saved his home from foreclosure

httn 1/case info.nvsupremecourt.us/public/caseView

docs11D28728

While the Vieiras were redressing their

grievance the N$C unfairly deprived them of their

Reno home without proper civil procedures As

Nevada homeowners the N$C failed to give the

Vieiras Equal Protection but rather favored the

special interests including Wells Fargo by

ignoring their pleadings and WF admission that its

own appraisal was inflated closing their appeal

failing to reconsider decision based on new

evidence and cancelling any hearings which would

have saved their home from foreclosure

http //caseinfo nvsuDrernecourt us/public/caseView

docsIID2 1460

The N$C allowed Missuds foreclosure to

happen as 18 USC 1513e retaliation because

Missud was exposing the N$Cs pattern and

22



practice of participating in illegal foreclosures by

assisting the Citizen$- United corporate special

interests 18 Usc 1963 Racketeering and other

nefarious activitie$

Note that the N$C is in charge of Nevadas

Foreclosure Mediation Program and promulgates

rules to facilitate foreclosures on behalf of Citizen$

United corporate special interests like Well$ Fargo

http //foreclosure.nevadajudjcjary.us/

INTRODUCTION
This pleading contains hypertext-enabled

web links to benefit third parties receiving it in

electronic format Law enforcement syndicated

media consumer protection agencies and untold

numbers of U.S citizens already received it and

are similarly considering the Questions Presented

IFP status was requested but denied on

April 15 2013 to increase Informant Missuds costs

of litigation Petitioner Missud has been Qui-Tam

Relator federal whistle blower and California

Private Attorney General for over years

1513 CCP 1021.51 In that time the courts have

purposefully increased his costs of litigation and

otherwise made prosecuting all related cases and

appeals very expensive in hopes of derailing

exposure of judicial corruption Missud hopes that

this highest of courts agrees that he has provided

to law enforcement information relating to the

commission of federal offense truthfully

informed federal authorities of crimes that

23



significant benefit .. has been conferred on the

general public .. that the necessity and fin

ancial burden of private enforcement are such as to

make the of IFP status appropriate

In addition since December 21 2012 $9

Billion DHI Cap which originated at least

400 easily-discovered predatory loans throughout

the nation -as corroborated by official self authen

ticating non-hearsay FTC and HUD records has

tried to execute money judgment procured by

bribing Nevadas Presiding Judge Gonzalez to

ignore over 600 FRE-803 federal record$$$$.2

DEMAND FOR INJUNCTWE RELIEF

Demand is hereby made on this U.S

Supreme Court to immediately relieve the Nevada

Supreme Court of all its official duties on grounds

of 18 USC 201 Official and Judicial Corruption

and court-registered crystal-clear violations of

state and federal laws

Per Supreme Court Rule 10 SCOTUS has

supervisory power over every other court in the

nation including the NW The N$C doesnt even

uphold the most basic fundamental rights of due

process fairness court access equal protections or

privileges and immunities The N$C only supports

juicing Citizen$-United deep pockets and the

money The N$C has pattern and practice of

On May 28 2013 SCOTUS increased Informant Missuds costs of

litigating this Writ in hopes that he wouldnt spend the additional

thousands of dollars required to conform to Rule 33.1

24



violating state federal laws to streamline fore

closures for the special intere$t$ and banks Take

judicial notice of all registered cases appeals and

referenced exhibits listed supra and below

STATEMENT OF THE CASE
This Petition for Certiorari seeks review of

the N$Cs lack of review of 5000 properly regist

ered records in appeal A60563 which prove that the

D.R Horton Corporation practices anti-trust tying

and targets consumers for financial fraud and

predatory loans in 27 states The N$Cs decision in

A60563 relates to appeal A56502 Clark County

case A55 1662 Theyre all based in the same evid

ence already registered in Californias CPF-10-

510876 appeals A131566 135531 and Supreme

Court S198352 9th District C10-235 11-3567 12-

161 and 12-3117 9th Circuit appeals 12-15658 and

12-16602 and SCOTUS Writs 12-8191 12-10006

all of which were forwarded to federal authorities

SCOTUS now needs to review the N$Cs two-

time affirmance of 18 USC 1513e retaliatory

sanctions levied by Nevadas Presiding Judge in

A55 1662 to favor DHI in her failed attempt at

silencing federal whistle-blowing which continues

to expose the corporations 27-state multi-billion

dollar predatory lending and mortgage fraud and

rampant bi-state multi-jurisdictional court corrup

tion to conceal the same So that syndicated media

and the nations citizens can follow along all these

document$ are also publicly available at
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http //casejnfo.nvsupremecourt us/public/caseView

docs11D28728

http //casejnfo.nvsupremecourt.us/public/caseView

docsIID2 1950 EA56so21

http//wjznet.wjznet.com/clarknv/pages/login.jsp

16621

http //%vww sfsuperiorcourt.org/oniine-services

http //www.courts.ca.gov/idca.htm

1566 A135531
http //\rww.courts.ca gov/supremecourt.htm

https/Ip acer.login uscourts govlcgi

bin/login.piappurlhttps //pci uscourts gov/search

11--1856 -3567 12-161-3117-5468 ...1

http //www.ca9.uscourts.gov/

-15658 -16602 -17622 13-153571

Now- to get very very detailed picture in

observance of FRCP Rule heightened pleading

standards and starting from the beginning...

Corruption Exposed Within Nevadas Divi$ion of

Mortgage Lending

On June 2006 Nevadas Mortgage Lending

Deputy Commissioner Susan Eckhardt expressly

stated she couldnt regulate the regulatory licenses

she issued to regulate D.R Horton Inc $he was

unemployed 26 day$ later

Clark County Case A55 1662 Missud D.R Horton

On June 2010 Nevadas Discovery Com
missioner officially stated that she hadnt received

pleadings served on her in five different verifiable
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ways including by USPS confirmed mail tracked

directly to her chambers Discovery Commissioner

Bulla was thu$ly caught in DHI$ cookie jar

On July 13 2010 Nevadas Presiding Judge
Gonzalez heard testimony that DHI targeted 80

Nevada families for financial predation She also

knew that DHI targeted thousands of families

outside of Nevada for high interest andlor

subprime loans leading to consumer foreclosures

and bankruptcies DHIs preferred lenders were
the now infamous$ Countrywide and Wells Fargo

among others Nevertheless Gonzalez decided that

protecting the public was secondary to lining her

own judicially immune pocket$

On July 20 2010 Gonzalez held 2nd hearing

and heard an additional hours testimony She

immediately admitted to ruling in the prior weeks

hearing but alas that order doesnt exist Why did

$he lie like that At transcript page 114 Gonzalez

started admitting evidence Those transactions can

even be viewed on the official court video Despite

the three reams of federal state and court records

which evinced DHIs predation of mere middle-class

consumers throughout the nation Gonzalez opted

to use the non-hearsay concrete proof as kindling
for her fireplace Yet again $he let the $11 Billion

Horton Corporation which earned $236.6

Million originating predatory loans in fiscal 2006
and $165.4 Million more in 2007 off the hook

own FRE-803 admi$$ion$ in its public and

published $EC 10K Financial Statements
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Then on October 2010 Presiding Judge

Gonzalez thought it was great idea to sanction

Informant Missud with $48692 of DHI$ costs and

fees spent concealing its corporate fleecing of the

masses and paying her-off to ignore absolutely

everything in the case Surely that financial

retaliation would stop Missuds exposure of

Citizen$-United control over the judiciary and of

Gonzalez Southern Nevadas Presiding Judge
On March 15 2012 Gonzalez had 2nd

chance to stick it to Missud- and 2.6 million other

Nevadans $he expunged Missuds Lis Pendens

recorded on his own home to prevent foreclosure by

Well$ Fargo- DHIs preferred predatory lender

By then P.J Gonzalez Clark Countys highest

judicial authority and where 90% of Nevadas

population resides officially arranged to have DHI

steal $48692 from Missud and partner-in-crime

Wells Fargo foreclose on his home $he did all of

this seemingly without reproach because of the

doctrine of judicial immunity -otherwise known as

its good to be the queen $candalou$.3

Nevada Appeal A56502

By January 2010 Missud sought review of

Clark Countys most influential judge by the states

seven highest justices tasked with interpreting and

applying law on behalf of 2.6 Million Nevadans...

$upposedly In reality the N$C partakes in

Despite the prohibition that scandalous materials not be presented to

SCOTUS per Rule 246 the facts are the facts which must be pled to

heightened FRCP Rule standards herein
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juicing whereby the corporations funding their

individual election campaigns invariably get

favorable order$ True to form the NSC used

various schemes to railroad Missud back to

Gonzalez who naturally re-affirmed all of her past

deci$ion$ and furthered DHIs 27-state billion-

dollar criminal racketeering enterprise

On November 22 2011 $even judicially

immune N$C justices also affirmed court colleague
Gonzalez using their favorite judicial tool-

ignorance of facts on behalf of the Citizen$-United

corporate $pecial intere$t$ Absolute power

corrupts absolutely and Citizen$-United corporate

campaign money i$ blinding- absolutely blinding
In December 2011 and March 2012 Missud

motioned to get Rehearing and Clarification of

the N$Cs factually-devoid orders denying review

and rehearing of an appeal based on overwhelming
facts evincing Fortune-500 Dlis targeting of

thousands of men women and children from

California to Florida Both Motions were simply
denied Judge$ second favorite tool to vanquish

consumers on behalf of corporate citizen$ is

Motion Denied -without any explanation.4 $o

much for judicial transparency considering any
facts applying the law or supporting the

Constitution

how Motion Denied is akin to SCOTUS Review Denied

when it doesnt want to consider Writs like this which prove judicial

corruption beyond criminal standards
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Nevada Appeal A60563 Petition for Writ
On March 29 2012 Missud filed his second

Nevada appeal also the subject of this SCOTUS
Petition for Writ The underlying issue was and is

whether Gonzalez acted justly under state and

federal laws including the U.S Constitution or just

acted criminally under the color-of-law for Donald

Horton and John Stumpf who -for decade conceal

ed their multi-billion dollar predatory lending and

mortgage fraud The specific underlying issue

appealed was and is whether Gonzalez should have

re-ignored the same 5000 documents containing

over 400 DHI-Wells Fargo and other preferred len

ders financial frauds targeting 27 states citizens

On July 25 2012 the N$C further towed the

corporate line for DHI Nevadas most powerful

and lucrative Fortune-500 builder and decided

that Missuds appeal wasnt appealable per NRAP
3Ab main issue in this Petition for Cert

Six days later Missud Motioned for

Rehearing by pleading that the issue was indeed

appealable in of the 10 express categories per

NRAP 3Ab Nevertheless the N$C took more of

Horton and $tumpf$ juice to ignore their very own
state law -that they themselves cited in their very

own order filed July 25 2012 in the public record

and then Denied Rehearing It get$ even wor$e...

Thereafter Missud Motioned for Clarification

since the N$C$ order contained only two words

Rehearing Denied Nevadas decision-makers

then all $kipped that properly docketed motion
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and went straight to issuing the

remittitur and closing the ca$e $o

much for due proce$$

Now this U.S Supreme Court is on the hook

to decide if granting this Petition whether the

issues in appeal A60563 are among NRAP 3Ab
parts 1358910 These are very simple questions

that any American over age 10 can answer

Next on SCOTUS docket is whether the N$C
should have considered the next motion pending on

their docket- and whether it was fair as in

fundamental fairness to ignore it The motion

which pended resolution for way too long and for

$ome $trange unknown reason is 12-36340 at

http //casejnfo.nvsupremecourt.us/pub1ic/caseView

docs11D28728 Why did Nevadas highest court

refu$e$ to con$ider it until this very Writ was filed

Perhaps SCOTUS should then finally

determine whether Clark Countys Presiding Judge

and all $even of the N$Cs Ju$tice$ were bought by

DHI$ Donald Horton and Wells Fargo$ John

$tumpf just like Ma$$ey$ Blankenship bought

Appellate Ju$tice Benjamin in West Virginia to

overturn that nasty and expensive $50 Million

neutral jury verdict in Gaperton Massey

http//www.scotusblog.com/case

files/cases/capertonvatmassevcoalcornnanvinc

et-al

Now to continue with lots more facts and

bi-state 18 USC 201 judicial corruption...

San Francisco Superior Court case CPF-10-5 10876
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Since DHI John Stumpf Gonzalez and the

N$C couldnt stop Missuds nationwide exposure of

Citizen$-United corporate purchase of Nevadas

entire judiciary DHI tried to enter and execute its

bought and ever-growing $49000 order in and

through San Franciscos Superior Court Long story

short on November 17 2010 DHI tried an end-run

to quickly get default judgment to immediately

steal Missuds litigation funds but the courts clerk

made them file case which Missud contested

On January 19 2011 Missuds Motion to

Vacate came before Superior Court judge

Giorgi She was briefed on her Nevada colleagues

nefarious acts which included feigning non-receipt

of pleadings served in multiple verified ways on the

court and its judge$ Over thousand records were

by-then registered in support of the MtV and

which included non-hearsay FTC SEC BUD FBI
Nevada Court California Court District Court and

multiple State Divisions records admissions plea

dings declarations acknowledgments notarized

statements averments recounts.. The MtV was

pled to FRCP Rule heightened pleading stand

ards specifically identifying the corrupt judge$ who

were in official court transcripts ignoring 5000

documents in Nevada All that prima-facie judicial

corruption was casually dismissed by Giorgi who
instead affirmed DHI$ predation of consumers in

27 states and 18USC201 purchase of court order$

On March 23 2011 Missud Motioned to Stay

Gonzalez retaliatory Nevada order entered
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in California by Giorgi Nevada appeal A56502 was
filed which automatically stayed actions elsewhere

Missud detailed how DHIs California declaration

failed to mention that little tidbit but Alvarado

was dead-set on getting Missud to post an enorm
ous bond -which DHI could then quickly execute to

prevent his exposure of judicial corruption

However Missuds MtS cited different code sections

than the ones Alvarado was trying to railroad him

with Alvarados was glaring due process violation

that was particularly identified during the hearing

and recorded in the official transcript

Giorgi had 2nd chance to ignore even more

registered documents in 510876 on April 13 2011
As before $he didnt disappoint because by then
she was also caught cow-towing to the corporate

special interests desperate to conceal interstate

racketeering which included the commandeering of

Americas 3rd and supposedly most trusted branch

of government At page of that transcript Missud

put Giorgi on notice that she had relevant FRE
803 non-hearsay evidence in the record .. which

she further ignoredto favor DHI$ deep pocket$

By June 30th it was very clear that Giorgi

and Alvarado was corporate-bought and thats

why Missud filed Motion for Reconsideration of

her prior January order Missud filed an additional

ream of new evidence which Giorgi claimed was no

different She couldnt even acknowledge that

rounds of California subpoenas served on her two

Nevada colleagues were contemptuously flaunted
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Giorgi is on record claiming that Gonzalez

flaunting of three subpoenas for public documents

purported to exist but nowhere to be found is not
new or different evidence That alone proves

Gonzalez corruption which deserved Giorgis

reconsideration of her support of her Nevada

colleagues color-of-law order Giorgi though didnt

quite $ee it that way Judge$ you $ee are above

the law and have each others backs -especially $o

with judicial immunity
California First District Court of Appeal Division

III A13 1566

The Giorgi-Alvarado debacle was then

appealed to even higher authorities in Californias

legal $y$tem Division IIIs McGuiness Pollak and

Jenkins were petitioned to review their lower

court colleagues who failed to acknowledge that

their Nevada colleagues were Citizen$-United

corporate-bought The Trio admitted receiving CD

containing 5000 documents not to mention

reams worth of Appellants Appendix but then

claimed all the non-hearsay documents were

neither properly referenced nor authenticated and

therefore not considered since that would violate

$9000000000 DHI$ due proce$$ Whats even

more amazing is that Divi$ion III issued its

November 22 2011 order $imultaneou$ly with

Nevada$ $upreme Court which $imilarly ruled for

DHI in much the $ame way What are the chance$

of two $imilar $imultaneous disposition$ on the

$ame day when you consider that the N$C was
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sitting on appeal A56502 for ten months without

deci$ion Talk about coordination

California Supreme Court Writ S198352

Missud didnt want Californias highest court

to be left out so he appealed Division IIIs rendition

of hear $ee and $peak no evil The Opening Brief

was supported by two dozen documents including

official state admissions printed on state letter

head excerpts from official court transcripts self-

authenticating federal documents flaunted sub

poenas.. all of which FRE-803 non-hearsay conc
rete proof that DHI buy$ justice Officials and

judges alike were impeached with their own words
but to no avail because the CSC Denied Review
without considering any evidence.5

So far in California -the CSC ignored

Division Ills 18 USC 238 Treason by failing to

acknowledge the $uperior Courts 18 USC 201
Official Corruption which in turn failed to $ee

Nevadas 18 USC 1962 Racketeering

By March 2012 both the DHI-WF tag-team
and Missud decided that the Superior Court wasnt

screwed enough so they each filed more motions

Return to the San Francisco Superior Court and

case CPF-10-5 10876

Note that SCOTUS similarly Denied Review of Writs 12-7817 and 12-

8191 the proving that judge$ game the FAA to rig arbitrations and the

proving that the $EC was bought-off by DHI to ignore its own Rule 14A-8
for three consecutive years and flaunt two FOIA Demands for Public Records

the tardy by four yearS
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DHI and preferred lender WF wanted to

foreclose on Missuds Henderson Home -which DHI

originally tried to bundle with predatory

Countrywide subprime loan.6 Their attempt was to

financially devastate Missud and prevent his

further exposure of yet more judge$ on top of the 18

already uncovered March 19 2012 hearing
before Superior Court Judge Kahn laid it all out

Kahn was schooled on DHIs purchase of Gonzalez

order used as lien on Missuds Home and told of

Missuds Lis Pendens which prevented the Homes
premature foreclosure and sale under color-of-law

Wouldnt you know it judicially-immune Kahn
al$o $aw it Citizen$-United $9 Billion DHI and

$182 Billion WF$ way$
Then on April 25 2012 Missud motioned as

CCP1021.5 Private Attorney General

Right off the bat Kahn tried to wriggle out of the

hearing by claiming Missud didnt notify the court

that hed be contesting the tentative ruling Too

bad for Kahn Missud timely contacted not only the

court but 200 other corroborating media and law

enforcement sources Since Kahns lie was thusly

dispelled Missud got into some FRCP-9 partic

ulars For the fourth time Kahn got helping of

state and federal records which proved DHIs

Countrywide Fast Easy-Non-Conforming Loan identified in DHIs

production of documents as Bates DRH1497 and originated despite the fact

that 800 FICO Missud provided full documentation with two years federal

tax returns and copies of all investment accounts worth over $100000 Can

you Say bait-and-switch predatory loan origination
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racketeering to criminal standards Kahn should

have twice-perused the 5000 already registered

records and listened to oral argument which proved

beyond all doubt that the Fortune-500 builder was

at the center of predatory loan origination and the

Mortgage Meltdown One might have thought that

$4 Trillion in nationwide real estate losses the

collapse of Bear-Stearns and Lehman Brothers

bankruptcies of Wachovia Washington Mutual
and IndyMac the near collapse of the US economy
and DHIs targeting of 1000s of Californians for

predatory loans would have piqued Kahns interest

and motivated him to grant Missuds PAG Motion

but ala$ he wa$ too deep in the corporation$ back

pocket bellied-up to the juice bar

At transcript page Missud exercised

Elkins and started to present evidence in other

official court transcripts brought to that hearing

Missud wanted to show Kahn just how easy it is to

prove judge corrupt Missud started with Kahns

colleague Woolard who took jurisdiction over

person over whom she admitted no power and

nevertheless ordered him to pay the $20 Billion

Allstate Corporation $56000 ransom

464022 10-26-10 Thirty seconds into evidence

Kahn cut the hearing short violated Elkins threw

due process out the window and ruled for his

financial benefactor That how easy it is to prove

judge corrupt Told you $o
Missud then filed for reconsideration of

Kahns April order on June 4th to allow him the
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chance of sparing Division IIIs skewering in appeal

A135531 but Kahn once again violated Elk.ins and

abruptly concluded the hearing within minutes

Return to California First District Court of Appeal

Division III in A135531

For this 2nd appeal-skewering the Trio again

had to ignore at least 50 California families so far

discovered as DHI predatory loan victims Carter

Roach Song Lee Marcu Wilson Khuu Lorenzo

Szeto Martin Khan Lopez Washington Waziri

Kim Aguillar Chavez Russo Osborne Gallindo

Honaker Velazquez.. were all baited with sup

posedly affordable loans which in-turn induced

them into signing home purchase contracts and

placing thousands of dollars into forfeitable escrow

accounts Thats when they got switched into

unaffordable predatory loans which DHI re-sold at

premium on the open market These real flesh-

and-blood citizens were told just day$ before COE

by the corporate citizen that if they didnt

capitulate to 9% intere$t all their escrow deposits

would be forfeited These high-yield predatory

loans are the ones which defaulted and led to

Freddie Mac and Fannie Maes near bankruptcie$

That$ also how $4000000000000.00 in nation

wide real-property equity vani$hed in ju$t

months starting in November 2008
Oral argument for this appeal was held

November 15 2012 Theres no transcript as of yet

but an official court CD was procured Digitally

recorded thereon is Missuds whining about how he
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discovered 400 families across the nation who were

at or near bankruptcy andior foreclosed due to

Dills criminal practices The ju$tice$ heard the

story for 2nd time received FRCP Rule

pleadings twice and again had 5000 exhibits in the

record to peruse but decided to focus in on

technicality -that Missud didnt prevail in any

prior action Thats when Missud piped-up and told

the Trio that CCP1021.5 Motions are reviewed

denovo and that they could decide then and there

that Missud prevailed by proving his civil case to

criminal standards All the Trio had to do was look

at Dills 44 frauds in 20 different states as

memorialized in the FTCs self-authenticating FRE

803689 government records

McGuiness Pollak and Jenkins could have

rescued 38 million Californians from Citizen$

United corporate fraud but instead $aved just

Giorgi Alvarado and Kahn Thats fair- 38000000

people tossed under Dills grinding wheel$ of

greed while their three court colleagues get to

$teer with pedal to the metal On November 27
2012 the traitor$ not only denied Missuds PAG
but even tacked on more of Dills costs and fees for

it$ $ubstantial effort$ in convincing them to ignore

all facts and dismi$$ all laws

Return to Californias Supreme Court in Writ

S207619

Missud was absolutely livid that the Trio

sold-out twice They first affirmed retaliatory

judgment on November 22 2011 and then nearly
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one year to the day committed their 2nd Constit

utional desecration in A135531 Missud therefore

decided to put Californias highest justices back on

big ugly meat hook Petition for Review of

A135531 was immediately appealed to the CSC
314 Million Americans were waiting for the $even

to do DHI$ bidding yet again and on January 30
2013 the CSC did just that Their treasonous

decision is now before SCOTUS for review.7

Ninth District Court 07-2625 and related 10-

235-SI

Way back in May 2007 greenhorn Missud

filed C07-2625 The Complaint only gradually

received evidentiary support over the next

months Among the last registered exhibits were
20 verified complaints Eve detailing DHIs pred

ateory lending and which were filed with Nevadas

Attorney General and Division of Mortgage

Lending damning admission by that Divisions

corrupt Deputy Commissioner Eckhardt who
wouldnt investigate any VC A.G confirmation

that Eckhardt was fired just 26 days thereafter

certified copy of week-old neutral jury decision

finding DHI liable for predatory lending in

BetsingerA5O3l2l and self-authenticating police

report detailing the bombing of Missuds truck on

night that his websites were garnering over 1000

Review of S20761 is now docketed as Writ 12-10006 and also requests IFP

status SCOTUS will no doubt first increase Missuds costs of
litigation

and

then similarly Deny Review because this Writ also proves Citizen$-United

corporate corruption ofjudgeS to way-beyond criminal standards
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hits per day While Missuds websites were getting

hits DHI put hit on Missud

Missud was therefore bit miffed One

might even say sufficiently pissed-off to destroy

America$ judiciary before it destroyed America

Unfortunately Missud might be too late with Ken

nedys Citizen$ United decision to which Roberts

and Alito and Heritage Foundation member$

$calia and Thoma$ joined and which Heritage

Foundation founders the Koch brother$ drafted

couple of years later on January 19 2010

more experienced Missud filed C10-235 The

Complaint was immediately supported with three

reams of evidence up-front Missud knew that judge

Iliston would never allow discovery to progress

because thats what judge$ do Theyre evidence

gate-keeper$ Under the cover of judicial

immunity they run interference for the Citizen$

United corporate $pecial intere$t$ Missuds

intention was to send the federal court very very

very crystal-clear message do your job protect the

public or be expo$$$$ed Missud went to the first

and only hearing on April 2010 where Illston

dismissed all judicial defendants and Missud

voluntarily dismissed his suit Perhaps then DHI

would be reeled in or reel in its own ultra-vires

acts But that wasnt to be Predatory Lending is

ju$t way too lucrative especially when Fortune-500

DHI$ business model requires illegal antitrust

tying of predatory loans to tens of thousands of

homes sales and financial extortion of consumers
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forfeiture of their tens of thousands in escrow

deposits to con$umate billion$ in home closing$

Predatory Lending is al$o ju$t way-too ea$y when

judge$ them$elve$ a$$i$t DHI in bilking the

government in what amounts to Mortgage Fraud

when it re-sell$ the non-performing foreclosure-

causing loans to Freddie Fannie MG .. which

then require $700 Billion in TRAP bail-outs funded

by taxpayers who arent the wiser

Ninth District Court 11-cv-3567-EMC

This case wa$ filed because the Di$trict$

Ill$ton didnt take heed Missud again registered

everything up-front including the kitchen sink

Official court transcripts HUD audit reports

dozen court declarations 190 pages of FTC records

400 defrauded families DHI admissions per its own

SEC 10K financial statements judicial lies about

non-receipt of pleadings tracked directly to their

chambers magistrates order that DHIs profits

were substantial government interest to censor

communitys first amendment speech dont add

up to even 10% of available smoldering canon

documents permanently registered for all of

America to appreciate The fine quality and

enormous volume of evidence though didnt matter

because judicially immune Chen spread them all

out on the floor for his dog to poop on He then

adopted colleague Ryus Report and Recommerr

dation to declare Missud vexatious That way
they could lock him out of court where he so easily

exposes their judicial graft Speaking of Ryu...
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Severed District Court 12-cv-161-DMR

Ryu severed 161 from 3567 to try and break

the nexus between DIII judge$ money and the

$EC -which provides cover for Fortune-500

companie$ like Enron MCI Arthur Anderson and

investment firms like Allen Stanford$ or Bernie

Madoff$ Ryu failed to acknowledge that the $EC

for four years failed to protect shareholders and the

public by keeping DHIs antitrust violations and

consumer extortion under wrap$ Ryu didnt even

observe that the $EC flaunted 1st FOIA request

for years and avoided 2d with disingenuous

ruses to hide evidence which proves its own non
feasance and corruption.8 Since Ryus mind was

already made when she wrote Chens RAR to

declare Missud vexatious it was only natural

that shed dismiss the $EC from this suit- which

was essentially Madoff-11 exposure of the $EC as

6it.izen$-United corporate bought lap dog -which

poops on Missuds reams of evidence spread on

Chens chambers floor

Ninth Circuit Appeal 12-16602

Ryus decision was then appealed to the

Circuit The Opening Brief was supported with

genuine $EC admissions and documents posted to

it$ very own government website Hundreds of

pages of evidence positively received by the $EC
notified it that publicly-traded DHIs interstate

Its hard to believe that when testifying before Congress Harry Markopolos

only said that the $EC was incompetent The proper words he should have

used and knew as correct were corporate-bought
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racketeering was ongoing for at least decade and

years before the Mortgage Meltdown One might

have thought that the corporate regulator would

have intervened in 2006 two years before the

nations 2nd great depression and to stop Donald

Hortons financial rape of America But since the

$EC gets paid-off by Citizen$ United corporations

to conceal consumer predation by the Citizen$

United corporations regulation isnt on the menu
On October 15 2012 Justices Gould Clifton

and Bybee all decided that review of the record

and the opening brief indicates that the questions

raised in this appeal are so insubstantial as not to

require further argument Thats right -three 9th

Circuit Justices reviewed the record and felt that

the $ECs violation of its own Rule 14a-8
avoidance of Congressional FOTA Act demands for

years and bank fraud which torpedoed among
the nations largest banks was insubstantial Not

Missuds words- theirs take judicial notice

of their official non-hearsay court admi$$ion$1

Ninth Circuit Appeal 12-15658 of District 11-cv-

3567-EMC

This appeal was recently decided on May 21
2013 The 9th Circuit delayed decision for months

awaiting Missuds disbarment during the April 15-

19 2013 Bar Court Trial -initiated by colleague

Chens April 2012 Bar Complaint and who was

so easily caught in lies during March 2012 oral

argument 110 Leavy Murguia and

Thomas think that theyre above the law just like
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Gould Clifton Bybee Reinhardt Wardlaw and

Bea The nine high-court ju$tice$ closed ranks and

ruled against Missud because hes shining very

bright light on corrupt state and federal judges who

think theyre beyond reach of law enforcement.9

SCOTUS Writ for Certiorari of the Circuit$

Dispositive Order in 12-15658

$ince three more Circuit justices decided

that 314 Million Americans arent worth the air

that Donald Horton breaths this appeal will also

be submitted to this highest of courts for review

As Missud promised the venerable and judicially

immune judge Chen at Transcript page 1410
America will not be sold out to the fake Citizen$

UnitecI or from under its real flesh-and-blood

united citizens 1101
SCOTUS Writ 12-8191 of Circuit 12- 16602

SCOTUS received the original Petition on

December 27 2012 but returned it for correction

because it supposedly lacked inclusion of lower

court decisions However PACERs own records

prove the Opening Brief was in fact accompanied

by very detailed and robust Appellants Appendix

which included all required lower court orders and

decisions 161 164- 12 filed 12-18-121

Then SCOTUS required couple thousand

extra dollars for upgrades from Rule 33.2 pleadings

See C12-5468 157 12-3117 157 in which are registered overwhelming

proof that the Bar further$ MemberS financial targeting of the public assist$

corporate fleecing of the masses and tries to railroad Trials to conceal the

corporate predation that they help orchestrate

45



29

to 33.1 Booklets to make Missud go away Missud

instead coughed-up the cash which then set-up

SCOTUS to again Deny Review The Three

Monkeys in this case struck again

RULE 10 TEN REASONS FOR GRANTING THIS
PETITION

There are at least TEN reasons of

nationwide significance for granting this Petition

In general they all concern the concepts of

judicial immunity and absolute power corrupt$

absolutely The two are identical Judicial

immunity dictate$ that judges are always right

regardless of whether they follow laws or

acknowledge facts That mean$ there is no law

314000000 Americans deserve to know that

Gitizen$-United corporations easily buy judge$

who then claim judicial-immunity after violating

laws and ignoring all the facts Justice is routinely

sold to the highest of bidder$... like the Koch$ and

other Gitizen$-United spon$or$

The Nevada Supreme Court requested illegal

state action from its executive branch in January

2010 after receiving Missuds Complaint and 600

records registered in the 9th Districts C10-235

The NSC thereafter tried to conceal corporate

citizens predation of 2.6 Million real flesh-and

blood citizens see the Opening Brief and

exhibits in recently decided 9th Circuit 12-15658

The Nevada Supreme Court violated its own
NRS 1.235 41.660 NRAP 3Ab 10 Judicial
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Canon 2.3 and federal due process fairness equal

protections court access to promote Fortune-

500 companys 27-state financial racketeering

The Nevada Supreme Court provides safe harbor

in Nevada where Citizen$-United corporations like

D.R Horton and preferred lender Wells Fargo

target consumers -interstate and with impunity
The Nevada Supreme Court is worsening the

Mortgage Meltdown by furthering the exact same

kind of bank and builder fraud which initiated the

Mortgage Meltdown to begin with

The Nevada Supreme Court is supposed to

interpret law on behalf of all its citizens- both

corporate and mortal However in reality the NSC
favors only fake Citizen$-United corporate citizen$

because they have all the money and juice
The Nevada Supreme Court has long sordid

past of juicing and being the 8th most beholden

state supreme court to the special intere$t$ This

case in conjunction with Caperton Massey now

proves that the highest state courts across the

nation are Citizen$-United corporate-bought

Nevadas Supreme Court like PAs Luzerne

County Court believes they are judicially immune
and above the law Thats why they both violated

individuals sacrosanct fundamental rights That

leads to complete collapse of democracy Just ask

former Pennsylvania judge$ Ciavarella and

Conahans juvenile victims who were illegally

imprisoned for cash kick-backs in Luzerne County
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The Nevada Supreme Court is the highest court

in Nevada which supposedly provides the last

chance for properly redressing grievances for

citizens within its jurisdiction 2.6 Million

Nevadans dont know they have no chance before

the N$C because its biased towards juicy

Citizen$- United corporate special intere$t$

The Nevada Supreme Court is in charge of

Nevadas Foreclosure Mediation Program Nevada

is this Countrys foreclosure capitol because the

N$C promulgates rules to streamline corporate

foreclosures of defrauded consumers homes The

NSC has pattern and practice of violating laws

and ignoring facts to favor the juicy Citizen$

United corporate special intere$t$ while destroying

citizens state and federal fundamental rights and

10 If this U.S Supreme Court doesnt acknowledge
that the Nevada Supreme Court already sold

justice to the highest bidders then that in-turn

proves that every court in America including the

US Supreme Court is willing to sell-out this

Country to the 1% juicy Gitizen$-United corpor

ation$ and to $calia$ and Thoma$ be$t bud$ -the

Koch Brother$

CONCLUSIONS
Sooner than later this U.S Supreme Court

will have to acknowledge and address the rampant

judicial corruption endemic within Americas legal

$y$tem This instant Petition is the 4th of at least

Seven Petitions for Writ of Certiorari which is now
docketed and proven to criminal standards Each of
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the seven is supported by official FRE-803 court

and government documents which must be

acknowledged If this penultimate court doesnt

acknowledge the lower state and federal courts

official orders and transcripts and their plain

black-and-white content then that will in-turn

prove there is no law in any court anywhere in

America including the U.S Supreme Court

American democracy is at stake and court

corruption cant be allowed to destroy this nation

EXIGENT CIRCUMSTANCES REQUEST FOR
IMMEDIATE RELIEF

Immediately relieve the Nevada Supreme

Court from all its official duties under SCOTUS
Rule 10 The U.S Supreme Court has supervisory

power over every state supreme court Every day
the N$C strip$ its citizens of sacrosanct state and

federal fundamental rights
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APPENDIX Al
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE

STATE OF NEVADA No 60563

PATRICK MISSUD et al

Appellants

D.R HORTON INC AND DHI MORTGAGE
COMPANY LTD et al

Respondents

_____________________________________________________________/

ORDER DISMISSING APPEAL
This is proper person appeal from district

court order granting motion to intervene and

expunging us pendens Eighth Judicial District

Court Clark County Elizabeth Gonzalez Judge
Our review of the documents transmitted to

this court pursuant to NRAP 3g reveals

jurisdictional defect In particular this court has

jurisdiction to consider an appeal only when the

appeal is authorized by statute or court rule

Taylor Constr Co Hilton Hotels 100 Nev 207
678 P.2d 1152 1984 No statute or court rule

authorizes an appeal from an order granting

motion to intervene or expunging lis pendens
See NRAP 3Ab listing orders and judgments from

which an appeal may be taken Accordingly as we
lack jurisdiction over this appeal we

ORDER this asppeal DISMISSED
IS Cherry Douglas Gibbons July 25 2012

Cherry C.J Douglas Gibbons
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APPENDIX A2

Missuds July 30 2012 Request for Reconsider

ation detailing how the order granting motion to

intervene or expunging lis pendens is indeed an

appealable determination is in the separately

bound exhibits supporting this Writ and also

available at the Nevada Supreme Courts official

always-reliable database as docket 12-24032 at

http //case info nvsuDremecourt.us/public/caseView

docs11D28728

APPENDIX A3

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE
STATE OF NEVAIA No 60563

PATRICK MISSUD et al
Appellants

D.R HORTON INC AND DHI MORTGAGE
COMPANY LTD et al

Respondents

_____________________________________________________________/

ORDER DENYING REHEARING

Rehearing Denied NRAP 40c
It is so ORDERED

/5/ Cherry Douglas Gibbons October 25 2012

Cherry C.J Douglas Gibbons
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APPENDICES A4-A6

The November 15 2012 Request for Clarification

December 2012 Remittitur

371681 and December 12 2012 documents which

the NSC refused to register because they notified

the N$C that Petition for Writ would be Petitioned

to SCOTUS are in the separately bound

exhibits supporting this Writ and also available at

the Nevada Supreme Courts very own official and

judicially noticeable database at

httD //casejifo nvsupreinecourt us/Dublic/caseView

docs11D28728

52



36

APPENDIX A7

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE
STATE OF NEVADA No 60563

PATRICK MISSUD et al

Appellants

D.R HORTON INC AND DHI MORTGAGE
COMPANY LTD et al

Respondents

________________________________________________________I

ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR
CLARIFICATION

Proper person appellants have filed motion

requesting claraification of this courts order

denying their petition for rehearing Having

considered the motion we deny this request

It is so ORDERED

IS Cherry Douglas Gibbons March 26 2012

Cherry C.J Douglas Gibbons

Note Only after this very Petition for Writ of

Certiorari 12-9412 was docketed did the N$C
tend to business and rule on Missuds motion which

had initially been skipped over as if not ified
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VERIFICATION AND PLEADING LENGTH
Patrick Missud am the Pro-Per Petitioner

in the above-entitled action Im also an 18 Usc
1513 informant prepared the foregoing Petition

and therefore know the contents thereof The same

is true of my own knowledge except as to those

matters that are therein alleged on information

and belief and as to those matters believe it to be

true

This Petition conforms to pleading

standards has correct margins is 8917 words and

written in 12 point century type
declare under penalty of perjury under

federal laws that the foregoing is true and correct

When called upon to testify as witness or before

Congress at judicial impeachment hearings will

do so competently This declaration was executed in

the County of San Francisco

IS/Patrick Missud 6-12-13

Patrick Missud Date
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PROOF OF SERVICE
Im citizen of the United States over 18 years of

age my address is 91 San Juan Avenue San

Francisco California 94112 Im employed in the

County of San Francisco where this mailing

occurred On 6-13-2013 per USPS POS
served the following documents

PETITION FOR WRIT FOR CERTIORARI

By placing true copies thereof in the mail and/or

by fax hand delivery email

U.S Supreme Court

One First Street N.E

Washington DC 20543

Express Mail FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

U.S Solicitor General Room 5614

Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Avenue N.W

Washington DC 20530-0001

Wood Smith Henning and Berman

do Joel Odou

7674 West Lake Mead Blvd Suite 150

Las Vegas NV 89128-6644

California Supreme and Court of Appeal Attorney

General Ste 11000 San Francisco Superior Court

350 400 McAllister St
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San Francisco CA 94102

Attorneys and interested parties including Nevada

and Californias Attorneys General state and

federal enforcement agencies attorneys in related
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U1JITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

PATRICK MISSUD No C-i 1-3567 EMC

Plaintiff ORDER ADOPTING MAGISTRATE
JUDGE RYUS REPORT AND

10 RECOMMENDATION AS MODIFIED
GRANTING DEFENDANTS MOTION

11 STATE OF NEVADA eta TO DECLARE PLAINTIFF
VEXATIOUS LITIGANT AND

12 Defendants DISMISSING ACTION
____________________I

13 Docket Nos 53 59

13
14

15

16 Plaintiff Patrick Missud an attorney licensed in California and representing himself has

17 filed suit against Defendant D.R Horton Inc Horton and numerous state and federal judicial

18 defendants and public offices including Special Magistrate Curtis Coltrane of Beaufort County

19 South Carolina Court Clerk Steven Grierson and Judge Elizabeth Gonzales of the Clark County

20 Courts of Nevada Discovery Commissioner Bonnie Bulla of Nevadas Eighth Judicial District

21 Court Chief Justice Nancy Saiita and Justices Michael Douglas James Hardesty Kristina

22 Pickering Mark Gibbons Michael Cherry and Ron Parraguirre of the Supreme Court of Nevada

23 San Francisco Superior Court Judges Charlotte Woolard and Loretta Giorgi Judge Saundra

24 Armstrong of the U.S District Court for the Northern District of California Judge Roger Hunt of the

25 U.S District Court for the District of Nevada Judge Roger Benitez of the U.S District Court for the

26 Southern District of California the Nevada Supreme Court the Eighth Judicial District Court of

27

28
State Bar No 219614
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County of Clark the State of Nevada Susan Eckhardt David Sarnowski the Nevada State Bar and

Constance Akridge Mr Missud brings unspecified claims under 42 U.S.C 1983 for public

corruption and civil rights violations on behalf of an unspecified class of purported victims First

Amended Complaint FAC Docket No 18 at

In response to Defendant Hortons motion to dismiss and orders to show cause issued by the

Court Magistrate Judge Ryu has issued Report and Recommendation RR recommending

dismissal of Mr Missuds claims against all Defendants Docket No 53 In addition Defendant

Horton has filed motion to declare Plaintiff vexatious litigant Docket No 59 Both matters are

pending before the Court

10 FACTUAL PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND

11 In his FAC Mr Missud alleges broadly that Defendants led by Defendant Horton have

12 conspired to buy the judiciary this Country and its Constitution FAC at Mr Missud lays

13 much of the blame for the success of this purported conspiracy on the Supreme Courts recent

14 decisions in Citizens Unitedv FEC 130 Ct 876 2010 and ATTMobiliiy Concepcion 131

15 S.Ct 1740 2011 which he claims have allowed corporate citizens to buy Americas court and

16 alternative dispute forum Id at He claims that those Defendants in the judiciary have acted

17 with bias against him in prior proceedings due to the influence of Horton and its subsidiaries

18 including DHI Mortgage Company Ltd DHI.2 Id at 10 Although he does not describe the

19 particular transactions that give rise to his complaint it appears the root of his dissatisfaction with

20 Horton originates from his dealings with Horton and DHI in conjunction with his purchase of

21 home in Nevada See 07-2625 SBA Docket No 38 at 1-3 summarizing previous similar claims

22 against same defendants Nearly all of his allegations herein stem from judicial decisions that have

23 disagreed with his positions which he equates
with per se evidence of those judges bias and

24 indebtedness to Horton See e.g FAC at 12 Although his allegations are broad and not entirely

25 clear he asserts inter alia the following allegations of wrongdoing against specific Defendants

26

27 Mr Missud does not always distinguish between D.R Horton Defendant in this action

and DIII Mortgage which is not defendant in the instant case but has previously been defendant

in other cases brought by Mr Missud
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Nevada Division of Mortgage Lending NDML Commissioner Susan Eckhardt Plaintiff

alleges that Commissioner Eckhardt wrongfully refused to investigate consumer complaints against

Horton FACat5-6

South Carolina Special Magistrate Coltrane Plaintiff alleges that Magistrate Coltrane

wrongfully issued an injunction against picketers protesting Hortons sale of golf course FAC at

6-7

Nevada Discovery Commissioner Bulla Plaintiff alleges that Commissioner Bulla

dishonestly claimed not to have received Mr Missuds document submissions to the court FAC at

10 Nevada Judge Gonzales Plaintiff alleges that Judge Gonzales wrongfully sealed court

11 records regarding DHIs interstate financial crimes blocked media from court proceedings struck

12 Plaintiffs case despite its merit according to Mr Missud and failed to recuse herself despite

13 Plaintiffs motion to disqualif her based on bias FAC at 7-8

14 Clark Countys Eighth District Court Court Executive Officer Grierson Plaintiff alleges

15 that these Defendants failed to respond to subpoenas to produce video evidence of Judge Gonzaless

16 bias FAC at 9-10

17 Nevada Commission on Judicial Discipline and Executive Director Sarnowski Plaintiff

18 alleges that these Defendants failed to investigate Plaintiffs claims of judicial misconduct against

19 Judge Gonzales FAC at 10

20 Nevada Supreme Court Plaintiff alleges that the Court wrongfully requested that the

21 Nevada Attorney General investigate Plaintiff after receiving Plaintiffs amicus brief in another

22 action and denied his Emergency Motion to Compel production of the video and documents

23 regarding his accusations of bias against Judge Gonzales FAC at 11 12 The Court also reduced

24 the damages ajury awarded to another plaintiff Betsinger in another action against Horton FAC

25 at 11 Mr Missud summarily alleges that the Nevada Supreme Court is the Countrys 8th most

26 beholden state supreme court to the special interests FAC at 12 The link Mr Missud provides in

27 support
of this statement is an article stating that the court ranks eighth in election fundraising Id

28 San Francisco Superior Court Judges Woolard and Giorgi Plaintiff alleges that Judge
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Woolard confirmed an arbitration award against Mr Missuds evidence of fraud in the arbitration

proceedings FAC at 14 Judge Giorgi then denied motion for reconsideration of Judge Woolards

decision Id Judge Giorgi also denied motion to vacate based on fraud an order in favor of

Horton in San Francisco Superior Court case CPF-10-5 10876 and later motion for

reconsideration FAC at 15 Mr Missud states that her failure to consider his conclusive evidence

renders herbiased Id at 15-16

U.S District Court Judge Armstrong Plaintiff alleges that Judge Armstrongs rulings in 07-

2625 another case by Plaintiff against Horton dismissing his case for lack of personal jurisdiction

and failing to consider certain evidence he submitted were incorrect and evinced bias in favor of

10 Horton FACat17-18

11 U.S District Court Judge Roger Benitez Plaintiff alleges that Judge Benitez granted Horton

12 and DHIs request for arbitration in suit against them by five class action representatives in San

13 Diego 08-592-RBB on the basis of bias FAC at 19

is
14 U.S District Court Judge Hunt Plaintiff alleges that Judge Hunt wrongfully granted

15 summary judgment in favor of Horton in suit filed by different plaintiff unrelated to Mr Missud

16 FACat2I-22

17 Plaintiff asserts that Horton has essentially purchased cooperation from each of these

18 Defendants Mr Missud also includes allegations of corruption among Texas officials not named as

19 Defendants in this complaint See FAC at 22-25 Plaintiff further alleges that California Superior

20 Court Mediator/Arbitrator Michael Carbone also not named in this action dismissed Mr

21 Missuds arbitration case against Allstate Insurance on the basis of bias toward repeat client FAC

22 at 13 Mr Missud summarily connects this particular arbitration decision to allegations of arbitral

23 fraud in other courts and in the media without any factual allegations as to how his particular case

24 was improper He requests disgorgement of profits restitution treble damages injunctive relief an

25 order vacating prior judgments in other courts in favor of Horton attorneys fees and costs and

26 prejudgment interest FAC at 28

27

28
Mr Missud also included claims against the SEC SEC Chairwoman Mary Shapiro and

the United States but those parties have now been severed from this case See Docket No 52
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On December 2011 Defendant Horton filed motion to dismiss Plaintiffs complaint

against it for lack of personal jurisdiction or in the alternative on the grounds of forum non

conveniens Docket No 37 On December 2011 Judge Ryu issued an order to show cause why

the Court should not dismiss Judicial Defendants4 on grounds ofjudicial immunity Docket No 41

On December 22 2011 Judge Ryu further ordered Plaintiff to show cause why the Court should not

dismiss Unserved Defendants5 on the grounds of lack of service under Rule 4m Docket No 49

After reviewing the parties submissions as to each of these issues Judge Ryu issued an RR
recommending that Defendant Hortons motion to dismiss for lack of personal jurisdiction be

granted that Plaintiffs complaint be dismissed with prejudice as to Judicial Defendants on the

10 basis ofjudicial immunity and that Plaintiffs complaint be dismissed without prejudice as to

II Unserved Defendants on the basis of Plaintiffs failure to serve them within 120 days pursuant to

12 Rule 4m
13 Plaintiff objected to Judge Ryus RR and filed voluminous documents with this Court

14 including several Requests for Judicial Notice See Docket Nos 58 63 69 71 73 74 79-8 83-

15 86 He has also filed requests for the Court to issue subpoenas and order U.S Marshals to effect

16 service on Defendants See Docket Nos 55 65

17 Defendant Horton filed Reply in support of Judge Ryus RR along with motion to

18 declare Plaintiff vexatious litigant on January 25 2012 Docket No 59 Horton asserts that

19 Plaintiff has filed seven frivolous lawsuits against it in Nevada and California state and federal

20 courts since 2005 and that previous sanctions have not deterred Plaintiff from filing additional

21 frivolous suits and engaging in abusive and harassing litigation tactics Horton requests

22

Special Magistrate Curtis Coltrane of Beaufort County South Carolina Court Clerk
23

Steven Grierson and Judge Elizabeth Gonzales of the Clark County Courts of Nevada Discovery
Commissioner Bonnie Bulla of Nevadas Eighth Judicial District Court Chief Justice Nancy
Saiita and Justices Michael Douglas James Hardesty Kristina Pickering Mark Gibbons
Michael Cherry and Ron Parraguirre of the Supreme Court of Nevada San Francisco Superior

Court Judges Charlotte Woolard and Loretta Giorgi Judge Saundra Armstrong of the U.S District

Court for the Northern District of California Judge Roger Hunt of the U.S District Court for the

District of Nevada Judge Roger Benitez of the U.S District Court for the Southern District of

27
California the Nevada Supreme Court and the Eighth Judicial District Court of County of Clark

28
State of Nevada Susan Eckhardt David Sarnowski the Nevada State Bar and Constance

Akridge
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declaration that Mr Missud is vexatious litigant and an order requiring him to post Security of

Costs in this action in the amount of $50000 absent which the complaint would be subject to

dismissal with prejudice obtain pre-filing permission before filing any actions on his behalf or

on behalf of his spouse Julie Missud if those complaints name as parties Horton DHI their

affiliates their employees and their attorneys or other individuals associated with this action

Defendant requests that Plaintiff be ordered to provide copy of any proposed complaint along with

letter requesting that the complaint be filed and copies of the Nevada State Court orders finding

him in contempt and sanctioning him proof of satisfaction of the Judgments of Sanctions against

him and copy of this Courts order in this case post Security of Costs in any future action

10 against the Parties in this matter in an amount to be determined by this Court and pay sanctions

11 in an amount determined by this Court and report said sanctions to the State Bar for any appropriate

12 disciplinary review due to his violations of Local Rule 11-4 Defendant also suggests possible
.2

13 order requiring Plaintiff to complete anger management and ethics continuing education Finally

U11
14 Defendant proposes that any violation of the pre-filmg order would expose Plaintiff to contempt

15 hearing and injunctive relief consistent with the order and that any action filed in violation of the

16 order be subject to dismissal See Docket No 59 at 17-18 Plaintiff opposes Defendants motion to

17 declare him Vexatious Litigant Docket No 62

18 II DISCUSSION

19 Judge Ryus Report and Recommendation

20 Judge Ryu recommends dismissing Plaintiff Missuds complaint as against all Defendants

21 on the basis of1 lack of personal jurisdiction as against Defendant DR Horton judicial

22 immunity as against the Judicial Defendants and failure to effect proper service of process as

23 against Defendants State of Nevada Susan Eckhardt David Sarnowski the Nevada State Bar and

24 Constance Akridge RR Docket No 53 at 1-2 The Court ADOPTS Judge Ryus RR as

25 modified herein for the reasons set forth below

26 Personal Jurisdiction Defendant Horton

27 The Court adopts Judge Ryus RR with respect to Defendant Horton in its entirety Mr

28 Missud fails to provide any basis for challenging Magistrate Judge Ryus conclusion that Horton has
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no contacts with California that would give rise to personal jurisdiction See RR Docket No 53

at 6-7 concluding that filing state court judgment in another state does not confer jurisdiction that

the Court cannot treat Plaintiffs allegations as to DHIs contacts with California as relevant to

Hortons contacts because the two are distinct legal entities and DHI is non-party and that

Plaintiff has failed to produce evidence of Hortons contacts Judge Ryus conclusion is also in

accord with the numerous other state and federal courts in California in which Mr Missud has

attempted to bring suit against Horton Those courts have concluded that they lack personal

jurisdiction over Defendant Horton See e.g Missud D.R Horton et al U.S District Court for

the Northern District of California C-07-2625 SBA Defendants RJN Docket No 61 Ex

10 dismissing the action for lack of personal jurisdiction and forum non conveniens Missud D.R

11 Horton et al San Francisco Superior Court CGC 05-447499 Defendants RJN Docket No 61

12 Ex 2-4 finding lack of personal jurisdiction with respect to Defendant Horton Missud D.R

13 Horton et aL San Francisco Superior Court CGC 06-45 7207 Defendants RJN Docket No 61

14 Ex dismissing action without prejudice for lack of personal jurisdiction

15 Judicial Immunity Judicial Defendants

16 Judge Ryu recommends dismissing PlaintifFs complaint against the Judicial Defendants on

17 the basis of judicial immunity RR at Judges and individuals necessary to the judicial

18 process at the state and federal levels are generally immune from civil liability under 1983

19 quoting Olsen Idaho State Bd ofMcd 363 E3d 916 923 9th Cir 2004 citations and quotation

20 marks omitted Meek Cnty of Riverside 183 F.3d 962 965 9th Cir 1999 citing Mireles

21 Waco 502 U.S 9-10 1991 As Judge Ryu concluded Plaintiff provided no evidence to

22 support conclusion that Judicial Defendants acted in the clear absence of all jurisdiction so as to

23 strip them ofjudicial immunity See Sadoski Mosley 435 F.3d 1076 1079 9th Cir 2006

24 quoting Stump Sparkman 435 U.S 349 356-57 1978 quotation marks omitted While

25 Plaintiff asserts that they acted without authority he fails to explain how they have done so See

26 Obj at In fact Plaintiffs own allegations evince otherwise as his complaint about Judicial

27 Defendants is not that they had no authority to act but that they made the wrong decisions Id at 3-

28 Judge Hamilton has just so ruled in another case involving Plaintiff filed against some of the
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same Judicial Defendants as the instant case See Missud San Francisco Superior Court et 11-

1856 PIll Docket No 54 at granting motion to dismiss complaint against inter a/ia Judges

Woolard and Giorgi among other judicial defendants not named in this action on the basis of

judicial immunity Some of the conduct alleged in this case against Judges Woolard and Giorgi

their confirmation of an arbitration award in favor of Aflstate Insurance against Plaintiff is also

alleged in PlaintifFs case before Judge Hamilton and covered by her ruling on judicial immunity

Compare 1l-3567EMCFACat 14with 1l-1856PJHDocketNo 19 at 6-8

It is worth noting that unlike federal judges who are absolutely immune from all suits see

Mullis United States Bankruptcy Court 828 F.2d 1385 1394 9th Cir 1987 state judges may in

10 very limited circumstances be subject to suit under 1983 See 42 U.S.C 1983 as amended by

11 Pub 104-317 Title III 309c 110 Stat 3853 Oct 19 1996 any action brought against

12 judicial officer for an act or omission taken in such officers judicial capacity injunctive relief

__
13 shall not be granted unless declaratory decree was violated or declaratory relief was unavailable

--

14 Flanders Snyder Bromley No 09-01623 CMA-KMT 2010 WL 2650028 at Cob Jun

15 30 2010 If these special circumstances do not exist in 1983 action absolute judicial immunity

16 bars claims for injunctive relief citing Lawrence Kuenhold 271 Appx 763 766 10th

17 Cir 2008 Brandon ex rel Listenbee Reynolds 201 F.3d 194 197 3d Cir 2000 same

18 Plaintiff has made no showing that those circumstances obtain here

19 Even if state Judicial Defendants were not protected by judicial immunity Plaintiffs claims

20 would still be barred for two reasons First Plaintiffs claims are barred by the Rooker-Feidman

21 doctrine because he seeks to overrule previous state court rulings against him federal district

22 court does not have subject matter jurisdiction to hear direct appeal from the final judgment of

23 state court Manufactured Home Communities Inc City of San Jose 420 F.3d 1022 1029 9th

24 Cir 2005 As the Ninth Circuit has explained Rooker-Feidman prohibits federal district court

25 from exercising jurisdiction over suit that is de facto appeal from state court judgment

26 Khanna State Bar of California 505 Supp 2d 633 640-4 N.D Cal 2007 quoting

27 Kougasian TMSL Inc 359 F.3d 1136 11399th Cir 2004 Cunningham Mahoney No 10-

28 01182 JSW 2010 WL 2560488 at N.D Cal June 22 2010 Here Plaintiff is essentially
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appealing various state court decisions rejecting his arguments and purported evidence of corruption

on the part of Defendant Horton and the Judicial Defendants Because Plaintiff complains of

legal wrong allegedly committed by the state court and seeks relief from the judgment of that court

this Court lacks jurisdiction to consider his claims Khanna 505 Supp 2d at 641 quoting Noel

Hall 341 F.3d 1148 1163 9th Cir 2003

Second to the extent that any of Plaintiffs claims against Judicial Defendants would survive

both judicial immunity and Rooker-Feldman Plaintiff has wholly failed to state claim as against

any Judicial Defendant Instead of facts Plaintiff recounts in detail the Judicial Defendants

decisions against him and then concludes ipso facto that they are corrupt Such allegations are

10 entirely conclusory and therefore lacking in merit See Moss United States Secret Sen. 572 F.3d

11 962 969 971 9th Cir 2009 assigning no weight to conclusory allegations see also Bell Atlantic

12 Corp Twombly 550 U.S 544 2007 Ashcroft Iqbal 129 Ct 1937 2009 As Judge Ryu

13 noted Plaintiffis FAC does not set forth clear causes of action but lambastes prior judicial

14 decisions against Plamtiff corporate influence in American politics and
pervasive corruption in the

15 judiciaries and regulatory agencies of the United States California and Nevada RR at citing

16 FAC at 5-28 Although pro se plaintiff would ordinarily be given some degree of leniency in the

17 instant case Plaintiff is an attorney who has filed numerous similar claims See Missud San

18 Francisco Sup Ct No 11-1856 PJH N.D Cal April 18 2011 Missud D.R Horton Inc No

19 10-235-SI N.D Cal Jan 19 2010 Missud D.K Horton Inc No 07-2625-SBA N.D Cal filed

20 May 17 2007 Missud D.R Horton Inc No A551662 Nev Dist Ct filed Nov 13 2007

21 Missud D.R Horton inc No 06-457207 Cal Super Ct filed Oct 23 2006 Missud DR

22 Horton Inc No 05-447499 Cal Super Ct filed Dec 2005 Missud D.R Horton Inc No

23 05-444247 Cal Super Ct filed Aug 22 2005 In each one Plaintiff has flouted the requirements

24 of Rule 11 and made sweeping frivolous accusations without factual support See e.g Missud

25 San Francisco Sup Ct No 11-1856 PJH Docket No 54 at N.D Cal Feb 13 2012

26 details of plaintiffs allegations are elusive the complaint is loaded with vague conclusory and

27 hyperbolic statements as well as what appear to be nonsensical and far-flung facts The court also

28 notes that some of the allegations are quite reckless given plaintiffs status as an officer of the very
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court he is suing. Accordingly dismissal with prejudice as against the Judicial Defendants is

warranted

Service of Process Unserved Defendants

Judge Ryu recommends dismissing Plaintiffs complaint as against the Unserved

Defendants6 without prejudice based on Plaintiffs failure to serve them within 120 days as required

by Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 4m The Court finds the report correct well-reasoned and

thorough and ADOPTS the RR in full as to Unserved Defendants

Plaintiffs Requests for Judicial Notice

Plaintiff has filed sixteen requests for judicial notice in this action totaling over 1300 pages

10 of documents Plaintiff asks the Court to take judicial notice of documents that e.g provide proof

11 of ALL the allegations in the Plaintiffs Request for Judicial Notice RJN Docket No

12 58 at While many of these documents filings and orders in other court proceedings are

13 judicially noticeable for certain purposes such as to demonstrate the existence of other court

14 proceedings they are not judicially noticeable for Mr Missuds purpose which is to demonstrate

15 that his arguments and allegations against Defendants are true.7 See Fed Evid 201 Other

16 documents such as articles about judicial fund-raising are not judicially noticeable for any purpose

17 much less Plaintiffs proffered purpose of demonstrating improper conduct on the part of any

18 Defendant See e.g Docket No 58 at Chapter As with Mr Missuds other filings he equates

19 denial of any of his requests with corruption such that the more he loses the greater the proof of

20 corruption he has purportedly unveiled These documents are not judicially noticeable as any kind

21 of substantive proof of his claims

22 Accordingly the Court GRANTS Plaintiffs Request for Judicial Notice as to the official

23 court documents from other proceedings and DENIES the request as to all other documents In

24 addition the Court emphasizes that the fact it takes judicial notice of court documents does not mean

25

26
State of Nevada Susan Eckhardt David Samowski the Nevada State Bar and Constance

27
Akridge

28
In addition many of the documents contain Mr Missuds own annotations which are

argument and not judicially noticeable

10
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that it agrees with Plaintiffs characterization of the meaning of those documents

Requests for Subpoenas and Marshal Service

Mr Missud has filed request for subpoenas due to what he describes as officials disregard

of his previous subpoenas Specifically he requests that the Court sign subpoenas demanding

production of video evidence rulings and other documents from the Nevada District Court which

Mr Missud contends would demonstrate Judge Gonzaless bias See Docket No 55-2 Similarly at

Docket No 73 Plaintiff requests judicial notice of the fact that the California Superior Court has

acknowledged receipt of his subpoenas However the document to which Mr Missud points is

letter from the Superior Courts attorney noting that subpoena is unnecessary to obtain transcripts

10 of proceedings Instead the letter provides contact information for the court reporters from whom

11 Mr Missud can request the transcripts he seeks See id Ex

12 Because the Court has already dismissed PlaintifF claims against Judge Gonzales with

13 prejudice as described above the Court DENIES Plaintiffs request as moot

14 Plaintiff also requests that this Court appoint federal Marshals to serve the Summons and

15 complaint on state judges and officials See Docket No 55-1 65 Plaintiff cites to Federal Rule of

16 Civil Procedure 4c3 which gives the Court discretion to order U.S Marshals to effect service

17 However most of the defendants on whom Plaintiff requests service are already covered by the

18 Courts ruling above to dismiss the complaint with prejudice as against Judicial Defendants Indeed

19 Plaintiffs request at Docket No 65 requests service only on Judge Gonzales and Court CEO

20 Grierson Moreover with respect to the Unserved Defendants as Judge Ryu found Plaintiff has

21 failed to show any cause for why he has failed to properly serve Defendants prior to the Rule 4m

22 deadline Plaintiffs requests for service are well past the 120-day deadline imposed by Rule 4m
23 Accordingly the Court DENIES Plaintiffs requests to appoint U.S Marshals to effect service on

24 any Defendants

25 Motion to Declare Plaintiff Vexatious Litigant

26 Defendant Horton has filed motion to declare Plaintiff vexatious litigant and to impose

27 pre-filing order on him The All Writs Act 28 U.S.C 165 1a provides district courts with the

28 inherent power to enter pre-filing orders against vexatious litigants However such pre-filing orders

11
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are an extreme remedy that should rarely be used Moiski Evergreen Dynasty Corp 500 F.3d

1047 1057 9th Cir 2007 internal citations omitted pre-fihing review order is appropriate if

the plaintiff is given adequate notice and an opportunity to oppose the order the Court

compiles an adequate record for review the Court makes substantive findings as to the frivolous

or harassing nature of the litigants actions and the order is narrowly tailored to closely fit the

specific vice encountered Id quoting De Long Hennessey 912 F.2d 1144 1145-48 9th Cir

1990 see also Johns Town of Los Gatos 834 Supp 1230 1232 N.D Cal 1993 applying

DeLong

Notice

10 In the instant case the Court finds that the notice requirement has been satisfied as

11 Defendant Hortons motion to declare Plaintiff Vexatious Litigant provided him with notice and

12 he has received an opportunity to be heard by filing his opposition to said motion and through the

13 hearing set for March 2012 See Moiski 500 F.3d at 1057 Molski had fair notice of the

14 possibility that he might be declared vexatious litigant because the district courts order was

15 prompted by motion filed by the defendants and served on Moiskis counsel Also Moiski had the

16 opportunity to oppose the motion both in writing and at hearing.

17 Adequate Record

18 The second requirement is that the Court compile an adequate record for review An

19 adequate record for review should include listing of all the cases and motions that led the district

20 court to conclude that vexatious litigant order was needed Id quoting De Long 912 F.2d at

21 1147

22 In the instant case Mr Missud has been involved in the following prior actions against

23 Defendant Horton for which the record contains orders and filings supplied by the parties

24 Missud D.R Horton et al CGC 05-444247 San Francisco Superior Court Defendants

25 RJN Docket No 61 Ex The court sustained motion to quash service of summons and

26 complaint on grounds of forum non conveniens and dismissed the case without prejudice on

27 November 2005

28 Missud D.R Horton et CGC 05-447499 San Francisco Superior Court Defendants

12
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RJN Docket No 61 Ex The court sustained motion to quash service of summons and

complaint on grounds of lack of personal jurisdiction against Horton sustained the motion on

grounds of failure to effect proper service as to the remaining defendants including DHI and

dismissed the case against Horton without prejudice on April 25 2006 Id The court quashed

service of summons as against the remaining defendants again on September 13 2006 Defendants

RJN Docket No 61 Ex Finally the court dismissed the action without prejudice as against the

remaining defendants based on lack of personal jurisdiction on January 11 2007 Defendants RJN

Docket No 61 Ex

Missudv D.R Horton eta CGC 06-457207 San Francisco Superior Court Defendants

10 RJN Docket No 61 Ex On February 15 2007 the court dismissed the action without prejudice

11 against all defendants for lack of personal jurisdiction and took defendants motion to declare Mr

12 Missud vexatious litigant off calendar in light of its dismissal Id

13 Missud DR Horton eta 07-2625 SBA United States District Court for the Northern

14 District of California Defendants RJN Docket No 61 Ex On October 30 2007 the court

15 dismissed the action for lack of personal jurisdiction forum non conveniens and statute of

16 limitations The court also issued an order noting that Plaintiff had submitted numerous post

17 judgment documents to the court that failed to comply with the applicable Local Rules

18 Defendants RJN Docket No 61 Ex The court therefore ordered Plaintiff to comply with said

19 rules and authorized the Case Systems Administrator to return all non-conforming papers to

20 Plaintiff Id

21 Missud D.R Horton et aL No A5 51662 Nevada District Court Clark County

22 Defendants RJN Docket No 61 Ex In this case the court held Mr Missud in contempt for

23 knowingly and intentionally violating the terms of stipulated protective order and for sending

24 threatening communications to witnesses and counsel involved in the litigation Id at The court

25 granted defendants an award of attorneys fees and costs in conjunction with enforcing the

26 protective order and the contempt proceedings in the amount of over $48000 Id at The court

27 justified its fee award in
part on the basis that Mr Missud continuously and unrelentingly refused

28 to comply with this Courts various Orders and that he had engaged in continuous improper

13
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conduct which drove up the cost of litigation Id at 6-7 Excerpts of the transcript from the show

cause proceedings before Judge Gonzales in which Mr Missud was instructed to show cause why

he should not be sanctioned as well as Judge Gonzaless previous order finding Mr Missud in

contempt are also in the record Plaintiffs Request for Judicial Notice RJN Docket No 58

Chapter as well as transcripts of previous proceedings in the matter before Commissioner Bulla

RJN Docket No 84 Ex On appeal the Supreme Court denied Mr Missuds motion for stay

motion for moratorium on all nonjudicial foreclosures and motion to compel discovery on June

20 2011 noting that Plaintiff had not sought stay in the district court and that such relief was

unwarranted nonetheless Missud D.R Horton et No 56502 Nevada Supreme Court

10 Defendants RJN Docket No 61 Ex 10 In addition the court noted that Mr Missuds filings in

11 this matter have been voluminous and meritless thus far We caution him that further abuse will

12 result in the imposition of sanctions Id The Supreme Court later affirmed the District Courts

13 order imposing sanctions finding that Mr and Mrs Missud had failed to raise any challenge on

14 appeal as to the district courts findings that appellants engaged in abusive litigation tactics by

15 contacting and threatening employees Plaintiffs RJN Docket No 58 Chapter

16 November 22 2011 Order at The Court rejected Mr Missuds claims that the district court failed

17 to consider his evidence that the court violated his due process rights and that the order was

18 procured by fraud Id It later denied rehearing of Mr Missuds claims in response to his petition

19 for rehearing en bane Plaintiffs RJN Docket No 74 February 24 2012 Order

20 Missud DR Horton et No 10-235 SI United States District Court for the Northern

21 District of California Defendants RJN Docket No 61 Ex On April 22010 Judge Illston

22 dismissed Defendant Judges Armstrong Benitez Edenfield and Redinger with prejudice on the

23 grounds of absolute judicial immunity The court dismissed Plaintiffs remaining claims against

24 other defendants without prejudice based on his voluntary dismissal

25 Missudv D.R Horton et aL No CPF 10-5 10876 San Francisco Superior Court See

26 Defendants RJN Docket No 61 Ex 12 Horton initiated this case to domesticate the Nevada State

27 Court judgment to California See Docket No 59 at 14-15 The Superior Court Judge Giorgi

28 denied Mr Missuds motion to vacate the Nevadajudgment See PlaintifFs RJN Docket No 58

14
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Chapter partial transcript of January 19 2011 proceedings see also id transcript of June 30

2011 proceedings regarding motion for reconsideration In case no No 131566 the Court of

Appeal First Appellate District struck Declaration in Support of Already Registered Evidence

which Plaintiff claimed listed examples of official and judicial corruption supported by citations

to specified internet addresses Defendants RJN Docket No 61 Ex 12 The court struck the

declaration as unauthorized under the rules of court Id The court later affirmed the Superior

Courts denial of Mr Missuds motion to vacate the Nevada state court judgment Defendants

RJN Docket No 61 Ex 12 The Court of Appeal noted numerous procedural inadequacies in

Plaintiffs submissions to the Court Id at Nonetheless considering the appeal on the merits the

10 Court found that Missuds briefs contain no comprehensible legal argument as to why the order he

11 challenges should be reversed Id On further appeal in Case No 1983532 the California

12 Supreme Court denied Mr Missuds request for judicial notice and petition for writ of mandate See

13 Defendants RJN Docket No 61 Ex 13 see also Plaintiffs RJN Docket No 58 Chapter 10

14 attaching petition for wnt of mandate

15 Missud D.R Horton et aL No 11-3567 EMC U.S District Court for the Northern

16 District of California In the instant case Plaintiff again attempts to subject Horton to personal

17 jurisdiction in California despite the fact that numerous courts have already rejected such claims

18 and despite the fact that he offers no evidence of Hortons contacts with California that would be

19 sufficient to confer general or specific jurisdiction In addition as other courts have noted Plaintiff

20 has continued to file voluminous and procedurally improper documents with this Court including

21 successive requests for judicial notice discussed further below

22 Accordingly given the record compiled from Mr Missuds prior actions against Horton

23 listed above and the record on file in the case at bar the Court concludes the record is adequate for

24 review Moiski 500 F.3d at 1057

25 Substantive Findings as to the Frivolous or Harassing Nature of Plaintiffs Actions

26 Under the third prong the Court must look at both the number and content of the filings as

27 indicia of the frivolousness of the litigants claims Molski 500 F.3d at 1059 citations and

28 quotation marks omitted An injunction cannot issue merely upon showing of litigiousness The

15
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plaintiffs claims must not only be numerous but also be patently without merit Id citations and

quotation marks omitted In the instant case the Court finds that there is sufficient basis to

conclude that Mr Missuds litigation against Defendant Horton and its affiliates subsidiaries and

employees has been abusive and frivolous

First Plaintiffs claims against Horton have lacked any credible factual basis and Plaintiff

has refused to comply with Court rules and procedures in making his claims Defendant sums up the

problem with Mr Missuds tautological claims against Horton succinctly alleges that he lost

his prior six cases against D.R Horton because the courts were corrupt As proof he points to the

fact that he lost these six prior cases Reply Docket No 70 at Plaintiffs failure to comply with

10 Rule 11 and Civil Rule 11-4 is all the more troubling given his status as member of the California

11 Bar In the instant case for example besides his citation to 1983 and general references to

C- 12 racketeering he has failed to provide Horton with notice of any concrete claims he raises against it

13 Instead his complaint is filled with summary accusations of corruption See e.g FAC at stating

14 that Horton has caused thousands of consumers financial evisceration through illegal means and

15 by corrupting public figures Objection to RR Docket No 55 at This has already become

16 landmark case It already showcases absolute corruption of 23 judges made possible by the Citizen$

17 United ruling which has paved long tortuous path for ordinary real flesh-and-blood non

18 corporate fleece-able citizen-litigants id at stating that in comparison the Defendants in this

19 case Not even Hosni Mubarak financially raped Egypt quite so much Id at 12 Billion dollar

20 DHI was not content with just the purchase of Nevadas di$trict and $upreme court$ DHI also had

21 to prove that it could buy Californias. These are just small sampling of Plaintiffs unsupported

22 accusations against Horton and other Defendants

23 Plaintiffs opposition Docket No 67 continues this tactic as he merely restates his

24 conclusory claims that Horton has bought numerous federal and state judges and public officials

25 with no factual allegations to support such claim See e.g Opp at alleging that DHI bought

26 Commissioner Bulla and Judge Gonzales with no support other than the fact that those officials

27 ruled against Mr Missud Opp at speculating that Horton has wired money to the Cayman

28 Islands as payment to corrupt judges He also seems to assume that one decision against Horton in

16



Case311-cv-03567-EMC Document88 FiIedO3/22/12 Pagel7 of 24

an unrelated case would be sufficient to constitute proof of his own claims See e.g Opp at

faulting Judge Armstrong for disregarding verdict against Horton in different case in Nevada

state court in which Mr Missud was not involved

As another example Mr Missud filed request for judicial notice in conjunction with his

opposition to Defendants motion to declare him vexatious litigant Docket No 63 This RJN

attaches numerous documents including purported sales numbers for DR Horton and its

subsidiaries waivers of service of summons from prior cases National Labor Relations Board

order from an unrelated case the stipulated protective order in the Nevada state court case

transcripts of proceedings in prior cases affidavits of service of subpoenas and court orders in prior

10 cases that are either unauthenticated unrelated to the present action and/or not judicially

11 noticeable for Mr Missuds supposed purpose of demonstrating corruption and conspiracy These

12 documents merely provide further support to Hortons claim that Mr Missuds tactics are abusive

13 and that he routinely violates the Local Rules8 and Federal Rules of Civil Procedure.9

14

Local Rule 11-4 Standards of Professional Conduct provides in relevant part

Duties and Responsibilities Ever member of the bar of this

16
Court and any attorney permitted to practice in this Court under Civil

L.R.llmust
17

Be familiar and comply with the standards of
lo

professional conduct required of members of the State

19
Bar of California

20
Comply with the Local Rules of this Court

Maintain respect due to courts of justice and
21

judicial officers

22
Practice with the honesty care and decorum

required for the fair and efficient administration of

justice

24
Discharge his or her obligations to his or her

25
client and the Court

26
Rule 11 provides in pertinent part as follows

Representations to the Court By presenting to the court
27

pleading written motion or other paper-whether by signing filing

submitting or later advocating it-an attorney or unrepresented party

certifies that to the best of the persons knowledge information and

17
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These tactics are similar to those for which the Nevada courts previously sanctioned Mr

Missud See Defendants RJN Docket No 61 Ex at Nevada District Court sanctioned Mr

Missud for continuously and unrelentingly refus to comply with this Courts various Orders

and for his continuous improper conduct In addition California state courts have noted Mr

Missuds failure to comply with the rules and his refusal to provide cogent legal and factual bases

for his arguments See Id Ex 12 at California Court of Appeal noted numerous procedural

inadequacies in Plaintiffs submissions to the Court and found on the merits that Missuds briefs

contain no comprehensible legal argument as to why the order he challenges should be reversed.

Judge Armstrong has also noted Plaintiffs unwillingness to comply with Court rules in this District

10 See Order 07-2625-SBA Docket No 54 noting that Missud has submitted numerous papers to

11 this Court which do not conform to the local rules governing the form and manner of papers and

12 ordering Plaintiff to comply with the Local Rules Accordingly Plaintiffs failure to provide

13 factual support for his claims and failure to comply with Court rules weighs in favor of declaring

14 him vexatious litigant See Moiski 500 F.3d at 1059 upholding district courts conclusion that

15 the large number of complaints filed by Moiski containing false or exaggerated allegations of injury

16 __________
17

belief formed after an inquiry reasonable under the circumstances

18
it is not being presented for any improper

19 purpose such as to harass cause unnecessary delay or

needlessly increase the cost of litigation

20
the claims defenses and other legal contentions

are warranted by existing law or by nonfrivolous
LI

argument for extending modifying or reversing

22
existing law or for establishing new law

the factual contentions have evidentiary support23
or if specifically so identified will likely have

evidentiary support after reasonable opportunity for

further investigation or discovery and

25
Sanctions

26
In General If after notice and reasonable

opportunity to respond the court determines that Rule

11b has been violated the court may impose an

appropriate sanction on any attorney law firm or party

that violated the rule or is responsible for the violation

18



Case311-cv-03567-EMC Document88 FiledO3/22/12 Pagel9 ot24

were vexatious

Second Mr Missud appears to be motivated more by obtaining press for himself and

imposing expense on Horton than by any legitimate claim for relief In addition to his own

representations to this Court in his filings see Objection to RR Docket No 55 at Prior to

PACER registration this pleading was transmitted to over 500 syndicated media contacts in only

minutes Horton provides copies of Plaintiffs prior communications indicating an intent to harass

and increase expense for Horton See Docket No 59 Ex fax from Mr Missud to Horton counsel

Odou stating that his goal was to make things horrendously expensive for them and that he would

initiate as many class action lawsuits and investigations as possible along with press notifications

10 designed to embarrass Defendant Plaintiff does not dispute the authenticity of this communication

11 nor its meaning See Opposition Docket No 67 at 20 If these matters have become horrendously

12 expensive for DIII then so be it. Defendants Reply attaches additional communications from

13 Plaintiff to attorneys and large media lists attempting to gain traction for his cases in the press See

14 Reply Docket No 70 Exs A-C Plaintiffs apparent intent to harass Horton through litigation

15 regardless of how many times Horton prevails see Opp at 10 stating that prior sanctions have not

16 deterred him weighs in favor of designating him vexatious litigant See Rule 11 requiring

17 party to certif that filings with the Court are not being presented for any improper purpose such as

18 to harass cause unnecessary delay or needlessly increase the cost of litigation Eng Marcus

19 Millichap Co No 10-05050 CRB 2011 WL 2175207 at N.D Cal June 2011

20 considering fact that plaintiff filed suit the same day he had been declared vexatious litigant in

21 another court and fact that plaintiff had sent threatening emails to defendants as probative of his

22 improper purpose of harassing Defendants and justification for declaring him vexatious litigant

23 Third Plaintiff continues to attempt to sue Horton in California despite multiple court rulings

24 that Horton is not subject to personal jurisdiction in California Such conduct is harassing See

25 Zaldivar City of Los Angeles 780 F.2d 823 832 9th Cir 1986 Without question successive

26 complaints based upon propositions of law previously rejected may constitute harassment under

27 Rule 11 McMahon Pier 39 Ltd Partnership No C03-0025 CRB 2003 WL 22939233 at

28 N.D Cal Dec 2003 finding plaintiff had violated Rule 11 through harassing conduct and

19
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repeatedly filing claims based on the same basic issues and using Rule 11 violations as support for

declaring plaintiff vexatious litigant

Fourth Plaintiffs successive complaints have alleged similar misconduct against Horton and

other common defendants despite multiple court rulings against him As noted above all of Mr

Missuds actions involving Horton appear to relate at bottom to his dealings with Horton and DHI

in 2003 and 2004 in conjunction with his purchase of home in Nevada and his allegations that

Horton and its affiliates committed fraud and tortuous misconduct against him at that time See 07-

2625 SBA Docket No 38 at 1-3 summarizing three California state court claims two of which

alleged emotional distress claims and one of which alleged fraud and intentional misrepresentation

10 claims and 2007 federal claim before Judge Armstrong alleging similar claims against same

11 defendants Judge Armstrong ruled that not only did California courts lack personal jurisdiction

12 over Horton and its affiliates but also that Mr Missuds claims were barred by the statute of

13 limitations Id.at4-7 8-10

14 Rather than abandon his claims however Mr Missud has simply ratcheted up his litigious

15 conduct in the aftermath of Judge Armstrongs ruling threatening her and other allegedly corrupt

16 judges with lawsuits based on their adverse rulings See 07-2625 SBA Docket No 45 filing post

17 judgment letters accusing various judicial officers including present Defendants Armstrong

18 Benitez and Coltrane of corruption and threatening legal action against them id Docket No 55

19 post-judgment letter indicating his intent to file RICO claims against Horton for its apparent

20 conspiracy with judges Plaintiffs subsequent federal suits against Horton and various judicial

21 defendants have continued the same allegations of conspiracy and corruption See 10-235 SI

22 Docket No alleging racketeering corruption whistle-blower retaliation and various

23 constitutional claims against Horton and affiliates as well as present Defendants Coltrane Eckhardt

24 Armstrong and Benitez among others Although Judge Illston dismissed the federal judicial

25 defendants with prejudice based on judicial immunity see id Docket No 47 Mr Missud

26 nonetheless re-names Judges Armstrong and Benitez in the instant case Indeed Mr Missud

27 confirmed at oral argument that sanctions against him have not and will not deter him from

28 continuing this course of conduct Accordingly Mr Missud has demonstrated intent to continue

20
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frivolously litigating against Defendant Horton and others in spite ofjudicial rulings against him

Absent pre-filing order there is every indication from the record that Mr Missud will continue to

harass Defendant Horton and its affiliates and employees

Accordingly the Court finds that Plaintiffs conduct against Horton has been both frivolous

and harassing

Narrowly Tailored Order

As to the fourth factor Defendant Horton
requests an order requiring the following

Post Security of Costs in this action in the amount of $50000 absent which the

complaint would be subject to dismissal with prejudice

10 Obtain pre-filing permission before filing any actions on his behalf or on behalf of his

11 spouse Julie Missud if those complaints name as parties Horton DHI their affiliates their

12 employees and their
attorneys or other individuals associated with this action Defendant requests

13 that Plaintiff be ordered to provide copy of any proposed complaint along with letter requesting

14 that the complaint be filed and copies of the Nevada State Court orders finding him in contempt and

15 sanctioning hun proof of satisfaction of the Judgments of Sanctions against him and copy of this

16 Courts order in this case

17 Post Security of Costs in any future action against the Parties in this matter in an

18 amount to be determined by this Court and

19 Pay sanctions of at least $1000 in an amount determined by this Court and report

20 said sanctions to the State Bar for any appropriate disciplinary review

21 Defendant also suggests possible order requiring Plaintiff to complete anger management

22 and ethics continuing education Finally Defendant proposes that any violation of the pre-fihing

23 order would expose Plaintiff to contempt hearing and injunctive relief consistent with the order

24 and that any action filed in violation of the order be subject to dismissal

25 Although Defendants
requests are reasonable they are more extreme than the orders the

26 Ninth Circuit found to be appropriately tailored in Mo/ski In Mo/ski the district court imposed

27
pre-filing order that covered only actions under Title III of the ADA in the Central District of

28 California and subjected such claims to pre-filing review Mo/ski 500 F.3d at 1061 Cf De Long

21
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912 F.2d at 1148 finding an order preventing the plaintiff from filing any suit in particular district

court overbroad In the instant case the Court finds that narrow order requiring Plaintiff to obtain

pre-fihing review of any new action he files or causes to be filed against Defendant Horton or its

affiliates/subsidiaries/employees in the Northern District of California is appropriate

Attorney Sanctions

Finally the Court notes that pre-fihing order is also an appropriate sanction for attorney

misconduct See Moiski 500 F.3d at 1062 upholding pre-filing order imposed against law firm

pursuant to the courts inherent power to regulate abusive or bad-faith litigation Grounds for

sanctioning attorneys are similar to the bases discussed above for the vexatious litigant standard

10 including fmdings that the attorney has willful abuse judicial process engaged in

11 bad faith conduct during litigation fil frivolous papers or violat rules Id at

C. 12 1063 citations omitted An attorney like potential vexatious litigant must be given notice and

13 an opportunity to be heard before imposing sanctions and the sanctions must be tailored to the

14 misconduct Id For the reasons stated above Missuds conduct qualifies for the Courts

15 discretionary imposition of sanctions including pre-filing order Thus the Courts power to

16 sanction attorney misconduct offers another independent grounds for its order

17 Accordingly Defendants motion to declare Plaintiff vexatious litigant is GRAN1ED

18 Plaintiff is adjudged vexatious litigant and ordered to obtain leave of Court before filing or causing

19 to be filed any new action in this District against D.R Horton or any of its affiliates including DHI

20 Mortgage subsidiaries and/or employees

21 ifi CONCLUSION

22 For the foregoing reasons the Court orders as follows

23 Magistrate Judge Ryus RR is ADOPTED as modified herein PlaintifPs claims against

24 Defendant Horton are dismissed for lack of personal jurisdiction PlaintifFs claims against

25 the Judicial Defendants are dismissed with prejudice on the grounds ofjudicial immunity

26

10

Special Magistrate Curtis Coltrane of Beaufort County South Carolina Court Clerk

Steven Grierson and Judge Elizabeth Gonzales of the Clark County Courts of Nevada Discovery

28
Commissioner Bonnie Bulla of Nevadas Eighth Judicial District Court Chief Justice Nancy

Saiita and Justices Michael Douglas James Hardesty Kristina Pickering Mark Gibbons

22
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the Rooker-Feidman doctrine and failure to state claim Plaintiffs claims against the

Unserved Defendants are dismissed for failure to effect proper service under Rule 4m
Judgment will be entered in favor of Defendants and against Plaintiff The Clerk of the

Court is instructed to close the file

Plaintiffs Requests for Judicial Notice are GRANTED as to official court documents from

other proceedings and DENIED as to all other documents he has submitted to this Court

Plaintiffs Requests for Subpoenas and U.S Marshal Service are DENIED

Defendant Hortons motion to declare Plaintiff vexatious litigant is GRANTED The

Clerk of this Court may not file or accept any further complaints filed by or on behalf of Mr

10 Missud as named Plaintiff that name as defendants D.R Horton or any of its affiliates

11 including DHI Mortgage subsidiaries and/or employees If Mr Missud wishes to file

12 complaint against any of these entities and/or individuals he shall provide copy of any

13 such complaint letter requesting that the complaint be filed and copy of this Order to the

14 Clerk of this Court The Clerk shall then forward the complaint letter and copy of this

15 Order to the Duty Judge for determination whether the complaint should be accepted for

16 filing Any violation of this Order will expose Plaintiff to contempt hearing and

17 appropriate sanctions and any action filed in violation of this Order will be subject to

18 dismissal

19 Mr Missud is forewarned that any future suit he files with the Court which does not comply

20 with the good faith requirements of Fed Civ 11 will be subject to sanctions including

21 monetary sanctions

22 /1/

23 11/

24

Michael Cherry and Ron Parraguirre of the Supreme Court of Nevada San Francisco Superior
25

Court Judges Charlotte Woolard and Loretta Giorgi Judge Saundra Armstrong of the U.S District

Court for the Northern District of California Judge Roger Hunt of the U.S District Court for the

District of Nevada Judge Roger Benitez of the U.S District Court for the Southern District of

27
California the Nevada Supreme Court and the Eighth Judicial District Court of County of Clark

28
State of Nevada Susan Eckhardt David Samowski the Nevada State Bar and Constance

Akridge

23
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Mr Missud is referred to the State Bar and the Standing Committee on Professional Conduct

pursuant to Civ L.R 1-6a3-4 for any appropriate disciplinary action

This Order disposes of Docket Nos 37 53 59 65

IT IS SO ORDERED

Dated March 22 2012

EDW CHEN
United States District Judge
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

PATRICK MISSUD No 12-03117 WHA

Plaintiff

10 ORDER DISMISSING
ACTION WITH PREJUDICE

SAN FRANCISCO SUPERIOR COURT AND DECLARING PLAINTIFF

12
et at VEXATIOUS LITIGANT

Defendants
13

_____________________________________/

14

15
Plaintiff Patrick Missud an attorney licensed in California State Bar No 219614 and

16
representing himself has brought suit pursuant to 42 U.S.C 1983 against several defendants

17
including Judges Patrick Mahoney Andrew Cheng and Harold Kahn Justices William

18
McGuiness Martin Jenkins and Stuart Pollak the San Francisco Superior Court the California

19
First District Court of Appeals the Commission on Judicial Performance and the State Bar of

20
California Generally Attorney Missud alleges that defendants in the judiciary are involved in

21
conspiracy to silence non-wealthy litigants The State Bar filed motion to dismiss on Eleventh

22
Amendment grounds The hearing on the motion to dismiss was vacated and Attorney Missud

23
was ordered to show cause why he should not be declared vexatious litigant Dkt No 59

24
For the reasons stated below all claims are DISMISSED WITH PREJUDICE on grounds of

25
judicial inmrnnity and the Eleventh Amendment Moreover this order declares Attorney Missud

26
VExATIOUS LITIGANT and requires pre-filing review for future complaints filed by Attorney

27
Missud against judicial entities including judges and courts

28
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DIsMIssAL OF THIS ACTION

Defendant State Bar of California has moved to dismiss claims against it on grounds of

Eleventh Amendment immunity Dkt No 18 On August 21 this Court issued an order to

show cause why all claims against all defendants should not be dismissed on grounds of judicial

immunity and the Eleventh Amendment Dkt No 47 Attorney Missud has filed multiple

responses none of which is persuasive

Absolute immunity from civil liability is generally accorded to state and federal judges

functioning in their official capacities Olsen Idaho State Bd of Med 363 F.3d 916 923 9th

Cir 2004 Judicial immunity can be stripped if the judge acts in the clear absence of all

10 jurisdiction Sadoski Mosley 435 F.3d 1076 1079 9th Cir 2006 While Attorney Missud

11 asserts that the judicial defendants acted without authority he fails to explain sufficiently how

12 they have done so Instead Attorney Missud makes vague and conclusive complaints of

13 wrongdoing the First District Court of Appeal will rubber stamp any decision by the San

14 Francisco Superior Court that judges have ignored facts and made up law to favor deep

15 pockets and particular judges have wrongfully compelled arbitration

16 In this current action like in his previous lawsuits Attorney Missud recounts decisions

17 against him and people of low income and then concludes ipso facto that the judges ruling in

18 those cases are corrupt See e.g Missud San Francisco Sup Ct Civ 11-1856 Dkt No 54

19 at N.D Cal Feb 13 2012 Hamilton details of plaintiffs allegations are

20 elusive the complaint is loaded with vague conclusory and hyperbolic statements as well as

21 what appear to be nonsensical and far-flung facts The court also notes that some of the

22 allegations are quite reckless given plaintiffs status as an officer of the very court he is suing.

23 Although pro se plaintiff would ordinarily be given some degree of leniency in his pleadings

24 Attorney Missud is an attorney who is currently under investigation by the State Bar for filing

25 similar frivilous lawsuits Patrick Missud State ofNevada et Civ 11-3567 N.D Cal

26 Mar 22 2012 Chen listing other similar actions filed by Attorney Missud Therefore

27 this order dismisses with prejudice claims against the judicial defendants

28
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In the absence of waiver by the state or valid congressional override Eleventh

Amendment bars suits which seek either damages or injunctive relief against state an arm of

the state its instrumentalities or its agencies Franceschi Schwartz 57 F.3d 828 8319th

Cir 1995 The California State Bar San Francisco Superior Court California First District

Court of Appeals and the Commission on Judicial Performance state agency created by

Article VI Section of the California Constitution to investigate complaints of judicial

misconduct are arms of California and therefore entitled to Eleventh Amendment immunity

See GreaterLosAngeles Council on Deafness Inc Zolin 812 F.2d 1103 1110 9th Cir 1987

Superior Court of California was an arm of the state Lupert Calfornia State Bar 761 F.2d

10 1325 1327 9th Cir 1985 suit against State Bar committees barred by Eleventh Amendment

11 For the reasons stated above all claims in this action are DISMISSED WITH PREJUDICE

12 Because Attorney Missuds proposed complaint is frivolous and without merit his application to

13 proceed in forma pauperis is DENIED

14 VExATious LITIGANT

15 pre-fihing
review order is appropriate if the plaintiff is given adequate notice and an

16 opportunity to oppose the order the Court compiles an adequate record for review the

17 Court makes substantive findings as to the frivolous or harassing nature of the litigants actions

18 and the order is narrowly tailored to closely fit the specific vice encountered Moiski

19 Evergreen Dynasty Corp 500 F.3d 1047 1057 9th Cir 2007 internal citations omitted

20 Attorney Missud is frequent litigant and has been already declared vexatious litigant

21 in this district before but only as to particular defendant D.R Horton Inc who is not party

22 in this action Patrick Missud State of Nevada et Civ 11-3567 N.D Cal Mar 22 2012

23 Chen J. As discussed Attorney Missud has filed multiple prior lawsuits against judicial

24 defendants including judges courts and other judicial entities All of these prior actions were

25 dismissed as frivolous See e.g Patrick Missudv San Francisco Sup Ct Civ 11-1856 N.D

26 Cal Feb 13 2012 Hamilton Patrick Missud State ofNevada et Civ 11-3567 N.D

27 Cal Mar 22 2012 Chen Patrick Missud D.R Horton Inc eta Civ 10-0235 N.D

28 Cal April 2010 Iliston J.
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Attorney Missuds multiple filings in federal and state courts arise from his purchase of

home in Nevada in 2003 See Patrice Missudv D.R Horton et Civ 07-2625 N.D Cal

Oct 30 2007 Armstrong J. Soon after his purchase disputes arose over payments to the

homebuilder D.R Horton Inc Between 2005 and 2006 Attorney Missud filed three separate

actions against D.R Horton and its affiliates in the San Francisco Superior Court alleging

emotional distress fraud and breach of contract Missud Horton et No 05-444247 filed

Aug 22 2005 Missud Horton et No 05-447499 filed Dec 2005 Missud eta

Horton eta No 06-457207 filed Oct 23 2006 All three actions were dismissed for lack of

personal jurisdiction Attorney Missud then began filing complaints in this district against the

10 same defendants alleging similar claims The first filing was in 2007 before Judge Saundra

11 Armstrong That action was dismissed for lack of personal jurisdiction forum non conveniens

12 and statute of limitations See Patrice Missud D.R Horton et Civ 07-2625 at Dkt No 38

13 N.D Cal Oct 30 2007 Armstrong J.

14 Subsequently Attorney Missud filed four more complaints in this district alleging

15 among other things that state and federal judges who previously ruled against him were

16 conspiring against him and the American public in general In 2010 Attorney Missud filed

17 complaint alleging that Judge Armstrong wrongfully silenced Attorney Missud by dismissing his

18 case in 2007 and that Magistrate Judge Curtis Coltrane District Judge Roger Benitez District

19 Judge Berry Edenfield and District Judge Martin Reidinger were somehow conspiring with D.R

20 Horton to silence people of low income That complaint was dismissed by Judge Susan Illston

21 on grounds of judicial immunity Patrick Missud D.R Horton Inc et Civ 10-0235 N.D

22 Cal April 2010 Illston J. In April 2011 Attorney Missud filed complaint alleging that

23 the San Francisco Superior Court and Superior Court Judge Charlotte Woolard were engaged in

24 illegal conspiracy to force litigants into mediation or arbitration against their will That

25 complaint was dismissed by Judge Phyllis Hamilton for failure to state plausible claim and

26 judicial immunity Patrick Missudv San Francisco Sup Ct Civ 11-1856 at Dkt No 54 N.D

27 Cal Feb 13 2012 Hamilton J. In July 2011 Attorney Missud filed complaint alleging that

28 several state and federal judges renaming many of the same judges dismissed in prior actions
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and courts were corrupt and biased against people with low income That complaint was

dismissed by Judge Edward Chen for failure to state plausible claim and judicial immunity

Judge Chen also declared Attorney Missud vexatious litigant with respect to D.R Horton Inc

and any of its affiliates Patrick Missud State ofNevada et al Civ 11-3567 N.D Cal Mar

22 2012 Chen J. In June of this year Attorney Missud filed this instant action against

several judicial defendants As discussed it too is frivolous and makes only reckless allegations

of judicial corruption

Based on Attorney Missuds prior complaints which have all failed to state plausible

claims against judicial defendants this order finds that Attorney Missuds conduct against

10 judicial
defendants has been both frivolous and harassing As discussed Attorney Missud was

11 given notice and an opportunity to oppose being declared vexatious litigant Dkt No 59

12 After reviewing Attorney Missud many filings in response this order finds that none of his

13 explanations alter the frivolous and harassing nature of his conduct Indeed Attorney Missuds

14 responses have been nothing more than repetition of vague conclusory and sometimes

15 nonsensical allegations of judicial corruption implausible to support claim

16 Therefore Attorney Missud is declared to be VEXATIOUS LITIGANT as to all judicial

17 entities including judges and courts The Clerk of this Court may not file or accept any further

18 complaints filed by or on behalf of Attorney Missud as named plaintiff that name judicial

19 entities as defendants If Attorney Missud wishes to file complaint against these entities andlor

20 individuals he shall provide copy of any such complaint letter requesting that the complaint

21 be filed and copy of this order to the Clerk of this Court The Clerk shall then forward the

22 complaint letter and copy of this order to the undersigned for pre-filing review If the Court

23 ascertains that the complaint or notice of appeal is duplicative or frivolous it will not be filed

24 and will be returned to Attorney Missud Otherwise it will be given to the Clerk with

25 instructions to file it subject to payment of fees

26 Any violation of this order will expose Attorney Missud to contempt hearing and

27 appropriate sanctions and any action filed in violation of this order will be subject to dismissal

28 Attorney Missud is forewarned that any future suit he files with the Court which does not
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comply with the good faith requirements of FRCP 11 will be subject to sanctions including

monetary sanctions

IT IS SO ORDERED

Dated September 24 2012 ___________________________
WILLI ALsuP
UNITED STATES DIsTRIcT JuDGE
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Thomas Montano

From pat missud

Sent Thursday August 18 2011 933 AM

To oigsec.gov sanfranciscosec.gOV dfwsec.gov greener@sec.gov Thomas Montano

eisinggibsondunn.com james.strotherwellsfargo.com

raymond.m.lynchwellsfargO.cOm jodou@wshblaw.com mroose@wshblaw.com

cgilbertsor1@wshblaw.com Dewey.WheeIerMcNamaraLaW.cOm myuensftc.org

itservicedesknvcourtS.nv.gov aginfoag.state.nv.us ecartwrightag.nv.gov

Cc josh.levin@citi.com dan.oppeflheim@Credit-SUISSe.cOm michaeLrehautäiomoraafl.COm

david-i.goldberg@ubs.com nishu.sood@db.com FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

rstevensonpeoplemanagement.org steve.east@csfb.com mrossbgbinc.com gs

investor-relationsgs.com Buck HorneRaymondJames.com ivyzelmanassociates.c0m

bberningfppartners.com chris.husseygs.com joshua.pollardgs.com

arjun.sharma@citi.com jacqueline merrellgs.com jason.a.marcusjpmOrgafl.Com

cbriantradethetrend.com rob hansen@db.com jesse.arocho-cruzdb.Com

jonathan.s.ellis@baml.COm kennethzener@keybarlcCm.cOm jrahmani@kbw.com

jay.chhatbarbaml.com william.w.wongjpmorgan.com kisha rosariojpmorgan.com

inquiriesguggenheimpartnerS.cOm karen.frenzags.com william.alexis@credit

suisse.com michaeidahl@credit-suisSe.com kim@zelmanassociates.cOm

christina.c.lojpmorgan.com angela pruitt@dowjones.com nick.vonklock@dOwjofles.cOm

cbrian@mysmartrend.com

Subject SEC 14A8 Missud Proposal For Action in DHIs forthcoming Proxy 10k and Annual Report

Attachments PropForAct8-1 7-11 .pdf 4A8bNOf8-1 8-11 .pdf

Good morning all-

The SEC will compel printing this year or be named as Defendant

Mr Montano

If there are any further perceived deficiencies they will be brought to my attention Your silence will be

deemed an admission of my compliance with all provisions of 14A8

Cordially

Patrick



Patrick Missud

Attorney at Law

91 SaniuanAve

San Francisco CA 94112

415-584-7251 Office

415-845-5540 Cell

missudpatäivahoo.com

August 172011

Securities and Exchange Commission

Burnett Plaza Suite 1900

801 Cherry Street Unit 18

Fort Worth TX 76102

Re Missud Proposal for Action for consideration at DHIs 2012 Annual Shareholder

Meeting and inclusion within DHIs proxy statement

Via oig@sec.gov sanfranciscosec.gov dfwsec.gov greener@sec.gov

tbmontano@drhorton.com eisinggibsondunn.com

james.strother@wellsfargo.com raymond.m.lyncb@wellsfargo.com

Certified FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Good afternoon SEC agents Greene Reedick Maples Kwon Special Counsel Belliston

Chairwoman Shapiro Ms Ising and Messieurs Montano Lynch and Strother

As you all know this year again mailed myProposal for Action to Hortons

Montano for inclusion in Dills forthcoming Annual Report 10K and proxy statement

The Proposal is reproduced below for convenience The three reasons for inclusion of

the Proposal are as follows

Reasons for Compelling Publication

DHI has participated in ultra-vires acts The Directors and shareholders need to

vote to stop various illegal financial activities which are specifically damaging the

Corporate Citizens reputation and bottom line and shareholders interests

The second reason is that Dills illegal financial activities are broadly impacting

the US economy and its 308 millionreal flesh-and-blood citizens Each non-performing

predatory loan originated by DIII and fully owned subsidiary DHI Mortgage must be

bailed out by American tax payers This in turn lowers the expendable income that

each real flesh-and-blood American family has to purchase new products such as

Horton homes

The third reason for inclusion is that overwhelming evidence has already been

gathered which proves that DHI Executives have corrupted officials and judges in several

states Once this information is exposed the Corporate Citizens reputation and bottom

line will most certainly suffer very acute damage Shareholders need reassurances from

DHIs Board of Directors that they will lawfully conduct business per the Corporate

Charter and Governance Documents



The SECs Recently Stepued-Un Efforts

The SEC has recently taken aggressive enforcement actions regarding various

subprune loan and Wall Street fraud http //www sec gov/spothght/enf-actions-fc shtml

DIII has coincidentally also been very heavily involved in exactly these types of crimes

for at least years possibly even precipitating the mortgage melt-down

Also according to the SECs website enforcement protocols have been improved

post-Madoff http //wwwsee gov/spotliaht/secpostmadoffreforms htm Prior to Madoff

it was reported that the SEC would get tips about white collar crimes and not act until it

was too late to prevent massive shareholder losses Hopefully now the SEC will be more

proactive to regulate DHIs corporate activities which have and will continue to severely

and negatively impact $3.6 billion in issued stock

Identical Wall Street Requests

Even CtW CEO William Patterson shares the same exact concerns that do in that

DIII should refrain from issuing predatory loans and selling fraudulent mortgages
httn //www ctwmvestmentgroup comLfileadimn/groupjilesICtW_lnvj3rp_to_DR_Horto

nBoard.pdf Note that Pattersons request was made in 2007 Since then the SEC has

done nothing to redress either Pattersons or my identical concerns

Prior SEC No-Action Decisions

No-action letters represent the staffs interpretations of the securities laws and
while persuasive are not binding on the courts

http I/en wikipedia org/wikilU Securities_and_Exchange Commission

in 20082009 and 20101 submitted formal Proposals similar to Pattersons In

20089 DIII was permitted to exclude my Proposals because did not have sufficient

share ownership for the SEC to compel publication Last year had sufficient share

ownership for the required time for the SEC to compel publication but for some reason

the SEC did not enforce Rule 14A8

This year have sufficient share ownership for the required amount of time

which requires that the SEC compels publication If the SEC refuses to compel

publication of my very reasonable Proposal which merely seeks that DHI participate

only in legal acts under its corporate charter will seek redress in the federal courts

Along with the racketeering suit voluntarily withdrawn in 2010 and subject to re

filing and the currently active civil rights comiption suit which will

soon name DH1 as an additional Defendant l-cv-3567-DMR will file an SEC action

in the Ninth Circuit naming Chairwoman Shapiro The federal securities complaint

supporting declaration and exhibits will first be published with syndicated media and

then registered in court The action will eclipse the Madoff scandal

Mr Montanos Claimed Deficiencies

Montanos August 16 2011 letter disingenuously claims that havent sufficient

continuous share ownership per 14A8b The accompanying Wells Fargo brokerage

Statement is an official business record from Wells Fargo Advisors which is my
Broker affiliated with Wells Fargo Bank Said Statement verifies that as of the

date of my current Proposal the DIII shares were continuously held for over one

year



Further note that this letter was copied to Wells Fargos legal department Wells

Fargos Lynch and Strother have my authority to verify that have sufficient

continuous share ownership per 14A8b You can contact them directly upon mybehalf

to further corroborate my entitlement to SEC compulsion of my ultra-reasonable lawful

Proposal

Conclusions

The draft of my securities complaint will be pro-actively
readied within one week

If the SEC does not act to protect my interests Mr Pattersons interests interests of the

thousands of other DIII shareholders 308 millionAmericans interests and uphold

federal securities laws the suit will be filed to showcase the favorable treatment that

RICO operating corporations get from the supposed securities regulator The SEC itself

will be on trial

Cordially

pxtrickM

Patrick Missud shareholder

End
Cc Wall Street Media Federal and State Regulators



Patrick Missud

Attorney at Law

91 San Juan Ave

San Francisco CA 94112

415-584-7251 Office

415-845-5540 Cell

missudpat@yahoo.com

August 2011

Attn Corporate Counsel D.R Horton Inc

301 Commerce Street Suite 500

Fort Worth TX 76102

Re Proposal for Action

Via E-mail tbmontano@drhorton.com dennis.barghaan@usdoj.gov

greenersec.gov Wall Street Select Media

Certified RR FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-1

Attention DHI Board of Directors Corporate Counsel and Federal Agents

As DIII stockholder under SEC Rule 14a-8 submit the following facts and Proposal

for DHIs forthcoming 2012 shareholder meeting Note that have owned the sufficient

number of shares for at least two years to submit this Proposal for publication in DHIs
forthcoming Annual Report Note that if the SEC does not compel DHI to publish this

will make the Madoff debacle seem minor This DHI scandal has been gift wrapped and

packaged far better than Harry Markopoulos expose of Bernie Madoff

Mr Montano- You will print the following 490 words in the forthcoming 10k

PROPOSAL FOR ACTION

On July 2009 the DOJ HIUD and SEC deferred prosecution against Beazer Homes
which admitted to several fraudulent mortgage origination and accounting practices BZH
agreed to provide $50 millionin restitution for consumers in and around North Carolina

Some of Beazers mortgage fraud included interest rate manipulation inflating home
base prices to cover incentives and lack of due diligence when completing stated income

loans

There is concrete evidence that DHI has engaged in even more egregious fraud but on
much larger nationwide scale Under the Freedom of Information Act hundreds of

consumer complaints are available from the FTC and HUD regarding DHIs fraudulent

nationwide mortgage origination in over 23 states In Virginias federal circuit HUD
submitted nearly 7700 administrative records showing that DHI and other builders

violated RESPA laws 1324 In Georgia the Yeatman class action alleges

similar RESPA violations specific to Dll 11 At Dlii Virginias Rippon



in the submitted Proposal and available on the web at www.drhortonfraud.com and

http//drhortonsjudges.com/ These sites can be sponsored daily and achieve minimum

2000 hits per day Media and Wall Street will also receive notice of these documents and

will be awaiting the SEC/Dill response These entities will either ratify or ignore this

simple Proposal which merely asks that Dill DIII Mortgage and its officers not violate

federal laws Note that if these federal laws were violated by everyday non-millionaire

individual American citizens they would risk federal incarceration

Lastly either RICO l0-cv-235-SI already naming DElI will be revived or public

corruption suit l-cv-3567-DMR will be amended to name Dill as the entity which has

acted under color of law and caused officials and public figures to defraud citizens in 29

market states htt//drhortonsjudges.com/ Damages sought will equal Dills

capitalization at the time that the amended complaint is filed plus punitive damages

Donald Horton will also be personally named to satisfy the punitive damages portion of

the demand Both of these lawsuits are already supported with over 5000 exhibits These

are the most significant federal lawsuits that DIII has ever had to vigorously defend

The multi-billion dollar suits will have to be mentioned in the DHI Annual Reports

litigation caption rough draft of the civil rights suit against Nevada is also available at

the above listed supersite for all of America to consider The amended complaint will

soon be available

Cordially

IS Patrick Missud

Patrick Missud shareholder

End
Cc Wall Street Media Federal and State Regulators



EXHIBIT



Subject FW Horton 1$ on the rope$

From pat missud missudpat@yahoo.com

Sent Wednesday September 21 2011 228 PM

To jodou@wshblaw.com mroose@wshblaw.com cgilbertson@wshbtaw.com LMarquez@wendel.com
GMRoss@wendel.com Dewey.Wheeler@McNamaraLaw.com Tanner.Brink@McNamaraLaw.com

Christopher.Lustig@McNamaraLaw.com trg@mmker.com ehuguenin@greenhalt.com Iawnivensmith.com Thomas
Montano eising@gibsondunn.com james.strother@wellsfargo.com raymond.m .Iynchweltsfargo.com

eric.mcluen2@wellsfargo.com Amy.anderson@calbar.ca.gov Adriana.burger@calbar.ca.gov myuen@sftc.org
adonlan@sftc.org bcompton@sftc.org itservicedesk@nvcourts.nv.gov aginfo@ag.state.nv.us

ncdinfo@judicial.state.nv.us judcom@govmail.state.nv.us Hawkinsi@clarkcountycourts.us

Tommasinoi@clarkcountycourts.us DeptilLC@ClarkCountyCourts.us KutinacD@clarkcountycourts.us

GambleL@clarkcountycourts.us ncjdinfo@judicial.state.nv.us davidc@nvbar.org kimberlyf@nvbar.org

ecartwright@ag.nv.gov Attorney General@state.mn.us mscodro@atg.state.ll.us ACheng@sftc.org
kdrake@meyersnave.com dinness@meyersnave.com bstrottman@meyersnave.com scott@mckayleonglaw.com

bfasuescu@sanmateocourt.org

Cc nick.timiraos@wsj.com Robble.Whelan@wsj.com sboyer@hearst.com Scott.Glover@latimes.com

Scott.Gold@latimes.com sdean@click2houston.com hsmith@ireviewjournal.com snishimurastar-telegram.com

asorci@sacbee.com Scott.Reckard@latimes.com sosdnews@unlontrib.com estanton@bloomberg.net

Anne.Tergesen@wsj.com stevebrown@dallasnews.com tellis@dallasnews.com thorner@sptimes.com

tom.petruno@latimes.com tshaffer@attorneygeneral.gov ryan.vlastelica@thomsonreuters.com

wargo@1asvegassun.com trigaux@sptimes.com mvansickler@sptlmes.com vacaville@thereporter.com

jwasserman@sacbee.com ivy@zelmanassociates.com bwillis@bloomberg.net dawn.wotapka@dowjones.com
lmorgan@sptimes.com amoss@nctimes.com mslawny@seekingalpha.com national@nytimes.com

peter_coy@businessweek.com president@nytimes.com jim.puzzanghera@latimes.com publisher@nytimes.com
readers@forbes.com realestate@nytimes.com ruth.simon@wsj.com feedback@mysanantonio.com

ryan.vlastelica.reuters.comreuters net carrick.mollenkamp@wsj.com liz.rappaport@wsj.com robin.sidel@wsj.com
Aaron.Lucchetti@wsj.com contact-editorial@seekingalpha.com jess.bravin@wsj.com constance.mitchell4ord@wsj.com
peter.grant@wsj.com angela pruitt@dowjones.com nick.vonklock@dowjones.com Rick.Brooks@wsj.com

eamon2@bloomberg.net wiltiam.rempeIlatimes.com
FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Subject Fw Horton 1$ on the rope$

Joel

$$$Giorgi$$$ reconfirmed entry of $$$Don Horton$ $i$ter $tate Judgment right

CMore tomorrow Fm looking forward to DFIP$ financial evisceration

Say Hi to Donald and his judge$$$$$ for me

Patrick

On Wed 9/21/11 pat missud missudpaKlIpahoo.com wrote

From pat missud missudpat@yahoo.com

Subject Horton i$ on the rope$

To josh.levinciti.com dan.oppenheim@credit-suisse.com michae1.rehautcjpmorgan.com david

jgo1dbergubs.com nishu.sood@db.com. FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-1 ..stevensonpeop1emanagement.org
steve.eastcsfticom mrossbgbinc.com gs-investor-relatjonsgs.com Buck.Horne@RaymondJames.com
ivze1manassociates.com bbeming@fppartners.com chris.husseygs.com ioshua.pollardäigs.com

arjun.sharma@citi.com jacgue1ine.merre1lcgs.com jon.a.marcusjpmorgan.com



cbrian@tradethetrend.CSllTh
rob.hansen@db.com jesse.arocho-cruz@db.com jonathan.s.el1isCbaml.com

kennethzener@keYbaflccm.cQffl jhmani@kbw corn jychhatbarbam1.com

will jam.w.wongipmOrgafl.cffl kisha.rosariojprn9rgafl.çrn inq1iiriesguggenheimpartnerS.COm

karen.frenzaigs.com william.alexis@credit-suisse.com rnichael.dahl@credit-suiSSe.COrn

kim@zelmanassociateS.cOm christina.c.1oi1Drnorgafl.COm angela.pruittdowiones.com

thck.vonk1ockiidoWjOfleS.COm george.stahldowiones.com cbrian@mysmartrend.com

Cc brian wargo wargolasvegassun.Com 5newsdesk@kvvu.cOm ed yoga

epgelreviewj ournaLcom gramalhokvbc.com kbencze@ktnv.com 8onyourside@idastv.com

hsmithreviewIourflal.COm producers@ktvn.com desk@ktnv.com apackerreviewiourflal.corn

Iedwards@reviewj0ur1.m jgreenekvbc.Com mlayton@klastv.com adhotkins@xeviewiournal.COrn

news@krnv.cm kelleyflasvegassun.COrn rcorningsklastv.corn khowardreviewiournaL corn

mhiesigerreviewiourflal.COm kmovesian@ktnv.com miller VMiller@lvbusinesspreSs.cOm

newsdesk@klastv.com cylasvegassun.com Patrick.CoolicanlasvegaSSun.COm

ichard.serranolasvegasSUfl.C0m cgeerreviewioufl1al.Com bhaynes@reviewjournal.com

rnblaskyreviewiournaLCOm fgearyreviewjournal.Com dkiharareviewjourna.cOm

dmcmurdoreviewioUrnal.COm flnccabe@reviewjournal.com lmower@reviewiournal.com

Date Wednesday September 21 2011 1224 PM

and Im dancing like butterfly and sting like scorpion

The 9th U. Circuit Court of Appeals in San Francisco said lower court erred in concluding the homeowners

lacked standing to sue defendants including Beazer Homes USA mc DR Horton mc Lennar Corp PulteGroup

Incs Centex Homes and Ryland Group Inc

http//www.baltimOreSUfl.COm1bUSme5S/snsu0mebuilde5e78k5452ll92l 0.825442.story

Writing for 9th Circuit panel Judge Betty Fletcher said the plaintiffs may file an amended complaint to show

sufficient link between the defendants actions and the resulting economic harm She returned the case to

federal district court for further proceedings

As chance would have it Im drafting that very document today It will go out to the consumer attorneys law

enforcement and 1500 media contacts

Patrick

Patrick



EXHIBIT



-Original Message-
From pat aisud Imailto misaudpat$yahoo coal

Sent Monday April 28 200$ 642 $14

70 Leonard Marqus
Subject criminals and incarceration

NX Marques

Please tall your former client that it only takes

minutes then days to inflict substintial economic

damage to their RICO operations

Let my intent be very clear... The criminals will

never enjoy the iti of their illegal ticsa
will eviscerate their company 4.p..t their vast bank sOccunte destroy their reputations

hopefully cause as much psychological and physiological damag to thee as they have to

thousands of batter Americans

Sincexely

patrick Misaud

-son of mother who was shot at in Surope while

Hitlers Pans.ra wax cruising through France and of

father whos relatives were slaughtered during the

TuniSian revolution

Taking Ofl this $85 corporation is nothing You just

need Little permpaotivo

This e-mail massage confidential is intended only fox the named

recipient above and may contain information that is privileged attorney work product

or exempt from disclosure under applicable law If you have rceived this message in

crxoX or ar not named recipients you axe hereby notified that any dissemination

distribut ion or copying of this e-mail is strictly pxoMbited If you have received this

message in error pleas immediately notify th sender by re.urn a-mail and delete this

mail message from your computer Thank you

b4Ł
IRS Circular 230 Disclosure Aa roquired by Treasury Regulations governing tax

practice you axe hereby advised that any written tax advic contained hrin was not

written ox intended to be used and cannot be used by any taxpayer for the purpos of

avoiding penalties that may be imposed under the U.S Internal Revee Code



EXHIBIT
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Patrick Missud

Attorney at Law

91 SaniuanAve

San Francisco CA 94112

415-584-7251 Office

415-845-5540 Cell

missudpatyahoo.com

August 2009

Attn Defendants and Agencies

Re Missud DH1 eta RICO and Conspiracy to commit RiCO

Via Certified and e-mail dennis.barahaan@usdoi.aov

Attention Defendants Agencies and Federal Agents.

This is notice of an imminent RICO and consoiracv to commit RICO.suit namine

RICO operating DR Horton Inc and DHI Mortgage

Aiding and abetting federal judges Roger Benitez and Saundra Armstrong

Former South Carolina Magistrate and DHI under the table employee Curtis Coltrane

Former Nevada Deputy Commissioner and Dlii under the table employee Susan Eckhardt

Criminally enabling defense firms Wendell Rosen Black and Dean Wood Smith Henning and Berman

Felonious Dlii in house counsel/board members Morice Buchanan Buschacher Galland Harbour and

Non feasant State Bars of California Nevada and Texas



Syndicat$niedia wili first teceive copies of the conolaint h.suenortinn cvi4lŁflce long before the

defendants sunünons are seryod -The fol owing are just the facts supporting the case for judicial

corruption1 official cortuption and lolatioris by statC Bar members and associations limited

assortment of official government admtssionstrecords and registered judicial decisions are enclosed or

cited or internet links to web accessible information are provided or hard copy evidence enclosed with my
certified March 18 2009 letter which you have each positively received This iurºnt lçtter will soon be

posted to www.cfrhortonudaesJnfo4âr medias and Americans easeof access My intent is to ruin the

reputations of the namedindivlduals and corporations and to expose the various govermnaæal entities

responsible for DHrs predatory lending which 1125 COst 30 million Ar icans trillions of dollars in hail

outs while allowing the corporate elite to avoid justice The compassion that will now show the named

difendents will be similar to that shown by the OH1 corpOration and its officers towards its own

consumers Every defendant whO has dealt with the devir will now become victim of DHIs Own

corporate fraud nOd hopefully losc as much as the hundreds/thousands of preyed on foreclosed and

bankrupted Dill consumers found nationwide Markopoukis exposed MadolFs onzi scheme which

injurOd only thousands ofprivatóinvestors and several large funds 1-plan to cx eec the miscreants who

have caused.catastrophic worldwide economic losses

Ramoait Builder/Affiliated Lender RICO

On July 20098th largest builder/affiliated lender Beazer Homes signed deferred prosecution

agreement admitted to predatory lending/mortgage fraud and agreed to $50 Million in consumer

restitution Th FBI SEC and HUJ agreed to settle in lieu of prosecuting Beazers participation in

scheme designed to increase its mortgage companyi profits and sell homes .. arrangrng larger loans that

consumers could afford ...fraudulently inflating home prices to ofihat incentives generally inflating

interest rates on the back end and intentionally overstating consumer income to qualify for borne

purchases htta/tha1ote.foLgov/doioressr1t2009/ce07O10htm Scores of Beazers consumers have

been fOreclosed on and bankrupted Hundreds more have been financially ruined.

RylandXB and Hovpanian Homes and others have also similarly been found involyed in antitrust and

predatory lending

http//www.ctwinvestmentgrouo.com/flleadmin/rouejIlCtWJnVPTRJ0DRhKt0tafi0d.Pdf

D.R Hortons Hl sales volume is FOUR times as great as Beazers and qualifies for minimum of

$200 Million in consumer restitution Hundreds of official government documents and hundreds more

consumer emails in my possession prove the losses with absolute certainty Hundreds of Dills consumers

have been foreclosed on and bankrupted Thousands more have been financially ruined All indications

however are that the DHI elite will skate and the white collar criminals will never have to answer for

crimes that minorities and small fish regularly pay for....and justice for all

HUDs Racuest for my Dill Predatory Lendin.FjLç



i90o 5rectori Jaksrpersonaily requested my then small lIla regarding

Dlli regional predatory lending oôcurringthmughout California and Nevada was happy to oblige and

quickly sent her the doàünents

On NoWrnbec 192006 syndicated real estate columnist Ken Harney then pnnted Builder-lender

partnesships.drw HUDcye within that article he wrote the statute police have begun intervening in

complaints bro ghtby individual consumers who say builders are unfairly forcing them to use their

affihiatid mortgag.codipanies The following paragraph then begins to detail the same identical stories

that had sent ceitifie toHUDs Director Jadon htnl/www.sfeatc.com/csi

bin/arlclcciP/c/at2006/11J1/REG7TMEKSAl

Judicial Furtherace. Assistance and Enablement of DHIs.RlCO

On June 82009 die U.S Supreme Coungikd that Watt Virginias judge Benjamin should have

disqualified himself from an appeal Of $50 million jury verdict against Massey Energy Co because th

coal mining companys CEO had been one of his major campaign donors BenjaminSSwing vote

predictabty favored MaSSey Energy which had contributed $M to his re-election

h//wwreuters.conilaiticlWdosæCaticNes/kIUSTRE5573RU20090608

in Jupe 2006.South Carolinas Speâial Magistrate Curtis Coltrane twice cited DHIs corporate special

interests to trump communitys nOd couples First Amendment Right to speech and assemblyat

Beatiforts traditional public forums 06-CP.07.16582224 and

httot//www.drhortonhomeolhorrosJnfo/South Carolinthbnl However another Magistrate not on DHIs

payroll properly ruled against Dill when it tried again eliminate the 222 year old right to speech and

assembly in Richiand County South Carolina hftq.J fstccowJGlobaVtorvasos66761 11 NOw in

0O9according to SouthernCarolinas.BeaufOrt bench Special MagiStrate Coltrade is no.longer in their

service nor even practicing law Perhaps çoltrane$ foimer DHI income is Sufficient to Support

hiSlifeStyl. His friend ofaftather was $iilarly indicted recently on July 312009 SuppOrting her own

lifeStyle ht w.greavilleonln.coartk1eI20090731ft4EWS/9073 10329/0/NEWSQl/Bçaufôrt-.

court-c1erkresiansafler-en1be.lenent-charges

In October 2007 Northern District of California Judge Saundra Armstrong quickly closed Dill

predatory lending case which precisely mirrors the smallish $50 Million Beamr deferred prosecution case

She resoundingly rifused the plaintiffs offer to bring dozens now hundreds onationally defrauded

consumer cOntacts to an otal hearing for.whlch there would have been public record She ignored Clark

County court finding of fraud and deceptive trade practices by ilis Same defendants when She should have

given that ruling full faith and credit Judge $iundra ArmStrOng ivan dismissed an official police reöit

generated in the ordinary course of business by an officer whoa official duty was to accurately document

the bombing oldie pIaIntiWwhistlebloweritrtck at 1000PM on August 2007

Coincidentally at 1000 PM that very

same evenin the plaintiffs already month lông spÆasored Internet campaign had informed yet another

1000 people nationally Of DHISRICO The plaintiff can now point to 200 million reasons why Dill would



want to silence him through fear and intimidation Perhajis ArmStrong canpóint to .$eeril hundred

thouSand reaSons why She Ibund for tHI on August 112009 this

court even entered document number 55 into PACER mlsrØpresenting.that it vas filed by the

whistelbiowers wife despite her non-involvement inthese.DHI RICO related matters and to somehow

taint her as licensed attorney The northern districts federal judiciary has now taken its own official

retaliatory judicial action to prevent federal infàrmantfron iruthfiully Informing government and the

public ofDHIs nationwide crimes in contravention ofCFRTitló 18 Section J5l3e
httn4/w..çrnelke4J/fJt/18JU5c sç SO9O153 QO4pil Another questionable

directed verdict by ArmStrong is her dismissal of big money tobacco companies in asuitwhicb should

have been the seventh in row favoring consumers Bythitirni that$he ruled in Deember 2003 to break

the consumer win streak it was common knowledge that tobacco companie$rnanipulated nicotine levels

and hooked kids into smoking /çtIc aeqmuIatb1tue and

httD tqbaco.orasrfid w$tfcoI3ev Yet another very questionable ruling is when

ArmStrong recently refuSed to accept settlement agreement Which wóuid have required nearly SI .2M in

fines and the.shuttering of biotech business Ratherthan let th seexpepsive conditions happen

ArmStrong did not accept the settlement but jt reqd the prosecutors to strike new deal with the

wealthy entrepreneur

In March 2009 Bush Jrs band picked corporate-fuvoringiudge Roger Beultez who believes that an

unregulated DHI has nothing but consumers best interests in mind compelled arbitration for five blatantly

defrauded DHI predatory lending victims The victims comn4unrties were separated by nearly 500 miles

with their DHL crigineted mortgages issued by diffeatnt branch offices DHI corporate insider from

Texas 1500miles away also confirmed that DIII Mod sp6liçyin Texas as wel as in California

Nevada Virginia Plorida Oregon Washington Illinois Colorado... is to require consumers to use

DI-ils affiliated lender otherwise lose their thousands In deposits On May 202009 the consume

advocacy group Public Citizen printed Home Court Advantage Ilow the Building Industry Uses Forced

Arbitration to Evade Accountability

httD.JJwwfIinrbltrdonnow.oDloadOmeCoDrtAdVanta2e.ndf in the very well researched 53

page document citing 340 sources Public Citizen determined that aitration is overwhelmingly effective

for corporation$which keep arbitratorSin busines$by requiring coesumeis.to capitulate to boilerplate and

unconscionable mandatory arbitrations clauses Indeed this was the yey same finding in document 24

which wastimely submitted into evidencs The.undeniablernathemitic statisticsfrom both these

documents are that forced arbitration costs consumers even more money than they have already lost in the

original fraud have second and third DI-fi corporate insidCr /infcnantwho also agree with tlkefrst that

D1-U illegally ties home sales to mortgage services There were many ample grounds for invalidating the

tlrbitrations clause After all arbitration agreements are faiore laid sballbe valid irrevocable and

enforceable save upon such grounds as exist at law OR IEQU1TY for the rCvocteion of any contract

Order to Compel Arbitration page lines 13-15 Under contracts 101

fraud and nonrmÆtualityrescinds contracts and clauses Any Contract in which fraud is contemplated is

also an illegal unenforceable contract DIII could not have contenplatód that contractual fraud would have

to be arbitratld under terms of the agreement BenitezSdeci$ion to force arbitration on these already once

defrauded cOfleumers is either incompetent or corrupt

FederalCoverunof5vearsnoticeofDHlsRICO

can prove HUD cover up in three different ways Said cover up is to suppress the information which

HUD should have acted on five years ago to prevent our currently growing $3000000000000 bail out

caused by rampant mortgage fraud and predatory lending

On Decembe 31 2008 the FTC found 205 pages
of responsive records to my FtC POIA request 2009-

0035S which sought predatory lending complaints against-PHI and DHLMortpgs One of the 190 pages

that the FTC relcasid even contained one of my complainti copicdto mid then only forwarded by the DOi

In fact the FtC recorded about of my complaints and updates that 1-had sent by certified mail My

predatory lending complaints were among 44 othats ftom 16 other states All of the FTCs records which

sent were received as carbon copies of letters sent threclöto HOD ironically IUD has not been able to

find aj of my or any others complaints in its own archives BUD though is th primary regulatory



authority to receive TILA RESPA and mortgage fraud complaints.not only from rnyseif but from atleasi

l6otherDHlmarketstates

On Februaiy6 2009 HUDs Office of the Inspector General sent Icuer in reply to my HUD FOIA

request which sought information regarding predatory lending by DHI this cc mtiyssingle largest

builderlaffihiated lender Their research indicateri that there were no responsive records to prob1ematio

Dl1 and DHI Mortgage transactions Hówevcr three weeks later on February 27 2009ThJD

miraculously managed to find nearly 7700 administrative records proving builder/affiliated lendi frattd.

against consumeis in case 08-CV-01324-MF-TCB Then on April30 2009 after my second POIA

request again seeking this exact type of informati or copy of the 7700 administrative iecords HUD

reiterated the position that it had noresponsive records

On March 122007 at 032410 PM clerk 03 accepted and scanned both bar coded certifii4 packages

7006 2150 0001 1108 5058 and 5065 into computer at the Onondaga Post office Both ouncepackages

containing 30 double sided pages of proof of Dils predatorylcnding were addressed to HUD and the FTC

in Washington DC 20580 .The computer generated receipt 0561830036-0096 is als loggedintct the

computer as Bill 1000402285364 This paper receipt Vas printed seconds after all this computer

information was instantly registered within the USFS database inexplicably when one tries to track the

packages on usps.com there is now no record of 60 pages of
tips

to MUD/FTC which Łould have pta

empted our economic crisis directly linked to predatory lending and mortgage fraud

To this day my HUI FOIA request remains unfulfilled despite new FOIA guidelinàs which claim to

provide more transparency in obtaining just such government records .1 have yet torecŁive single

document from HUD the federal agency commissioned to prevent preçlatoiy lending and to archive just

such records

State Amid Furtherance and Enablement pf Dlii RICO- ..

On June 12006 Nevads Deputy Commissioner for Mortgage Lending SuSan Edthardt finally repliecf to

my third subpoena demanding awritten explanation Is to why shedid not investigate Dill Mortgage

despite my having forwarded 20 separate instances of predatory lending to her office By Nevada slate law

She was to have provided her answer without the necessity of any subpoenas and within 90 days

submission of my complaint Within her month delinquent answer She essentially stated that although

She issued five licenses to Dill Mortgage her office could not regulate the company Twenty six dlys

later Nevadas Attorney General informed mc that they were searching for her replacement and ifi could

send them ray file Today Las Vegas is the foreclosure capitol of the world with tin 68 homes already

foreclosed or in the process of foreclosure SuSan Eckhardt is responsible for millions in lo$Se$and the

bankrupty of thousands In her own city believe She left town and Sought employment el$cwherc.

b//dotopf.cm/..

In East Hempfield Pennsylvania building code officialS passed rampant notorious non code compliant

construction defects in favor of Dill When third party inspectors were asked to review DHIs

construction the massive defects were easily spotted and the Countys code officlaiSrapidly terminated

httm/fvww S.m

Other raninant Dill RICO
The FBI found Beazer type appraisal fraud in Dills Virginias Rippon Landing

iAR21l117.QD9tmI Dills

fraudulent appraisals also extended to Florida h.flnd/nubbdneeritv dFev/15
DHIs fraudulent appraisals also extended to Nevada where consumets have stated that the base price of

their homes would increase if outside financing wassecured One example being that home would cost

an additional $53000 if the purchaser/mortgage agent brokered his own loan second example being that

the base price was so inflated that outside lenders would not finance and the buyer had to closó with the

much more expensive Dill Mortgage by default OtherEnglish as second language Nevadans have also

had their homes reappraised only to.flnd that they had been swindled at the time of their purchase About

half of that community is now bankrupted

DHI transfer sat evasion was discovered in Pennsylvanias Village Grande development Dill of course

had the home buyers pay for their upgrades Those same upgrades however were conveniently omitted



from transfer taxes when it came time for Dlfl to paythe state tax

btteeilww.dotdtoiUithCOpk.qm/

DHlmischaracterizes its work force to evade payroll Rues in New Jersey

hftn.Jw.nLoiIs/aewsmdu2OO/parfleflt1f eakia cassbnihkr.btai DHI did the same in

Punta Ogrda Florida bffpJtlds viflcomti-iiI1ae/stOd 214lmet 1437472.shtm1

DHI fóiged special inspections records for structural components in Yuba County California

Atson Is suspected in DHIs money losing Paramount condominium project in San Diego and another in

Vacaville California

DHJ misrepresentation in all 27 market states concerning land misrepresentation warranty and construction

defects

h$t//wyw.csuiflCrafalrs.COKiI3iundr bortoa.htnt and starling on page 35 at

violatlont

The SEC has hed complaint H01042390 in itàrchives concerning DHs accelerated closing and

threatened deposit forfeitureoa an incomplete home Wqualify for that quarters.earnings The house was

ready for move In months later in the next quarter Apparently that consumers neighbor also suffered

the same fate Likely scores or hundreds of others had to pee pay for homes they could not live in because

Tomnitz email directives to DHI agents wero tO meet sales goals every quarter at all costs by whatever

means to increase stock valuation and outperform peershftwfw Emai1s.htnl

During the recent 2009 2d Qtr earnings conference call CEO Donald Tomnitz made material

misrepresentations to shareholders in claiming that DHI MOrtgage does an excellent job underwriting

mortgages and the related risk associated with it.. This despite an overwhelming mountain of proof that

he has personal knowledge to the contrary which brings us to Dliis predatory lending...

Rampant DHI nredatorv lendine/mortcage fraud in 17 states according tothe FTCs own files 20 states

according to my even more extensive tiles and all 27 of Dills market states by simply surfing the web

Horton predatory lending or Horton mortgage fraud

pd/iwwortenhyk1nfolFC Recprds.hti1l

My own very extensively documented case for which DHI has already produced documents and admissions

has yielded blatant Dlii lies DH1 had my loan positively and internally approved yet sent mc fraudulent

federally certified letter claiming that had breached their contract of adhesion by not fulfilling Dlii

Mortgages requirements or becoming fully approved The reason for their fraudulent predatory letter

informing me that they would retain my deposits and cancel my contract was because instead chose to

finance with Wells Fargo The greedy DHI board of directors who crafted their antitrust corporate policy

leaving consumers no choice in lenders would not earn mortgage origination commission from me nor

be able to resell my loan for their corporatlons bottom line In PACr Las Vegas DHI Mortgage agent

Michael Mason first claimed in two successive letters that was approve4 then only preliminarily

approved then not approved in fraudulent statemint to DHIs under the table employee and former

Nevada Deputy Commissioner then finally approved in California court documents to evade jurisdiction

which would have come by way of lying to the California court Clark County Nevada case A55l662

San Francisco Superior p05-447499 and

in Betsinger four other Las Vegas Dill agents
have already been civilly liable for fraud 1211 The

four criminally acting Dlii agents are in addition to the agents involved in my case and several more who



are also ernsivelyfchfld thtäüghout the 19 pages of FTC responsive records It would seem that all the

Las Vegas DHI Mortgage agent were following the same nationwide predatory lending scheme originating

from DHVs Fort Worth boardroom just as dcclarcd by Dill corporate insiders

The retaliation that Dill has taken against ml as federal informant in nationally exposing their vast

predatory lending and mortgagh fraud has occimCd four documented times the last by car bomb

My information and scanned certified letters are

posted in 16 web sitÆs On the web which have by now been seen by over million Americans

h/w.drtocojfidantIaL4W

flIdefise attorneY aesiury

in California Wendel Rosen Black and Dean attorneys perjured themselves twice to the San Francisco

Superior Court the first time by falsely claiiting to have contacted me for an expartc hearing

taLoa/142 html

in Nevada Wood Smith Henning and Berman attorneys have perjured themselves three times denying the

receipt of certified mail makingfalse statements to the former DHI corrupted Deputy Commissioner

Sckhardt and in mis-stating court ordered form of order

htu//www.drbertoncq.$eiga.C9Jnhldhtifl1

In Texas DHI board membcàwho also happen to blattorneys have been repeatedly notified of

discovery of their boardroom originated predatoiy Lending yet have done nothing to stop it

bttp//www drhopufldentlaLcent/IdS.html

DIII in house counsels exhibit rn case 08-CV-0 1324 boldly claims to have high customer mortgage

origination satisfaction DHievenoffeæ single lcttcir by happy customer as proof The truth though is

that DHI ranks slightly better than predatory IcndersRyland and Countrywide That information.was

compiled by independent third party 3D Power and Associates and posted to the web

ft//www.idpwer.comieoDew...reItaae.SD1D12O071b620O1l6Ge Note

that the hypcrlink to tint hard data no longer works although there are calls to it which pervasively exist

throughout the web This information is being suppressed so instead hard copy record was printed before

all the damning data disappeared and was sent in support of my March 192009 letter Rather than

single letter in support ofDHI satisfactory mortgage origination offer 44 front the FTC records and

hundreds more from my own archives all of which claiming that DIII is predatory lender in at least 20 of

DHIs 27 market states

State BarNon feasance

The California bar has been repeatedly notified of California attorneys taking part in Dills RICO

furthering nationwide mortgage fraUd yet has takin no action

The Nevada bar has been repeatedly notified of Nevada attorney mis-conduct which has enabled Dills

nationwide mortgage fraud but has taken no action

The TexasBars non feasance starts on page 23

8aQOtrdi.1iO844Ddf Several certified letters wan posted to all these organizations

To date the lX state bar has takenno action against five DHI general counsels and board members who
have orchCstrated the nationwide predatory lending which has contributed to the worlds financial melt

down

oncuslons

Every single system and organization meant to protect consumers from DHIs predatory lending has

completely failed them This has in part resulted lathe current $3 Trillion recession/depression DHI is the

largest builder/affiliated lInder which has the highest captive capture percentage whereby its in house

affiliated lender DRI Mortgag finances DHI home sales at the astounding 95% rIte 1OKJ This is

the highelt among all the buildera howevcr OH Mortgages origination satisfaction is among the lowest

of all the builders and justsllghtiy better than Countrywide and Ryland two mortgag originators already

havingbeen found towrit predatory loans Hundreds of nationwide consumers have filed complaints

regarding DHIs predatory loans with various organizations including the FTC for years FTC records

show that at icÆt44 consumers from at leaSt 17 states have claimed that DHI Mortgage originates

predatory loans Federal and state courts have been deluged with predatory lending complaints against



DHaædDHI Mortgage for DHI DHI MOfC eg Ward Ca Ihlip Martinez
Sdmnkln Collins Frasure Knobloch Yow Trembly Branecki Rivera Brockway Pens Costello Zenner

Toelle Howe Casner George Williams Buckler Stovell Grether TothWol1 Buckingham Romo

njh Teamer Raddon Hovander Bekling Lackman Rhoades Leone Bradshaw Adonl Christiino

.Bö8lôçper Kelly Seifrid Evans Medeiros McVay Nguyen KokiGreenberg from Nevada

California Virginia Anzona Oregon Maryland Texas Georgia Colorado Washington New Mexico

Illinois ..have each been imphcated some found civilly hablç and others repnmanded for predatory

lending Federal and state agencies are currently covering up their lack of enforcement of consumer

protections laws because their
liability to the general public is overwhelming corrupt Nevada

Comm iss oner has made Las Vegas the foreclosure capitol of the world having decimated propc$y values

iii that area for every single property owner iudcial and official corruption in South Carolinas Beaufort

aiid Bluffton Counties is rampant The federal and state judiciaries have furthered and enabled DIII in

fleecing consumers end now American tax payers of their hundreds of millions of TARP funds by time and

gg favoring DHIs corporate interests over consumers DHIs efense attorneys who have taken ethicpl

oaths to not further crimes have neverthelesstaken an active role in assisting DHIs RICO State bars

%vhich are supposed to policcattomeys have been proven impotent or.reluctant to stop the attorneys

crialinal acts

The intent of the forthcoming RICO
filing

is to provide permanent.record of defendants roles in assisting

the OHI criminal enterprise Even CEO Tomnitz stated in the secOntquarter conference call that DH1 has

originated billions in loans over the past ten years Those predatory loans could have been stopped by

IUD five yçars ago by Commissioner Eckhardt threeyears ago by judge Armstrong two years ago and

by judge Benitez this year Another reason to file this Immment RICCsuit is to trigger defematron clauns

by the individuals or disbarment proceedings by the defendant organirations Once these lime been

initiated can blindly reach into my file cabinet withdraw sCveral.hundrd reboànts of DHIs predatory

lendng provi every single allegation with certainty and achieve the public exposure that now require

KnOw that DHI sued the Scripps Broadcasting Corporation in 1999 forfar less negative exposure than

have already brought them yet DIII doesnt attempt to sue me fbi fear of additional exposure 99-CV-

.196 DHI filed SLAPP suit against consumers in Safe Homes Nevadabut ost to an honest judge

applying the First Amendment bttoil/ .r iauraaLopmilvrt hol2QO3/av.29Th

2OGjYbusftessi21421432.btl DHI twice filed injunctions preventing speech in South Carolina and was

only successful because judge Coltrane was on their payroll next honest South Carolina judge

pruperhy refused DHI injunctive relief and allowed sacrosanct iiialienable peech and peaceful assembly to

continue as it has for 222 years

To the federal indees receivina t1115 transmission As an attortiey am süpposedto respect court rulings

have completely disrespected yours linked your decisions to corruption or incompetence already contacted

mCdia and should be disciplined with contempt of court Not takingthis step would be seen as tacit

dorissionor en adoption of the allegations by silence

To thO state bars rcceMn3 this transmission As an attorney am supposed to follow ethical codes of

conduct have in many instances not followed thoc canons You should each initiate an investigation

into my actions Not taking this step would be seen as tait admission or an adoption of the allegations by

silence

QS çederut aaunts recelvna this transmissi9n In the Beazer deferred prosecution the DOJ states that

indicting the principles at Beazsr is not consideration because it employs 15000 individuals and wOuld

haii detrimental effect on unemployment This is not the case since the builders generally hire sub

contractors and have few corporate employees DIlls Donald Tomnltz is on record during the Q22009

conference call claiming that his company the largest of residential bt ilders employed only 2900 people

There would be negligible ifany net lossin jobs ifDHl were to completely fold DHIs market share

would be easily absorbed by over.15 of its competitors which would be happy to see it go employ sonic of

its less Łriminsl agents and hire Dills leveraged andundercutiover-worked sub contractors However

bankrupted DHI would injure the interests of thousands of its victims created through predatory lending

warranty misrepresentation land sale misrepresentation construction defect so instead suggest

the following in 2006w Chairman Donald Horton ranked as the 6O6 richest man in the wotid and should



restore lCSfrhis iderstand that the entire OHI board was also very well

compensated and even rceycd tci1es foi dqidtng thousands over the course of yeats One suc1

director was even FrancineNeiT the former US Treasury Secretary hired to peddle political
influence on

Capito Hill and meet with Franklin Rames of Fannie Mae infamy

bUDJ/sçc.edar-onlnortoaç-de/def-4a-çroav.statenpeift-

bftDJ/5eaffleas.nWsceeamku$Messtschaqioey2O4358433 w.brals.s1html

Very well established mail fraud and raqiceteenng laws should provide federal agençies with the

junsdictionto take such actions Sinc profits from illegal undertakings should be disgorged recommend

starting with the felons and former high ranking federal officials in Fort Worth

Just the fct just sue me

/S/ Patrick Missud

Patrick Missud Esq CA 219614

PS 1CanlhavemyUDFQlArequstnow9
2.The.uspspositivelyaccepted.thc following in the few seconds after they were scanned into the

usps database

Bolder FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

dMB Memorandum 07 16

In numerous states throughot the Country local state and even federal officials have

time and.agaln upported Horton to the detriment of consumers and perhaps even

recehjd ÆbæØfitfor themselves See the official documents within Contact me as

below

Patrick Missud

91 San JuanAvenue

San Frandsco CA 12

415-845-5840

FAX 415-584-7251

mtssiAdoMahoe.com
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The following Tas sntut applies as EqUafl3P las inPdcral Equal Pwtectiona Acti bot1

Texoslunor city Bla kLatbi sad otherwise minoxiy coaimanity and the white cl1ar

Caucasian elite such as Dcnalda TöuithzandHortoa Please bow thdabe media will cCcouue

receive copy of allegations In this Ictir sad ocsnsnudccir andgo v.nlmentroo/

fact and evidence The aforementioned cdmbials will not walk awq as bu.thnow.lnthmons

Anga1o Mofllo of cap estlIng kcmàty Ccwidarfma

.3L.mur
aAper on cucunita an offense Who uniawMly opriatas 1wcper1 withinteat to
deprIve lbs ownur of property

Appropriation Cfproperty Is unlawihi it it Is without the owners effective

For ppos.s of Subsection

once that the actor has previcuab participated is raCant$fls5ctiOns olbe

than bat siruUr to that which the proascutlea is based Is admissible for the putposo
of

showing knpwledp or intent sad the Issues of 1uioIidg or inkot are rsiudby lb

ictnsplea.ofÆotgullty

2th tsatjn ny of en scccmpllce shall hi ccrtboratad proof that tunds to

coauct the actor to hcritne but the actoà knowledg or lntst mayastabllabsd

by atcdtcetheony of the sócomPlIcsi

eBxc.pt as provided by Subacticn an olss under this section

state jail ko ft the .win ofth property stolen Is $1500 or ncrbut

hasthan$2
fi An ons deacrf bed krpwpcseaoputiinneiat by Svbsseiions eXI.6 Is

Increased to the next higher cstsgoiy of pffcese if It 13 shown on the bisi qf the ufihais

lb actorwa In nsett zelatlonabip with govazinteat atihetlins of the

on.e.aadth.propSiapprOpIaed essi lita the actors cetn4b pO3à5iOuiCI

cebyvitusoftbcontsctualrelatleuahIpot
the owner of the property spprepthsed was at the tinte of the oebnse an .14



3CinnAicdbydàcspnorcca
Propsny mcens Cadocumntt Inc1ud1g money that representa oranbodles

anything of value

LkANAYSI5
aUninwAded

Is cormd f.dcsl districts arid Mates throughout thoition consumcÆhavsftl.dcowt

oa.nplab$r that DEl harunliwfWly apjicpdatd mcsi.ydtungb dscsptha teds ptactlcee

frat4 or theft by repeatedly inorcasrug good 1th esthuates and cloamg code uflbiing bait

and switch imereatrate reneging en Incentive Including cash diaconeb or upgrade

mint tirig taxes BOA arid ether yearly due 4ii4htbg alsaleraquldng nas fwve
mipenSlas ffihlet Dlii Mortgage promising hiaccy wafran sUbstituting materiel of letter

qal3ty mivspreeesljng the stales of treen1rcd or a4oIing land and amseltine ...... Ssral

consumers beva syin el dvcrab1cjudgPadzb thes very anne megerds Along

and vatted list of these case ii included as àhibIt

Intrrnatlcnalb on the web and through stale lgdlviaiCss and BWs hundreds of

oneumers bays posted elmilarcomplaicts regarding all of the bove Within own database

bays konbundreds of tniu storici very few of these exhibits aro included hi

coiidenesd.vamion en odtlbft2 Noti that the list was compiled long as ayez ago Many

nwaymcre victim tstemir are available upon your simple request TEa 21

bprocdv.consent
In federal districts raid states duoughout the nation consumers bavcfil.ddecThradons

that their consent to purchase Dliis hcmss upgrades and mortgage producta was

lnvobmtaiy and bithjcsd by deception crcoedors As soon as Dlii eazite forfeitable deposits

terms once fevcsable to the consumer are suddenly ohangmdto benefit Dlii hiótest Picas

oXI Similar previous participation as evidence olntàt

StithigPebauury 2004 Dliis Board received certified node of thait alt pied theft in

thy oval personal case Shortly th1e4tsr 8entDffl evidence of ZO spalcoumiri
viclimi whO bad actually bee dsftauded in essuber2005 Dlis chief litigation counsel

David Motion submitted declamstico in support ofDhllsreply In Cslithrirls U. 05-44424

wherein the specifics of the lonwida theft we detailed ShitIytkieÆftar andfor oves cme

yter demnsarabtekmc ofnatlovnvlde crime we bswghtto Dliis atsesdice Orb again

DRiichldlltlgatlcn depiariment ankeowlodged certified receipt of the douses of additional

ftaud Is dcrJ camO7253ItgUs CEO ToinuItaandCbkaasHcdoerwsr Csch named

dsndants and received thvery own copies sn$siidwhemin specific othÆ
psW4Ion of th nationwide theft warsgain laid out Dll wan rsmind that

additlosal ftituro theft of inwcUtngcanecmers would bedsoovered Dozens mi atnerar of

nationwide tb.ftbav sinc been brought to Dliis attention .cmg si recently as lad month Ba

costesthncsofsnacomplice
Mssb lna$rs haŁe chosen not to cotuplró wIth.DliBoesd to avoid becoming

accomplices They bavó cªroboxatrrdtbat Dill policy is and was tosequlr mIsmpoflt
on Dill Mcdgap eevlcce wbcb .me bundlad with horns purcbases osnslgg

purchase contracts bonn prices Increase or decrease depending on whether Dli Mortgage

vsid After conansocra sip ócacb luokd Interod rate arid taeerthva increis sddecree.

IEW mD1T



respectIvely Mtcr sumera sign cumcta oigioation cs mereass end material specs

d1in1n1 After consumers sign cictJ gctn ecdy lhoss otheagsitswho
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PATRJCK MISSUD

Engineer/ContracioelBusinessman

Consultani/UnfortunateAflorney

91 San Juan Ave

SF CA 94112

845.5540 Cell

September 21 2009

Office of the Chief Trial Counselllntake

State Bar of California do Adriana Burger

1149 South lull Street

Los Angeles CA 90015.2299

Via Certified FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Attention Stale Bar Agents

This letter is to memorialize my September 17ih afternoon conversation with stale Bar agent

Burger who refused to reduce anything to writing or follow up on my certified complaint

FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-VCVed at 929 AM on August 28 2009 Our conversation dealt with

the following themes

late Bars Non.feasance and Enabkment of tie Mortaie Meltdown

Way back in November 2005 submitted complaint with overwhelming evidence to prove

court misrepresentations by attorney/co-conspirators from megafinn Wendel Rosen Black and

Ocan Marquez Ross and the Wendel firm were defcnding predatory lender/fraudulent mortgage

originator Horton DlilJ Rather than investigate the attorneys and firm the Bar passed the

buck and required that myself reach into my pocket punch the clock and police the cc

conspirators in San Franciscos County Court Since the judge did not want to weigh in on

pissing match the unethical attorneys and their consumer-crushing corporate defense firm went

on and on and on to further OHls criminal RICO as is very extensively documented within

numerous corroborating sources and detailed federal records To recap the complaint the

attorneys learned of my absence from California avoided contact with me by cell phone the

number was listed throughout the documents that they themselves submitted in support of their

motion and then scheduled an cx pane hearing just few hours before my return to conceal

evidence of their clients nationwide predatory lendingmcrtgage IraudfTARP

requktngl$3000000000000 wall street bail out firnding paid by 300.000000 tax paying

Americans Ms Burger claimed that because did not get what wanted then that was

bullying 11w slate Bar now Exhibits

ulvjflg

Ms Burger had the auny to claim that merely one of thousands of individual Bar members

was bullying the cfinitely more powerful California Bar the entity which regulates my license

1r1i61$ii.cd burgeons with attorneys has in house Chief Counsel and is capitalized to the

bilL draw the Dirs aflcnLion to exhibits wherein Burger wilt find real world examples of

bullyin Melendalienkins who were admonished by S80 DHIa defense counsel that they

dont have so go in there There was the Beaufoil County court house where Magistrate

Curtis Coltrane and DHIs covert employee would soon rule against their inalienable lirsl

Amendment rights Oh by the way the Beaufbn Bench stated that he is no longet practicing law

and thanked mc for my corroporat ion Spelling Correct How about Corrirnic who has recptircd



that dozen Texas stale agencies intelvene on her behalf because $88 DHI repeatedly promises

and then reneges on warranted repatrs She is one of hundreds my database all of whom
confirm lan week Powers survey that statistically finds for second year

in row that DIII

has the lowest customer warranty satisfuction and greatest number of minor and major

construction defects If the Bar isnt too busy non- fead passing the buck or otherwise

sleeping please visit hooi/w .jdnowet.com/Iomes for conliirnation that S88 DHI drags its

feet and leavcs consumers to make repairs on their own dimes How about 588 DHI extorting the

Aranovs into consummating increasingly onerous teal estate deals The base price of

Ycvginys home shot up suddenly at closing just like the interest rate on Eleanoras doubled her

monthly mortgage payments Surprise Compare this to the English-deficient Voons and Songs

who also put substantial deposits on their $88 DHI bulls homes and then had them forfeited

because they didnt capitulate to Dills increasing financially crushing terms Olga Dodson was

told by $80 Dill that if she didnt sign on the dotted hat that they would steal her 582000 and

then forelose on her house to make up the difference could add over another hundred stories

from my personal archives append at least 500 emails or pull out 190 pages of ff records but

will instead describe how $80 Dill tried to illegally compel me into their antitrust tying of

mortgage services to my homes purchase After being FULLY approved the pricks sent letter

stating that because had nut completed lender requirements they would forfeit my deposits

then immediately flew to Vegas high on Vicodine prescribed for kidney pain to MAKE them

sell me my home funded by MY chosen lender Those recounts are about fucking bullying You

want more then just ask

III Harassment

Ms Burger claims that my Bar letters sent to her attention amounts to harassmcnt

Little ole 588 OH also claimed the same harassment in Clark County fraud case iA55 1662

wherein they produced over 1000 pages of NOTICE which had sent them regarding $83 DHIs

discovered nationwide predatory lending and other RICO $88 DHIs defense counsel again

claimed the same harassment in Californias Southern District of San Diego antitrust case SS0-

cv.00592 wherein they requested judicial notice oanother 1000 documents including

correspondence from plaintiffs counsel Patrice/Patrick Missud Those mother fuckers had

years long NOTiCE of $88 Dliis nationwide predatory lending and other RICO conveniently

forgot their ethicS aSSisted $88 DHI in fleecing thousands of already defrauded DIII consumers

second time and guaranteed the rip-off of thousands more well into the futurc $88 DIII yet

again claimed the same harassment in Californias Northern District of San Francisco case aOl

cv.02625 over two years ago and long before the first 5700M in TARP funds were disbursed

from 300000000 taxpayers pockets Remember that TARP was specifically created in part to

pay for SSB DHIs mortgage fraud/predatory lending which has led to colossal nationwide

foreclosures where ii sold extorted buyers the most homes namely Stockton MercecL

Sacramento San Diego Las Vegas By the way the California and Illinois Attorneys

General as well as HtJD the FTC 003 SEC and select media each also received NOTICE or

800 page files some LiSPS certified contalsing oodles of contact information for defrauded 588

DM1 consumers Ibund nationwide

IyJtquWior
Ms Burger claimed that because the fuss were closed the Bar could not regulate the licensed mat

easing attorneys recall that certain Nevada Deputy Commissioner came to the same finding

regarding DHIoS mel teasing agents Susan Eckhardt was replaced within 26 days other

ridiculous statement She was the shW such State CommiSSioner found to be on private

intereStS payrolls Phaps should be shackled and sent to Leavenworth Exhibit

AoaeaJ



Ms Butgcr told me that my current recourse was so appeal the Bars no action decision to the

California Supreme Court Firstly the SOL puts me sot Even if had she opportunity however

the legal SyStem is far too expensive and slow so produce any useful results In 2004 brought

my and others Dill consumer fraud information to lederal and Nevada authorities to appear for

their help BusWs federal agents were told not so invesligale and by then some Nevada officials

were already in the pocket of the 606hi richest man on the planet Donald Horton in 20051

appealed to Californias Superior Court which allowed for dismissal of $88 DHrs back breaking

foreclosure prompting family bankrupting nationwide RICO for only procedural reasonL

appealed or help in 2006 to 26 other state regulators and again to th fed to stem SS$DHIsS$$S

white collar cnmiial grand theft and fraud taking place across state lines and through mail and

wire but nothing was done In 2001 over one full year prior to the Bear-Stearns/Lehman

/FanniFreddie financial disasters appealed to the northern circuit which had eney document

required to put stop to the worlds current financial crisis caused directly by the same type
of

predatory lending that $SB DHI is renowned for but for Some reaSon judge ArmStrong ruled in

sgn Durs favor In 20081 appealed to class action litigators to do what and3pparerel

yone eLseçoult do namjy touch the u4oucable DkJd Horton and his Fhird flcw.h

Judge Bcnitez Saw t4l wa yet again despite overwhelminjihterstitc corroboration or

fraud Now in 20091 have run otis of appeals and patience but hve rather gone straight to the

media topose jalandtidiciaI corruptn Instead of only crying

20ó4 shoukihave been screaming holocaUst EthibW4

VI Conclusion

Thank you for the further opportunity to prepare exhibits which will bc flied in support of my

RiCO suit naming the Bar and several officials andjudges Keep in mind that the enclosures are

mere fraction of the documents possess and have amassed through $8 sites which feature at

least $000 documents available on the world wide web Since the Special intereStS arc too

powerful
well connected and enabled by the Smaller fish absolutely have to expose them you

instead

With the greatest sincerity and To Preserve and Improve our Justice Systeni read your luck ing

Bar cards

Patrick Missud ME CE GCJD last and very least attorney

End

Cc Media through the faIr reporting exception following RICO suit filing

Armstrong

Bdlec FlMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16
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From pat mlssud madtomissudpat@yahoo.corn

Sent Monday August 09 2010 235 PM
To dennis.barghaan@usdoj.gov greener@sec.gov Melanie.Proctor@usdoj.gov

Cc 3oel Odou PatricIa Peterson NacJln Cutter Itseivicedesk@nvcourts.nv.gov

Subject Nevadas proven furtherance of DHIs RICO

Good afternoon all

State and Federal Agents-

Since its obvious that the criminal directors at DHI are to walk because of their political

connections am now filing my papers first with the media We arc up to several corrupted

commissioners in two states several corrupted judiciaries in perhaps three states several

corrupted council people from at least states clear violations of both state and federal laws in

27 states and very clear retaliation against federal whistle blower from California Americans

will be protected from Donalds Horton and Tomnitz despite Nevadas best efforts at concealment

and suppression

Also HUD has not replied to my renewed FOIA request and the SEC has not yet updated me
on compelling DHI to print this year trust that those will be in the mail this week

Mr Odou and Clerks in Department 11-

Your courtesy copies are attached without the voluminous exhibits Those can be found on the

web or in wiznct The media has already received their copies am awaiting DHIs final fees

and costs award for inclusion in Missud Nevada Eighth Judicial District Court of Clark

County et p1

Very Very Sincerely

Patrick Missud

To Preserve and Improve Our Justice System in Order to Assure Free and Just Society Under

Law -Notjust for the rich who have destroyed millions world wide

cc Media
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From pat missud

Sent Thursday July 25 2013 514 PM

To WHAidfcand.uscourts.aov EMCpdfcand.uscourts.gov SBApdfcand uscourtsQov

iCSDdfcanduscourts.cIov DMRDdfcand.uscourts.oov PJftJdfccand.uscourts.Qov

richardfinerichardflnelaw.com san.francIscolc.fbi.gov AskDOJ@usdoj.gov annie.redincusdoj.gov

bonnvwonausdoj.QoV Aftorney.Geneakstate.mn.us duncari.carlinasfgov.ora

dorothv.silversfQov.orQ cityaftornevsfciov.oro troy.overtondoi.ca.Qov ioan.randoloh@doi.ca.oov

FIrst.Distrlctiud.ca.c1ov Imelda.Santosiud.ca.Qov stacv.wheeleriud.ca.ciov

merv.chanajud.ca.gov beth.robbins.Thiud.ca.gov Evelyn.I-Ioäiud.cagov infoiudicialwatch.orQ

HALT@HALT.org adminconsumerwtchdoQ.orn info@yfaIrarbitrationnow.org editorconsumer

action.orci texaswatchtexaswatch .org nseatsaoLcom azievecitizen.orQ darkushcitizen.orci

afleminacitizen.org infounDac.orQ jahmadsbcaIobal.net foiapacThsec.gov haIlr@sec.ciov

UvorneseJSEC.GOV oigsec.gov sanfranciscosec.gov dfwsec.Qov greenersecgov

annie redinciusdoi.aov bonny.woncusdoi.aov dennis.barohaantusdoi.pov kfeinsteinsftc.org

myuensftc.ora AChengsftc.org ckarnowsftc.org lciloroisftc.orp cwoolardsftc.org

pmahoney@sftc.org hkahnsftc.orq oalvaradosftc.org GonzalezE@clarkcountvcourts us

BullaBtcIarkcountvcourts.us

Cc jodouwshblaw.com mrposewshblaw.com cgilbertsontwshblaw.com LMarauezwendel .com

GMRossweridel.cojii vhoy@allenmatklns.com mmazzaallenmatklns.com

jpattersonallenmatkinscom coemicka@jallenmatkins.com tbmontanodrhorton.com Ising Elizabeth

jjes.strotherwelIsfarao.com raymond m.lvnchwellsfarao.com

Tommasino3clarkwuntvcourts.us Depti lLCThClarkCountvCourts.us KutinacDclarkcountycourts.us

ltseMcedesknvcourts.nv.gov aglnfoaa.state.nv.us ncdlnfotiudiclal.state.nv.us

judcomgovmail.state.nv.us Hawk nsJclarkcountycourts.us GambleLclarkcountycourts.us

ncjdinfoiudIcial.state.nv.us davidcnvbar.orQ kimberlvfnvbar.orci ecartwriciht@ap.nv.gov

Subject Fw DRI D.R Horton Inc DHI Management Discusses Q3 2013 Results Earnings Call

Transcript

Well done judge$...

Curtis Coitrane Bonnie Bulla Elizabeth Gonzalez .Kristina Pickering Ron Parragu irre James

Ilardesty Mark Gibbons Michael Cherry Nancy Saitta Michael Douglas l...oretta Giorgi

Elaine Wick Peter Busch 1-larold Kahn Paul Alvarado William McGuiness Smart Pollak

Martin Jenkins Tanil Cantil-Sakauye Carol Corrigan Joyce Kennard Kathryn Werdegar Ming

Chin Marvin Baxter Goodwin Liu Saundra Armstrong Roger Benitez Roger Hunt Edward

Chen Donna Ryu William Alsup Alex K.ozinski Ronald Gould Richard Cli lion Jay

Bybee Leavy Thomas Murguia

The racketeer that youve all a$$i$ted had another great quarter financially raping more victims

Forwarded Message
From Seeking Alpha accountseekinaalpha.com
To missudpatyahoo.com

Sent Thursday July 25 2013 130 PM

Subject DHI D.R Horton Inc DHI Management Discusses Q3 2013 Results Earnings Call

Transcript

D.R Horton Inc DIII Management Discusses 03 2013 Results Earnings Call

Transcript

Donald Tomnitz

Our homebuilding and financial services operations turned in another great quarter highlighted



by $205 million of pre-tax income and 12.1% pre-tax operating margin Contributing to our

bottom line results were our home sales gross margins of2l.4% 340 basis point improvement

from the prior year quarter And our SGA as percentage of homebuilding revenues of 10.2%

200 basis point improvement read more
Get Seeking Alpha notifications with our iPhone An Android App iPad App

More on DIII

D.R Horton Built To Ride Housings New Upswing by John Tobey

Why Horton Is The Top Candidate To Build On Housing Optimism by Troy Bayer

DR Horton Inc Presents at DbAccess Global Industrials and Basic Materials Conference US

industrial Renaissance in Chicago Jun-12-2013 1040 AM

Other articles that mention DHI

Homebuilders Todays Special Buying Opportunity by John Tobey

Why The Housing Market Is An Accident Waiting To Happen Part by Dave Kranzler

Mortgage Rate Worry Is Hiding F1.omebuilder Oppoftunity by John Tobey

Why are you receiving this You subscribed to real-time article alerts at Seeking Alpha

If this email was forwarded to you and you wish to subscribe to this email click here

Manage your emails

let alerts on additional lickers and manage all your email alert choices here

Im getting too many ernails manage your email alert choices

Im no longer following fHl unsubscribe from all DHI email alerts

This type of alert isnt helpful to me unsubscribe from article alerts on lHl

To ensure you receive ihese emails in the future please add accountseekingalnha.corn to your address

book contacts or list of safe senders

Sent by Seeking Alpha 345 7th Ave Suite 1400 New York NY 10001
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From pat missud

Sent Wednesday April 04 2012 1117 AM
To ssmith@meyersnave.com kdrake@meyersnave.com dinness@meyersnave.com bstrottman@meyersnave.com

cryan@hayesscott.com acalderon@hayesscott.com wagstaffe@kerrwagstaffe.com tompkins@kerrwagstaffe.com

mackey@kerrwagstaffe.com kfeinstein@sftc.org myuen@sftc.org Amy.anderson@calbar.ca.gov

Adriana.burger@calbar.ca.gov adonlan@sftc.org bcompton@sftc.org dlok@sftc.org ACheng@sftc.org

adam@posardbroek.com Dewey.Wheeler@McNamaraLaw.com Tanner Brink@McNamaraLaw.com

Christopher.Lustig@McNamaraLaw.com trg@mmker.com ehuguenin@greenhall.com law@nivensmith.com

bfasuescu@sanmateocourt.org scott@mckayleonglaw.com Ising Elizabeth tbmontano@drhorton.com

garris@wbsk.com kider@wbsk.com souders@wbsk.com jodou@wshblaw.com rtodd@wshblaw.com

mroose@wshblaw.com cgilbertson@wshblaw.com LMarquez@wendel.com GMRoss@wendel.com

vhoy@allenmatkins.com mmazza@allenmatkins.com jpatterson@allenmatkins.com cpernicka@allenmatkins.com

cdawson@rdlaw.com james.strother@wellsfargo.com raymond.m.lynch@wellsfargo.com eric.mcluen2@wellsfargo.com

ecs@nvrelaw.com joseph@josephmaylaw.com oig@sec.gov sanfrancisco@sec.gov dfw@sec.gov greener@sec.gov

TommasinoJ@clarkcountycourts.us DeptilLC@ClarkCountyCourts.us KutinacD@clarkcountycourts.us

nvscclerk@nvcourts.nv.gov itservicedesk@nvcourts.nv.gov aginfo@ag.state.nv.us ncjdinfo@judicial.state.nv.us

judcom@govmail.state.nv.us Hawkinsj@clarkcountycourts.us GambleL@clarkcountycourts.us davidc@nvbar.org

kimberlyf@nvbar.org ecartwright@ag.nv.gov NVFMP@nvcourts.nv.gov annie.reding@usdoj.gov

bonny.wong@usdoj.gov

Subject Fw Missud 2012 SEC 14a8 Proposal for Action ReDHI and RICO

FYI

On Wed 4/4/12 pat missud missudpatdyahoo.com wrote

From pat missud missudpatyahoo.com

Subject Fw Missud 2012 SEC 14a8 Proposal for Action ReDHI and RICO
To josh.levincciti.com dan.oppenheimäcredit-suisse.com micliael.rehautiprnorgan.com david

i.goldbergâubs.corn nishu.sooddb.com FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-1 .istevensonpeoplernanagernent.org

steve.eastcsth.com mrossâbgbinc.com gs-investor-re1ationsgs.com Buck.HomeRayrnondJarnes.com

ivy@ze1manassociates.corn bberning@fppartners.coni chris.husseydgs.com ioshua.po1ard@gs.com

aijun.sharmaäkiti.com jacgue1ine.merre1i@gs.com jason.a.marcusaiprnorgancom



cbrian@tradethetrend.com rob.hansen@db.com jesse.arocho-cruz@db.com jonathan.s.ellis@baml.com

kenneth zener@keybanccm.com jrahmani@kbw.com rosteen@kbw.com jiy.chhatbar@ baml.com

william.w.wong@jpmorgan.com kisha.rosario@jpmorgan.com inguiries@guggenheimpartners.com

jane.wong@barnl.com karen.frenza@gs.com william.alexis@credit-suissecom michael .dahl@ credit

suisse.com kirn@zelmanassociates.com christina.c.lo @jprnorgan.com angela.pruitt@dowjones.com

nick.vonklock@dowjones.com george.stahl@dowjones.com cbrian@rnysrnartrend.com pchu@fnno.com

adam.rudiger@wellsfargo.com jack.micenko@sig.com jlwmowitz@philadelphiafinancial.com

steven.bachman@rbccm.com robert.wetenhall@rbccm.com

Date Wednesday April 2012 816 AM

Collateral Damage..

On Wed 4/4/12 pat missud missudpaIavahoo.corn wrote

From pat missud missudpat@yahoo.com

Subject Missud 2012 SEC 14a8 Proposal for Action ReDHI and RICO
To foiapa@sec.gov hallr@sec.gov Livornesej@SEC.GOV oig@sec.gov sanfrancisco@sec.gov

dfw@sec.gov greener@sec.gov annie.reding@usdoj.gov bonny.wong@usdoj.gov

Cc dan.fltzpatrick@wsj.com hilzenrathd@washpost.com nick.timiraos@wsj.com Robbie.Whelan@wsj.com

sboyer@hearst.com Scott Glover@latimes.com Scott.Gold@latimes.com sdean@click2houston.com

hsmith@reviewjournal.com snishimura@ star-telegram.com asorci@sacbee.com Scott.Reckard@latimes.com

sosdnews@uniontrib.com estanton@bloornberg.net Anne.Tergesen @wsj .com stevebrown@dallasnews.com

tellis@dallasnews.com thorner@sptimes.com torn.petruno@latimes.com tshaffer@attorneygeneral.gov

ryan.vlastelica@thomsonreuters.com wargo@lasvegassun.com trigaux@sptimes.com

mvansickler@sptimes.com vacaville@thereporter.com ivy@zelmanassociates.com bwillis@bloomberg.net

dawn.wotapka@dowjones.com lmorgan@sptimes.com amoss@nctimes.com sangeetha@seekingalpha.com

national@nytimes.com peter coy@businessweek.com president@nytimes.com

jim.puzzanghera@latimes.com publisher@nytimes.com readers@forbes.com realestate@nytimes.com

ruth.sirnon@wsj.com feedback@mysanantonio.com francesco.guerrera@wsj.com kris.maher@wsj.com

ryan.vlastelica.reuters.com@reuters.net cmo1lenkamp7@gmail.com liz.rappaport@wsj.com

robin.sidel@wsj.com Aaron.Lucchetti@wsj.com contact-editorial@ seekingalpha.com jess.bravin@wsj.com

constance.mitchell-ford@wsj .com peter.grant@wsj.com angela.pruitt@dowjones.com

nick.vonklock@dowjones.com Rick.Brooks@wsj.com eamon2@bloomberg.net

william.rempel@latirnes.com rnichael.siconolfi@wsj.com

Date Wednesday April 2012 815 AM

Good morning SEC agents-

Find attached last years copy of my 4a8

Per your
official records posted to the web have owned sufficient securities for over three years

Per your
last refusal to compel publication also published to the web my cases which the SEC claimed was my

motivation to protect DHI shareholders have been statistically closed

Per the official federal court docket my severed case against the SEC and not DHI however is still unresolved

Once federal judge Ryu orders that the SEC be released/absolved from Madoff-2 actually Madoff-10 as in ten times

worse will edit the 2012 4a8 to reflect the fact that
every single DHI shareholder is in the dark about DHIs 27-state

interstate racketeering
made possible by the SEC and which is furthered with judicial help

Also see the below link Once the 38 homes are sold will contact the new owners to see if they also got bait and switch

financing bait and switch materials homes replete with construction defects and/or illegal denied warranty Ive stock

piled hundreds of these daily notices

My proven stats are that at least 40% of the consumers will claim one or more criminal act by DHI
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Patrick

On Tue 4/3/12 Google Alerts googIeaIerts-norepIygoogIe.com wrote

From Google Alerts goocilealerts-noreply@google.com

Subject Google Alert horton

To missudpat@yahoo.com

Date Tuesday April 2012 1148 AM

News new result for horton

D.R Horton Completes Move-in Ready Homes in Fiddlers Creek Amador village

Virtual-Strategy Magazine

The final touches are being done to the first five residences in the village of Amador an enclave of 38 classical Mediterranean style

single-family homes in Fiddlers Creek being offered by DR Horton distinctive neighborhood the village of Amador

See all stories on this topic

Tip Use site restrict in your query to search within site sitenytimes.com or site.edu Learn more

Delete this alert

Create another alert

Manage your alerts



Patrick Missud

Attorney at Law

91 San Juan Ave

San Francisco CA 94112

415-584-7251 Office

415-845-5540 Cell

missudpatäyahoo.com

August 17 2011

Securities and Exchange Commission

Burnett Plaza Suite 1900

801 Cherry Street Unit 18

Fort Worth TX 76102

Re Missud Proposal for Action for consideration at DHIs 2012 Annual Shareholder

Meeting and inclusion within DHIs proxy statement

Via oig@sec.gov sanfrancisco@sec.gov dfw@sec.gov greener@sec.gov

tbmontano@drhorton.com eising@gibsondunn.com

james.strotherwellsfargo.com raymond.m.lynch@wellsfargo.com

Certified FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Good afternoon SEC agents Greene Reedick Maples Kwon Special Counsel Belliston

Chairwoman Shapiro Ms Ising and Messieurs Montano Lynch and Strother

As you all know this year again mailed my Proposal for Action to Hortons

Montano for inclusion in DHIs forthcoming Annual Report 10K and proxy statement

The Proposal is reproduced below for convenience The three reasons for inclusion of

the Proposal are as follows

Reasons for Compelling Publication

DHI has participated in ultra-vires acts The Directors and shareholders need to

vote to stop various illegal financial activities which are specifically damaging the

Corporate Citizens reputation and bottom line and shareholders interests

The second reason is that DHIs illegal financial activities are broadly impacting

the US economy and its 308 million real flesh-and-blood citizens Each non-performing

predatory loan originated by DHI and fully owned subsidiary DHI Mortgage must be

bailed out by American tax payers This in turn lowers the expendable income that

each real flesh-and-blood American family has to purchase new products such as

Horton homes

The third reason for inclusion is that overwhelming evidence has already been

gathered which proves that DHI Executives have corrupted officials and judges in several

states Once this information is exposed the Corporate Citizens reputation and bottom

line will most certainly suffer very acute damage Shareholders need reassurances from

DHIs Board of Directors that they will lawfully conduct business per the Corporate

Charter and Governance Documents



The SECs Recently Stepped-Up Efforts

The SEC has recently taken aggressive enforcement actions regarding various

subprime loan and Wall Street fraud http//www.sec.gov/spotlight/enf-actions-fc.shtrnl

DHI has coincidentally also been very heavily involved in exactly these types of crimes

for at least years possibly even precipitating the mortgage melt-down

Also according to the SECs website enforcement protocols have been improved

post-Madoff http //www.sec .gov/spotlight/secpostrnadoffreforms htrn Prior to Madoff

it was reported that the SEC would get tips about white collar crimes and not act until it

was too late to prevent massive shareholder losses Hopefully now the SEC will be more

proactive to regulate DHIs corporate activities which have and will continue to severely

and negatively impact $3.6 billion in issued stock

Identical Wall Street Requests

Even CtW CEO William Patterson shares the same exact concerns that do in that

DHI should refrain from issuing predatory loans and selling fraudulent mortgages

http//www.ctwinvestmentgroup.com/fileadminlgroup files/CtW_Inv_Grp_to_DR_Horto

n_Board.pdf Note that Pattersons request was made in 2007 Since then the SEC has

done nothing to redress either Pattersons or my identical concerns

Prior SEC No-Action Decisions

No-action letters represent the staffs interpretations of the securities laws and
while persuasive are not binding on the courts

http//en.wikipedia.org/wiki/U.S._Securities_and_Exchange Commission

In 2008 2009 and 2010 submitted formal Proposals similar to Pattersons In

20089 DHI was permitted to exclude my Proposals because did not have sufficient

share ownership for the SEC to compel publication Last year had sufficient share

ownership for the required time for the SEC to compel publication but for some reason

the SEC did not enforce Rule 14A8

This year have sufficient share ownership for the required amount of time

which requires that the SEC compels publication If the SEC refuses to compel

publication of my very reasonable Proposal which merely seeks that DHI participate

only in legal acts under its corporate charter will seek redress in the federal courts

Along with the racketeering suit voluntarily withdrawn in 2010 and subject to re

filing and the currently active civil rights corruption suit which will

soon name DHI as an additional Defendant will file an SEC action

in the Ninth Circuit naming Chairwoman Shapiro The federal securities complaint

supporting declaration and exhibits will first be published with syndicated media and

then registered in court The action will eclipse the Madoff scandal

Mr Montanos Claimed Deficiencies

Montanos August 16 2011 letter disingenuously claims that havent sufficient

continuous share ownership per 14A8b The accompanying Wells Fargo brokerage

Statement is an official business record from Wells Fargo Advisors which is my
Broker affiliated with Wells Fargo Bank Said Statement verifies that as of the

date of my current Proposal the DHI shares were continuously held for over one

year



Further note that this letter was copied to Wells Fargos legal department Wells

Fargos Lynch and Strother have my authority to verify that have sufficient

continuous share ownership per 14A8b You can contact them directly upon my behalf

to further corroborate my entitlement to SEC compulsion of my ultra-reasonable lawful

Proposal

Conclusions

The draft of my securities complaint will be pro-actively readied within one week

If the SEC does not act to protect my interests Mr Pattersons interests interests of the

thousands of other DHI shareholders 308 million Americans interests and uphold

federal securities laws the suit will be filed to showcase the favorable treatment that

RICO operating corporations get from the supposed securities regulator The SEC itself

will be on trial

Cordially

pcttrck 14

Patrick Missud shareholder

End
Cc Wall Street Media Federal and State Regulators



Patrick Missud

Attorney at Law

91 San Juan Ave

San Francisco CA 94112

415-584-7251 Office

415-845-5540 Cell

rnissudpatyahoo.com

August 2011

Attn Corporate Counsel D.R Horton Inc

301 Commerce Street Suite 500

Fort Worth TX 76102

Certified RR FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Mr Montano

This cover letter provides proof that am shareholder with sufficient share ownership

for the required timeframe per SEC regulations If you recall the SEC did not compel

printing last year because of your frivolous claims that hadnt provided sufficient proof

Proof that own over $2000 of DHI stock for over three years is available at

http//www.sec gov/divisions/corpfin/cf-noaction/ 4a-8/2008/patrickmissud 112108-

l4a8.pdf

Rule 14a-8b1

Requisite number of shares- According to my Wells Fargo brokerage account

own over $2000 in DHI market value The majority of the shares were purchased

December 2008 These shares must be held at least one year by the date submit my
proposal have submitted my proposal as of this date and qualify for publication under

14a-8b1

Rule 14a-8b2

My intent is to be lifelong DHI shareholder and hold the requisite number of

shares to entitle me to submit proposals and
protect

shareholder interests indefinitely

inclusive of the 2012 Shareholders meeting date

Federal agents and DHI Board

Know that my Proposal merely requests that the DHI Board guarantee that DHI

and its affiliates are neither participating in any ultra vires acts nor conducting business

outside of state and federal laws In light of the recent Ryland KB Hovnanian

investigations Beazer deferred prosecution and the many other builders/affiliated

lenders which have already been discovered illegally originating mortgages the Missud

Proposal is necessary to restore shareholders confidence in DHI and DHI Mortgage

The Boards refusal to publicly commit to following state and federal laws will

likely speak louder than ifthey ratify the Proposal on and for the record There is already

very well established record of DHI Mortgages criminal activities which are outlined



in the submitted Proposal and available on the web at www.drhortonfraud.com and

http//drhortonsjudges.com/ These sites can be sponsored daily and achieve minimum

2000 hits per day Media and Wall Street will also receive notice of these documents and

will be awaiting the SEC/DHI response These entities will either ratify or ignore this

simple Proposal which merely asks that DHI DHI Mortgage and its officers not violate

federal laws Note that if these federal laws were violated by everyday non-millionaire

individual American citizens they would risk federal incarceration

Lastly either RICO l0-cv-23 5-SI already naming DHI will be revived or public

corruption suit 1-cv-3567-DMR will be amended to name DHI as the entity which has

acted under color of law and caused officials and public figures to defraud citizens in 29

market states http//drhortonsiudges.coml Damages sought will equal DHIs

capitalization at the time that the amended complaint is filed plus punitive damages

Donald Horton will also be personally named to satisfy the punitive damages portion of

the demand Both of these lawsuits are already supported with over 5000 exhibits These

are the most significant federal lawsuits that DHI has ever had to vigorously defend

The multi-billion dollar suits will have to be mentioned in the DHI Annual Reports

litigation caption rough draft of the civil rights suit against Nevada is also available at

the above listed supersite for all of America to consider The amended complaint will

soon be available

Cordially

IS Patrick Missud

Patrick Missud shareholder

End
Cc Wall Street Media Federal and State Regulators



Patrick Missud

Attorney at Law

91 San Juan Ave

San Francisco CA 94112

415-584-7251 Office

415-845-5540 Cell

missudpat@yahoo.com

August 2011

Attn Corporate Counsel D.R Horton Inc

301 Commerce Street Suite 500

Fort Worth TX 76102

Re Proposal for Action

Via E-mail tbmontanoâdrhorton.corn dennis.barghaan@usdoj.gov

greenersec.gov Wall Street Select Media

Certified
FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Attention DHI Board of Directors Corporate Counsel and Federal Agents

As DHI stockholder under SEC Rule 14a-8 submit the following facts and Proposal

for DHI forthcoming 2012 shareholder meeting Note that have owned the sufficient

number of shares for at least two years to submit this Proposal for publication in DHIs

forthcoming Annual Report Note that if the SEC does not compel DHI to publish this

will make the Madoff debacle seem minor This DHI scandal has been gift wrapped and

packaged far better than Harry Markopoulos expose of Bernie Madoff

Mr Montano- You will print the following 490 words in the forthcoming 10k

PROPOSAL FOR ACTION

On July 2009 the DOJ HUD and SEC deferred prosecution against Beazer Homes

which admitted to several fraudulent mortgage origination and accounting practices BZH

agreed to provide $50 million in restitution for consumers in and around North Carolina

Some of Beazers mortgage fraud included interest rate manipulation inflating home

base prices to cover incentives and lack of due diligence when completing stated income

loans

There is concrete evidence that DHI has engaged in even more egregious fraud but on

much larger nationwide scale Under the Freedom of Information Act hundreds of

consumer complaints are available from the FTC and HUD regarding DHI fraudulent

nationwide mortgage origination in over 23 states In Virginias federal circuit HUD
submitted nearly 7700 administrative records showing that DHI and other builders

violated RESPA laws 1324 In Georgia the Yeatman class action alleges

similar RESPA violations specific to DHI At DHI Virginias Rippon



Landing development the FBI discovered appraisal fraud to artificially boost home sales

The Southern California Wilson class action alleged extortive antitrust tying of DHIs

mortgage services to home sales Dozens of others have also claimed the

same Betsinger NV A503121 A50510 Bevers 09-cv-2015 Dodson A07-ca-230
Moreno 08-cv-845 Missud 07-2625-SBA Scores of cases have been filed in state

and federal courts all alleging similar DHI Mortgage fraud deceptive trade and antitrust

violations Publicly posted web sites also corroborate these findings with hundreds of

consumer complaints dealing with DHIs fraudulent mortgage originations and illegal

tying of DIII Mortgages services to home sales not to mention rampant construction

defects

The consumeraffairs website is already top search result when merely searching for

Horton Dozens of other consumer protections sites similarly and independently

report the same recounts of fraudulent DHI mortgage origination The last Power

new home builder origination study rated DHI Mortgage with only 679 points out of

1000 The ranking was slightly better than Countrywide one of DHIs preferred

lenders and Ryland two companies already found involved in rampant nationwide

predatory lending and mortgage fraud

Compounding these findings is that as early as June 2007 Chairman Horton and CEO
Tomnitz each personally acknowledged receipt for summons and complaints wherein

their participation in predatory lending was exhaustively detailed

http//www.donaldtornnitzisacrook.info/Dernandon Board.htm CEO Tomnitz still

materially misleads investors in claiming that DIII Mortgage does an excellent job

underwriting mortgages and the related risk associated with it. 2d Qtr 2009

Earnings Conference Call However the truth is that at that time all four of DHIMs
Arizona offices were found originating significantly defective loans which have already

cost taxpayers $2.5 million All 20 of the audited loans were either in foreclosure or in

serious financial distress requiring taxpayer bail-outs

http//www.hud gov/offices/oig/reports/files/i 1091 009pdf and

http//www.Iiuna.org/Portals/0/docs/PressReleases/Report%20-%2OCruel%2OHope.pdf

Resolved That DHI audit its subsidiary DHI Mortgage for compliance with all federal

and state laws and that the Board confirms for the record that DIII Mortgage conforms

to the requirements contained within its own corporate governance documents

Cordially

/5/ Patrick Missud

Patrick Missud shareholder

End
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PATRICK MISSUD 19614

91 San Juan Ave

San Francisco CA 94112

Attorney and Plaintiff

missudpat@yahoo.com

PATRICK MISSUD

vs

SAN FRANCISCO SUPERIOR COURT
JUDGES PATRICK MAHONEY ANDREW
CHENG HAROLD KAHN CALIFORNIA

FIRST DISTRICT COURT OF APPEAL
JUSTICES WILLIAM MCGUINESS
MARTIN JENKINS STUART POLLAK
STATE BAR OF CALIFORNIA
COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL

PERFORMANCE DOES 1-200 Defendants

12-CV-31 17-WHA

AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE OF
SUBPOENA FOR TESTIMONY ON
WELLS FARGO BANK CEO JOHN
STUMPF AND COURTESY COPIES OF
DOCKET PLEADINGS ON JUDGE
ALSUP

September 2012

800AM
19th Floor Courtroom

William Alsup

22

Im an 18 USC 1513 federal informant and California CCP 1021.5 private attorney

general who already caught dozens of corrupt judge$ lying in official records

ii Only true and correct copies of exhibits are attached hereto

Exhibit displays USPS records proving the service of 4/4 pounds of confirmed-mail

documents to this Ninth District Court two metered letters to Washington DCs $EC and one

certified letter to Wells Fargos CEO John Stumpf at his corporate headquarters

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION

UNLIMITED CIVIL JURISDICTION

CLASS ACTION
DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL

Date

Time

Dept

Judge

23

24

25

26

27

28

Affidavit of Service of Subpoena on Stumpf and Docket Copies on Alsup



Exhibits begin with the subpoena served on Stumpf requesting his testimony for the

upcoming September 2012 hearing His testimony is required to prove that WF was indeed

Horton Incs DHI preferred lender as the Fortune-500 company has repeatedly admitted

during public shareholder conference calls and that together they originated thousands of

predatory loans which caused the nations foreclosure crisis If $tumpf pleads the 5th regarding

his collusion with DHI then hell be alternatively asked to confirm that Missud does indeed own

over $4000 of DHI stock for over years which entitles Missud to $EC 14a-8 printing of his

Proposal for Action in DHIs forthcoming Proxy Statement Thats innocuous enough Missud

only wants to be good American and abide by all of the $EC$ Rules One such Rule happens

10
to be that Missud procure from DTC Participant Wells Fargo the holder of Missuds shares

11
super-simple confirmation regarding his DHI stock ownership

12 The third document in the group is the $EC$ confirmation that it received Missuds

13
August 28 2012 806AM email which attached federal pleadings for case 12-cv-31 17-WHA

14
Therein are additional copies of $tumpf$ subpoena The $EC knows what Missud is up to

15 The remainder of the documents are partial download of emails sent to 500- media

16
contacts who can easily verif $tumpf$ and the $EC$ receipt of the documents The notices

17
should also get both investigated for causing 313 million Americans $4 Trillion in Io$$e$

18 Exhibits are vey abridged compilation of official court documents In each judges

19 are caught treasonously lying about non-receipt of documents because that$ what corrupt judge$

20 do for the Citizen$-United corporation$ Bulla feigned non-receipt of docs served five different

21 ways Gonzalez claimed non-receipt of Motion to Tax even served on her by Nevadas

22
Supreme Court Cheng lied about pleadings he thrice received- twice by email once by tracked

USPS and Kahn is the last schmuck who didnt fathom that the other 200 contacts could debunk
23

his childish lie

24

Judge$ are pretty stupid so its very easy to catch them in lie$ and criminal act$

25

26

Pri$on for the traitor$

27 trCckMI1d 8-29-12

28
Patrick Missud Dated

USC Title 18 1513 Federal Informant

Affidavit of Service of Subpoena on Stuinpf and Docket Copies on Alsup
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ORDR _____

Ct.IM Th COURT

DISTICf COURT

CLARIC COUNTY NEVADA

PATRfCK MSStID and JULIE

MISSUD husband and wife

Case No.07 551662

Plaintiffs Dept No Xl

HORTON INC DHI MORTOAGE
COMPANY LTD LP and ROfl

CORPORATIONS THROUGH

12 Defendant

DECSlOND OROEi

is The Court conductcd an evidcntiary hearing ott July 20 20W regardIng Defendants

36
Motion Requesting that the Court Issue an Order to Show Cawie as to Why the Plaintiffs Should

Il

Not be Hold in Contempt of Court for Violating the Cowls April 192010 StIpulated Procctive

Order end Request fur Eviduntiary and Monetwy Sinctions flied on April 29 20W and

Defendants Motion for Terminating Sanctions and Costs and Fees for Phdndffs Cndnucd

21
Discovery Abascs Pbindf Personal Treats Against Defensc Counsel and for Naintiff

Rntallation for the Defendants Attempt to Engage in Discovcir tiled on Januaty 29 2010

24

2.5 _________
26 The Cowl heard this matter tbllowing initial determination by the Discovery

27
Commissioner See Discovery Commissioners Report and ft cummndzitioas dated July13

2010
71

Other than the Stipulated Protectivc Order no prior orders were issucd at result of

discovery violations

The Court declines to add cu the issues related to unavthothod practice of law

Pate of
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Plaintiff PATRICK M1SSUD4 appearing in proper pcczon Defendants weic represented by Joel

Odou Esq of the law litre of Wood Smith Henning Bennan The Court having

considered thc briefing arguments and the evidence presented and the testimony of witnesses

the Court makes the foUowing findings of fact and conclusions of %aw

Plaintiff PATRICK MISSIJD admitted to sanding threatening communications to

witnesses and counsel in connection with his litigation

Defcndant counsel represented that fanner employees have refused to cooperate as

result of PlaiidjlrpATRlcK MISSUDs conduct
II

The irreplaccable loss of witness testimony was not due to the conduct of the

12 Defendants

13 The Defendants are entitled to defend these claims by presenting evidence that the

PlahuitTa allegations are Incorrect andfor to present an altemaIc oxplanatlon for she claims

The DefCndanis have argued that they are hindered and prejudiced in investigating this

17
case

18 The Defendants arc prejudiced in their ability to defend and present evidenco regarding

this case

20

Nevada has long rccogncd that under the law of agency the nctin of an agent

22
oyIng or spolsatrng evidence arc imputcd to rho principal for the purposes of sanctions See

Ire1naursnçe gxchapite ZeuithRsdiq Corp 103 Nov 648 1987 inveslI8a0c StubiLj

intecnatin1Trucjy 107 Nov 309 1991 lnvcsligator/expert and counsel and

Thvv 1avis 122 Nay 442 2006 frenchlsor

27

28

___________

Pzstrick Missud Is an attorney licensed to practice in Cabfomla Bar No.2 196L4

Pags2ofG
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Plaintiff PATRICK MSSUD acted as an agent on behalf of Wntiff JULIE MISSUDS

for puzposs irMa action

Jo evaluating the seriousness of the prejudics as result of the threats the Court has

evaluated the fetor enunciated in Youni RlbI.m 106 Nay 881990 and conclalcs

There are varying degrees of wiUMnass of the Phentiffs ranging from

knowing wtllflil and intentional conduct with an intent to prevent tha

Defendants being able to identil the true facts and interview witnesses end

more nmple Intimidation Rowcver the multiple incidents of threats are so

pervasive as to exacerbate the prejudice rather than it each Instance were

12 treated as an isolated incident

As result of this conduct relevant evidence i.e witness testimony has

been irreparably lost

Given the numerous instances of threats the prejudice to the Defendants In

$7 preparing their detbase end the intentional nature of Plaintiff PATRiCK

II MISSUDs conduct talcn in conjunction with 11w latcotional violation of the

19

StIpulated Protective Order infra sanction less severs than dismissal of

20

P1aixf claims is not sufficient to protect the rights of the Defendants

21

fair adjudication on th merits cannot be achieved given the numerous

instances of threats to witnsssus and prevents the Dcfbndsnti in preparing

24
dcfense in this action

25

Olven the numerous Instances of threats the prejudice to the Defendants in

preparing their delimse and the repeated nature of Plaintiffs and Plaintiffs

21

Plaintiff JULIE MISSUD did not pasicipste In the hearing but her husband Plaintiff

PATRICK MISSUD Indicatcd that his wife was unavailable duo to serious readied conditicut

Nnc of the affirmative conduct which is pitt of this Courts findings waaactu.Uy performed

by Plaintiff JUUE MlSSU
age3ofd
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$$CfltS conduct over scvcral month prtod sanction lcs.s severe then

disnussal Plaintiffs claims Is not suMcient to protect the rights of the

Dot bndan

Plaintiff PATRICK MISSUD has wllthzfly disregarded the judicial process

by his actions

liven the involvement of Plaintiff PATRICK MISSUD sanctions do not

bnMdY ponali the remaining Plaintiff for the conduct of bar ageld

There public policy to pnvcnt further abuses and deter litigants from

threatening witnctees in an attempt to advance their clauns

tO Plaintiff PATRICK MISSUD became aware that the Court catered the

on April 30 2010 IaImiff PATRKX MISSLJD had an unsigned

copy
of iha Courta Stipulated Protective Order prior to us entry

13 The Stipulated Protectivo Order spells out the details of compliance in clear

specific end unambiguous terms and Plaintiff PATRICK MISSUD readily know the cb%iadons

the Stipulated Protective Order imposed upon bun PlaintilT PATRICK MISSUDs prior

couasel ncgotiatcd the Stipulated ProtectIve Order before ii was signed by the Court

20

12 PlainrUT PATRICK M1SSUI hod the ability to comply with the Stipulated

21

23
Protective Order

13 PlaintIff PATRICK MISSUD has made no effort whatsoever to comply with the

24
terms of Stipulated Protective Order

25

14 PlaintIff PATRiCK MISSUD has demonstrated complete and knowing

disregard for his obligations undct the Stipulated Protectivo Order

25
PlaintIff PATRICK MISSUD has not proven any legally cognizabla defense to

the contempt of the Stipulated Protective Order

Page of
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16 There Is clear and convincing evidence that Plaintiff PATRICK MISSUD

repostcd his websitcs In violation of the Stipulated Protective Order upon learning of its entry in

darcet violation of the Stipulated Protective Order

17 There is clear and convincing ovidenco that Plaintiff PATRICK MISSUD is

knowingly end Intentionally in violation of this Stipulated Protective Order and that ho is

knowingly and intentionally In contempt of court

18 The Stipulated Protective Order included provision at paragraph 4g that any

violation of the Order may result in the striking of the pleadings

19 judgment of contempt should be uuud against Plaintiff PATRICK MISSUD

12 20 any of the foragoing findings of fact may be deemed concluskrn3 of law

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

As result of those communications Dcl dents counscl rcpvcsentcd witnesses

Id

have been unwilling to participate in discovery

Defendants have estabrshed that there has been substantial prejudice result

1$ of the threats to wilnesaics

The Stipulated Protective Order Is cleat and unambiguous

20

Ii ta possible for PlaintIff PAUUCK MTSSUD to comply with the Stipulated

SI

23

Protective Order

Plaintiff PAlRICK MISStJI has the .bllity to comply with the Stipulated

21 Protective Order

Defendants have demonstroted by clear and convincing evidence that Plaintiff

Zt

27

PATRICK MISSUD ha knowingly and wiUflly violated and rcfised to comply wkh the

S4tthdCd rrotccctv Oidet

Ass result of the ttiscovsry abuse ed the contempt the Pltdntiffe Amended

Complaint Is stricken

PagsSof6
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Defendants should recov their reasonable coals and attorneys toys incurred in

proccecbrags to enforce the Stipulated Protective Order and to rod Plaintiff

PATRICK MISSIJD in contcsnpe of Coutt Defendants shall 1c their appilcation for costs and

attorneys fees within 30 days of entry of this Order

Accordingly Plaintiffs action against the Defendants is dismissed

If arty of the foregoing conclusions of law may be deemed findingi of tact

Dated this 20a day of July 2010

10

EkcJcTi
EIizabc4zalez DaAll1d

Judg

CtjflcsteofScrvke

hereby certify that on the dare flied served byc-.rby placing copy of thi

Decision and Ord.i in the attorneys folder in the Qcsks see as follows

Joel Odou Esq Wood Smith cia
11 Fax 253-6fl5

19
Patrick and Julie Missud

20
Fax415-584-7251

anKitiæM

Page of
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copy

NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS

California Rules of Court rut 8.1115a prohibIts courts and es from citing orre ng on opinion not certified for

by rule 15b This opinion .s not been certified for publication

THE COURT OF APPEAL OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FIRST APPELLATE DISTRICT ----------________
otAppcri k-rst Apptaje District

DIVISION THREE FILED

NOV 2ü11

PATRICK MISSUD Zan Hnrr yk
Plaintiff and Appellant

A131566

D.R HORTON INC et aL City County of San Francisco

Super Ct No CPF10510876
Defendants and Respondents

Appellant Patrick Missud states in his opening brief that he challenges the

denial of his motion under Code of Civil Procedure section 1710.10 et seq to vacate

Nevada state court monetary judgment and order holding him in contempt of court He

argues that the sister state Nevada ruling was fraudulently procured and that denial of

the appellants January 19 2011 motion to vacate before Judge Giorgi was improper as

well as fraudulent and that the subsequent June 30 2011 motion for reconsideration of

the January 19 2011 motion to vacate before Judge Giorgi was improper as well as

fraudulent

On March iS 2011 Missud filed notice of appeal specifying he appeals from

trial court order filed on February 2011 Attached to the notice of appeal is the order

which states After consideration of the pleadings supporting papers and arguments

from counsel It is hereby ordered that Plaintiffs Motion to Vacate Sister State Judgment

Per CCP Section 1710 10 et seq is denied as Plaintiffs failed to provide legally

sufficient basis to vacate the Nevada Judgment pursuant to CCP 1710.10 et seq



On August 201 this court issued an order noting that On August 2011 this

court received appellant Patrick Missuds opening brief along with bound volume

entitled Appellants Index Declaration and Request for Judicial Notice Although not

labeled as such the bound volume is presumably appellants appendix pursuant to rule

8.124 of the California Rules of Court On August 2011 the court received CD

purportedly containing 5000 docs for opening brief Appellants opening brief and

appendix do not comply with various content and formatting requirements contained in

the California Rules of Court The order identifies the various rules with which the

opening brief and appendix fail to comply but continues Nevertheless the court in its

discretion shall permit the noncomplying opening brief and appendix to be filed

These inadequacies including the failure to cite to the record Cal Rules of Court

rule 8.204 and the failure to include in the appendix ajny item that is

necessary for proper consideration of the issues. were also brought to Missuds

attention by respondents in their brief

Missud then filed declaration with his reply brief attaching several documents

The documents were not submitted in accordance with California Rules of Court rules

8.120 through 8.163 Moreover the declaration that accompanies these documents does

not reference or authenticate the documents in any way

Setting aside these procedural inadequacies Missuds briefs contain no

comprehensible legal argument as to why the order he challenges should be reversed

Missud quotes two provisions of the Code of Civil Procedure Code Civ Proc

1710.40 663 in the Table of Authorities at the outset of his brief but otherwise

cites to no authority fails to explain the connection between those statutes and the ruling

he challenges and provides no explanation of why he believes the trial court order was in

error Although it is clear he feels he has been grievously wronged and he alludes to

Missud also filed document entitled Ex Parte Application for Additional Time and

ADA Accommodations in response to which the court rearranged its oral argument

calendar to accommodate Missud We have also given consideration to the declaration

filed in federal district court action that is attached to Missuds application



numerous other actions brought in various courts he offers this court no basis for action

See Troensegaard Silvercrest Industries Inc 1985 175 Cal.App.3 218 228

waived because no argument citation to authorities or reference to record

DIsPosITIoN

The judgment is affirmed See In re Marriage of Wilcox2004 124 Cal.App.4th

492 498

Pollak

We concur

McGuiness

Jenkins

A131566
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

PATRICK MISSUD AND JULIE No 56502

MISSUD HUSBAND AND WIFE
Appellants

DR HORTON INC AND DHI

MORTGAGE COMPANY LTD NOV 22 20t1

Respondents
TRACE LINDEMAN

CLED\lC
ER Lf ER

ORDER OF AFFIRMANCE

This is proper person appeal from district court order

striking appellants complaint and dismissing real property and tort

action Eighth Judicial District Court Clark County Elizabeth Goff

Gonzalez Judge

The district court determined that appellants should be

sanctioned for abusive litigation tactics and that appellants were in

contempt of district court protective order Based on these conclusions

the district court struck appellants complaint and dismissed the case

Appellants now appeal from the district court order

We review both district courts sanction for abusive litigation

tactics and district courts contempt ruling for an abuse of discretion

Matter of Water Rights of Humboldt River 118 Nev 901 907 59 P.3d

1226 1229-30 2002 Young Johnny Ribeiro Building 106 Nev 88 92

SUPREME CouRl

OF

NEVADA

1947A

-J



787 P.2d 777 779 1990 We have held that the authority to dismiss

case for abusive litigation practices is within the courts inherent

equitable powers Young 106 Nev at 92 787 P.2d at 779

Appellants do not raise any challenge on appeal as to the

district courts findings that appellants engaged in abusive litigation

tactics by contacting and threatening respondents employees which

resulted in those employees refusing to testify Thus we affirm the

district courts findings as to these facts We also reject appellants

arguments that the record was not considered by the district court that

insufficient evidence existed to support the findings of the district court or

the sanctions imposed or that their due process rights were violated as

the district court held an evidentiary hearing considered the evidence

presented and properly addressed the necessary factors outlined in

Young Id at 93-94 787 P.2d at 780 We further conclude that

appellants failed to adequately raise in district court their arguments that

the protective order was violation of their first amendment rights and

that it was vague and overbroad thus they have waived these arguments

on appeal Appellants argument that they had insufficient time to comply

with the protective order lacks merit as appellant Patrick Missud

admitted during the evidentiary hearing to intentionally violating the

protective order Finally we reject appellants contentions that the order

was procured by respondents fraud or misrepresentations or that

violation of SCR occurred and prevented the sanctions issued in this

matter

Based on the above discussion we conclude that the district

court did not abuse its discretion in sanctioning appellants for litigation

SuPREME COURT

OP

NEvADA

1947A



abuses or in finding them in contempt of court for violating the protective

order As result we

ORDER the judgment of the district court AFFIRMED

Cdk-
Saitta

ugtap Hardesty

cc Hon Elizabeth Goff Gonzalez District Judge

Patrick Missud

Julie Missud

Wood Smith Henning Berman LLP

Eighth District Court Clerk

We deny appellants request to correct the appellate record and the

motion to impose moratorium on foreclosures in Nevada We do not

address appellants other filings as we determine that they do not seek

any relief from this court but were provided for notice only

SUPREME COURT

OF

NEvA

1947A
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INTRODUCTION

Rulings such as in Citizens United and ATT vs Concepn have allowed corporate

citizens to buy Americas courtS Finding corrupt judgeS is now juSt as easy as finding water

in the ocean Note that the hypertext-enabled links embedded within the following text are

available only to those individuals receiving
electronic copies of this document in our digital age

Said links incorporate by reference thousands of web-based exhibits which include official court

and government records statistics regulatory findings and reliable news articles which

corroborate each and every below-stated allegation

10
Probably the only good aspect of the conServative majorityS Citizens United decision is

that it does indeed broadly allow for unfettered Amendment Speech by both multi-billion

dollar corporationS and the rest of the lowly 30S million Americans with access to the wor1d

12

wide webs information super-highway The truth is always available 24/7 via social media and

other 2l century electronic means

Most of the supporting documents for this compliant have already or will be gathered and

16 concurrently filed with forthcoming first amended complaint Ninety percent of the official

records proving these Defendants interstate crimes and judicial official/corruption have already

18
been submitted in other courts and jurisdictions This debacle is unfolding daily and even on the

19
date that this càmplaint was filed declaration supported with over 1000 documents will likely

20
be filed in early August 2011 In the meantime supporting

documents can be obtained from the

21
following related cases Clark County Nevada A55 1662 and A503 121 Nevada Supreme Court

Appeals A56502 and A50510 San Francisco Superior Court CPF-l0-510876 California First

District Court of Appeal A13 1566 Ninth Circuit Northern District of California 07-cv-2625-

SBA and l0-cv-235-SI and the following publicly accessible websites

24
http/Iwww.drhortonfraud.co bttpI/drhortonsjudges.coml

25
bttp/fwww.drhortonsjudgesJnfof and others interlinked This federal suit will again

26 concretely prove that these uber-wealthy Defendants have conspired under the color of law to

27 buy the judiciary this Country and its Constitution

28

U.S.C Title 42 Section 1983 Conp1aiE1t
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II POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

U.S.C Title 42 1983 Civil Action for Deprivation of Rights

Every person who under color of any statute ordinance regulation custom or usage

of any State or Territory or the District of Columbia subjects or causes to be subjected

any citizen of the United States or other person within the jurisdiction thereof to the

deprivation of any rights privileges or immunities secured by the Constitution and

laws shall be liable to the party injured in an action at law suit in equity or other

proper proceeding for redress except that in any action brought against ajudicial officer

for an act or omission taken in such officers judicial capacity injunctive relief shall not

be granted unless declaratory decree was violated or declaratory relief was

unavailable

ilL STATEMENTOFFACTS

10
The following discussion will describe the blatant Constitutional violations committed by

each agency official and judge Specific cases and orders will be cited for purposes of further

12 reader research so as to not leave any room for speculation Ironically exposure
of the many

13 corrupt judgeS began outside of court with the discovery of the
very corrupt Deputy

14
Commissioner for NevadaS Division of Mortgage Lending

Tip of the Iceberg

16

NDML Commissioner Susan Eckhardt Las Vegas NV l4ths Due Process Violations

In 2005 twenty verified and acknowledged consumer statements were forwarded to

Nevadas mortgage-fraud and predatory-lending regulator Deputy Commissioner Eckhardt

18

Each and every official complaint submitted under the penalty of
peçjury averred that the Fortun

500 DR Horton Corporation was illegally bundling predatory loans to home sales For

20
six consecutive years DHI was Southern Nevadas most powerful and lucrative residential

21
builder Each and every consumers sworn complaint alleged with particularity that DHI had

22 extorted oneroushome sales which were contingent on the purchase of in-house originated

23 predatory loans We now know that those transactions are at the root of our infhnious mortgage-

24 meltdown and nationwide economic crisis Per Nevadas own codified law Eckhardt should

25
have quickly provided written status report of the submitted complaints However service of

26
four subpoenas was actually required to compel Eckhardts reply which ultimately stated that the

27
Mortgage Division which she managed did not have jurisdiction to regulate the regulatory

licenses that she had already issued to DHI Within 26 days of that ridiculous statement She

28

U.S.C Title 42 Section 1983 CoTtplaint
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was fired bttp//wwwdrhortonfraud.com/1d2.btml and

bttp//www.drhortonfraud.coin/sitebuildercontent/sitebuilderfiles/ndmlcomiption.pdf

East of the Sierras District Court Corruption

Maaistrate Curtis Coltrane South Carolina Amendment Sneech Violations

In June and September 2006 Coltrane twice agreed with $3.6 billion DIII that two

groups speech rights should be preliminarily crjoined The first group was picketing at

traditional public forums and warning other consumers that DIII had misrepresented the status of

an adjoining golf course in order to sell their golf course community DHI had not informed

the vocal buyers that the golf course had actually been sold for development The second group

was picketing at traditional public forums and warning consumers that DIII had built defects

riddled borne with tennite-infested wood In both cases Coltrane forbade that South Carolinas

12 flesh and blood citizens assemble at public sidewalks to make any disparaging comments about

DHIs nthrious schemes The injunction extended to any and all public places in and around

14
DI-Ils developments

15
In the very first waek of Constitutional Law every law student learns that preliminary

16
iijunetions on speech are nearly impossible In order for Master in Equity Coltranc to censor the

content of citizens message be must find significant government interest such as an

unauthorized broadcast of military secrets putting lives at risk or speech that is likely to incite

18

violent riots In Beaufort County cases 2006-cp-07-l658 and -2224 Coltrane twice cited DHIs

19

profits and reputation as the sign1cant government interests justiting the muzzle that he

20
ordered strapped onto the vocal defrauded Americans Coltrane no longer practiceS law

21

http/hvww.drhortonfraud.coin/sltebuildercontent/sitebuilderffleslcoltrane5.pdf

22

23 Discovery Commissioner Bonnie Bulla Las VeRas NV 4s Due Process Violation

24 On June 22010 discovery hearing was held before Commissioner Bulla in Nevadas

25
Eighth Judicial District Court Prior to that hearing the Plaintiff electronically registered

26
faxed and confirm-mailed his documents directly to the Court In his papers the

27

Plaintiff stated he was submitting on the pleadings which were supported by overwhelming

official evidence The Court thusly believed that the Plaintiff would not personally attend the

28

hearing However since said pleadings and evidence had inexplicably not been registered in the

U.S.C Title 42 Section 1983 Complaint
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official court records by late May the Plaintiff flew from California to Nevada to personally

serve the documents and provide testimony Despite having received the Plaintiffs pleadings

by the four above means and even as reproduced exhibit attached to DHIs
very own

pleadings Bulla first claimed not to have received any of the Plaintiffs documents and then

recanted to state that she got only portions If Bullas statements werent actually in the official

Court records this Story would sound like fairy tale

http//www.drhortonfrsud.com/a1tebuildercontent/sitebuIlderf iles/courtcvrup.pdf

4ge Elizabeth Gonzalez Las Vegas NV Violations of the Rights to Petition Government to

Redress Grievances Privileges and Immunities and the i4s Due Process

10
Two days after the June 2010 discovery hearing Presiding Judge Gonzalez who

oversees Clark Countys entire Civil Division decided to seal Court records regarding DHIs

12 interstate financial crimes She made her quick secretive in chambers decision based on

13 Bullas recommendations to ignore the Plaintiffs overwhelming evidence

Then on July 132010 at 907AM Gonzalez ordered the media locked out of her

15
normally open courtroom Minutes later she admitted evidence into the record and heard

16
detailed argument concerning the Plaintiffs Special Motion to Dismiss DHIs SLAPP pleadings

which were specifically filed to suppress
the whistle-blowing which had already publicly

exposed DHIs interstate financial crimes That half-hour hearing educated Gonzalez about all

18

of DHIs assorted interstate racketeering According to page 19 of the official court transcript at

19

940AM everyone was then reminded to return the following week for the next hearing

20
The July 20 2010 hearing started at 1041AM Gonzalez immediately stated for the

21
record that she had already ruled on the July 132010 matter However nowhere in the record is

22 that order registered Thereafter for approximately five hours the Plaintiff testified that DHI wa

23 racketeering organization as corroborated by official FTC and HUD records reliable news

24 article detailing an FBI investigation 400 email consumer statements 20 verified consumer

25 complaints submitted to Nevadas Attorney General the already decided Betsinger decisions in

26
A503 121 and appeal 50510 dozens of declarations filed in full faith and credit sister-states and

27

federal cases throughout the nation 80 defrauded Nevadans corroborating third party websites

and consumer protections groups Despite the 1500 records admitted into evidence that

28

directly proved the $3600000000 corporations interstate racketeering judge Gonzalez ordered

U.S.C Title 42 Section 1983 Complaint
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that the Plaintiffs case be stricken and that he should also have to pay DHIs costs and fees for

having had to commandeer Nevadas expenSive courtS to violate the Constitution and twist

juStice

htfnIJwww4rhortonfraud.ComIltebUilderCOflteflt1SitebUUUCrIIIeSIuflOrUr

Clark County Court and Griersons Assistance in the Cover Un

As the duly elected Clark County Court CEO Steven Grierson has several duties and

guidelines
described at bttp//www.clarkcountycourts.usIgeflCral-iflfOrlflatiofl.btnhl

Thereir

his court is forum for lawful dispute resolution insuring balance of branch powers and

constitutional protections Grierson breached this duty in an effort to conceal the Clark

County Courts fraud Giierson received three valid official California court-issued subpoenas

12

for the production of July 20 2010 Video which graphically proves Gonzalez bias towards the

13

billion-dollar builder Grierson has yet to honor the three subpoenas and produce the lawfully

14

compelled evidence Proof ofreceipt of the three subpoenas is now registered in multiple courts

15

and multiple jurisdictions including

16

ASS 1662 bttp/lwiznet.wiznet.eowlclarknvlpagesllOglfl.JSP

A56502 bttp//www.nevadajudklary.uslindex.php/suPremeCOUrt

CPF-10-510876 httpllsfsuperiorcourt.orgindex.aspxpage467 and

A13 1566 httpI/www.courts.ca.gov/ldcLhtm

20
By comparison another nearly-identical valid official California court-issued subpoena

21

for the production of evidence was honored by Nevadas Eckhardt by June 12006 confirmation

22

of which was even corroborated by Nevadas Attorney General Grierson now falsely claims

23

that the three subsequent valid official California court-issued subpoenas already served on the

24

Eighth Judicial District Court are insufficient to compel production of the July 202010 video

25

which records judge Gonzalez clear bias towards the billion-dollar It Horton corporation

26

Grierson has instead raised roadblocks to stall this investigation His action is yet another

27

delay tactic by his court of law which is supposed to seek the truth preserve state and federal

28

laws and protect 2.64 Million Nevadans One would think that his Court has great interest in

knowing whether the Presiding Judge for its entire Civil Division is corrupt Rather than waive

U.S.C ritle 42 Section 1983 Complaint



Case41 1-cv-03567-DMR Documenti FiledO7/20/1 Page7 0123

any perceived service defects or procedural minutia and produce the video Grierson has opted to

withhold the video which would immediately settle matters infive state and federal jurisdictions

hostingthese sordid affair$

Note that the A/V video recording is the original document which is the most reliable

source of information contained therein The transcript which this Plaintiff already possesses
is

merely reproduction of the original digital data compilation The written transcript however

does not adequately transcribe Gonzalez visual facial expressions The A/V digital recording

will thusly be compelled under the best evidence/original document rule
per

FRE 1001-8

FRE Rule 1002 Requirement of Original To prove
the content of writing recording or

photograph the original writing recording or photograph is required except as otherwise

11 provided in these rules or by Act of Congress

12 FRE Rule 1003 Admissibility of Duplicates duplicate is admissible to the same extent as an

original unless genuine question is raised as to the authenticity of the original or in the

circumstances it would be uthir to admit the duplicate in lieu of the original

14

15

16
Clark County Sheriff and lillesnies Assistance in the Cover Un

Clark Countys Sheriff Gillespie has duties outlined at

18
http//www.clarkcountynv.gov/depts/sheriff_civil/PageslAbout.aspx

19
Therein In Clark County the Sheriff has the statutoty duty of providing service of process in

20
civIl sad criminal cases

21
On July 2011 Sheriff Gillespie received two civil subpoenas for service on Gonzalez

22

and Grierson Eveiy direction for proper service was found at the Clark County Sheriffs own

websitelinks

23

bttp/Iwww.clarkcountynv.govlDepts/aherlff_civil/Pageslsnbpoenas.asp

24

hltpl/caseinfo.nvsupreniecourt.uslpubflc/caseSearch.do

25

bttp/Iwww.clarkcountyav.govlDepb/sberlffcivillPublishinglmagei/sheriff_feei.glf

26

http/Iwww.elarkeountynv.govlDeptslsheriff_civillDocumentslservlce_histruetions.pdf

27

http/Iwww.clarkcountynv.govlDepts/eherlff_civillPages/out-of-state.aspx

28
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proper $100 postal money order was issued to Clark Countys Sheriff for service of

process of the civil subpoenas which are to be served just 236 feet down the block Gillespic

was informed that Gonzalez Bailiff John first starts out at the Sherlirs office and then walks

down the block to the courthouse to provide her courtroom security John can easily bring both

subpoenas to Gonzalez courtroom on any given day without having to make any special trips

Unbelievably Gillespie now claims that insufficient funds were received to serve the two

subpoenas
in the courthouse which isjust stones throw away Gillespie has claimed that $100

wiU not cover the $30.13 bill that has been calculated from the Sheriffs very own fee schedule

available online

10

Commission on Judicial Discinline and Sarnowskis Assistance in the Cover Up

12
Executive Director David Sarnowski has duties to fi.ilfihl for Nevadas Commission on

Judicial Discipline Said duties are found at bttplljndiciaLstatc.nv.us/purposenjdc3ncw.htm

14
Therein tbe Commission Is to investigate allegations of judicial misconduct in office

15
violations of the Code of Judicial Conduct or disability of judges

16
Sarnowski was notified of Gonzalez judicial misconduct dozens of times by email and

17
certified mail This Plaintiff has detailed that she has not registered rulings like her supposed

18
July 132010 order denying Missuds NRS 41.660 Special Motion to Dismiss According to

19
testimony by former Nevada District Judge Stewart Bell even disliked attorneys are owed

20
Constitutional due process Judge Bell has stated for the record that judicial orders which do not

21

appear
in the official record is very disturbing http//www.lvrj.com/newst26371444.htud

22 flj PIairfiff also explained that the July 202010 video will show Gonzalez facial

23
expressions expressing clear disdain for Missud who unlike the Horton corporation does

24
not contribute mightily to her re-election campaigns

25
http//articles.latimes.com/print/2006/junhlO/nation/na-vegSlO

Sarnowski and the CJD has

26
yet to act on any of Missuds notices and concrete proof regarding Gonzalez judicial corruption

27

28
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Nevada Supreme Court Corruption

Nevada Supreme Court Justices have many times either requested that state action be

taken on their behalf or directly retaliated against this whistle-blower/Plaintiff to benefit DIII

En Banc Concerted Nevada Supreme Court Action by Justices Douglas Hardestv Pickering

Saitta Gibbons Cherry Parraguiire Violations of the Rights to Petition Government to Redresr

Grievances Privileges and Immunities 4s Due Process

On January 192010 this whistle-blowerIPlaintiff sent notice and an amicus briefto

Nevadas Supreme Court that Dills predatory lending mortgage fraud and other public

financial hazards were flourishing throughout Nevada The whistle-blowers notice came

10

complete with reference to the overwhelming evidence already filed in federal court

Coincidentally and about this same time the Court bad already heard oral argument and

12 docketed Betsinger case A503 121 for decision in appeal 50510 It just so happens that the

13 whistle-blowers Nevada case A55 1662 and appeal 56502 and federal suit l0-cv-235-SI

14 were nearly identical to Betsingers and that of approximately 80 other Nevadans from Reno to

15
Las Vegas The whistle-blower forwarded said evidence because he thought it relevant for the

16
Betsinger appeaL However rather than take judicial notice of the 1500 exhibits already

17

registered in the Ninth Circuit the Court instead requested that Nevada authority take state

action to investigate the whistle-blower That state action was an appearance by Nevada

18

regulators at court hearing which acutely interfered with the out-of-state whistle blowers case

19

The whistle-blower/informants local counsel then withdrew from the case within weeks

20
http//www.drhoilonfraud.coni/sitebulldercontent/sitebuliderfiies/nottonevada.pdf

21

22 En Banc Concerted Nevada Supreme Court Action by Justices Douglas Iardcsty Nckerin

23 Saitta Gibbous Cherry Parraguirre Equal Protections Violations

24 Betsingers appeal 50510 was decided on May 272010 Despite neutral jurys

25
decision awarding Betsinger substantial damages for Dills despicable conduct the Court

26
entirely struck or reduced the damage awards by 80% Recall that the Court had been apprised

27

that the Betsinger fraud was also perpetrated on approximately 80 other Nevadans and hundreds

of other consumers across state lines

28
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Well it just so happens that Ncvadas Supreme Court is the Countrys 8th most beholden

state supreme court to the special interests It also just so happens that Nevadas most powerful

and lucrative residential builder is the Fortunc-500 $3.6 billion-capitalized Horton

Corporation bttpi/www.drhertonfraud.com/idlS.btml and

100747864.htntl

.7

Three Member Panel Nevada SuDrelne Court Action bvJiustices Pickerina Gibbons Cherry

Violations of the RlRhts to Petition Government to Redress Grievances Pnvileges and

Immunities 14th5 Due Process

10
On June 2011 the wbistle-blowcrfPlaintiff filed an Emergency Motion which is

11
docketed as 11-17107 with the Nevada Supreme Court Therein he requested that Nevadas

12
high court compel production of three pieces of key evidence from the Clark County District

13 Court and judge Gonzalez Nevada Supreme Court intervention was required because the distric

14
court and judge Gonzalez had each already refused to honor several informal requests and two

California subpoenas for the production
of said evidence The whistle-blower explained that

16
viewing the eye-opening video unregistered 7-13-10 order and answers to the 17 reasons to

17

disqualify Gonzalez were all necessary prior to issuing any further decisions for appeal 56502

The
very

issue currently under appeal
in 56502 is that the Clark County District Court and judge

18

Gonzalez are biased towards the Fortune-500 $3.6 bilhon-capitalazed uber-powerful super-

19
lucrative campaign-donating Horton Corporation Despite the fact that aLl three

20

evidentiary items are very very easily compelled by the states highest court and would

21
absolutely prove district court and judge corruption the Nevada Supreme Court preemptively

22 issued its order denying the Motion to Compel prior to considering any of the key evidence

23 This is the quintessential see bear and speak no evil $cenario

24 hftp//caselnfo.nvsupremeeourt.us/public/caseSearch.do and enter 56502

25

26
California District Court Corruption

2.7

Two cases currently pending in the San Francisco Superior Court have already identified

three corrupt quasi-judicial and judicial officers The first case concerns mandatory arbitration

28

and the second regards entry of Gonzalez sister-state order in California

U.S.C Title 42 Section 1983 Complaint
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sn Francisco Superior Court Approved Mediator/Arbitrator/Ouasi-Jüdicial Officer Michan

Carbone Violations of 14th9 Due Process FAA-RICO

By April 30 2010 thirteen days of testimony were recorded for CGC-07-464022 This

case was compelled into ADR by the San Francisco Superior Court per binding arbitration

clause Alter transcript review it was discovered that Court approved arbitrator Michael

Caibone based his fraudulent award in 63 different lies Carbones decision completely

dismissed all of the claimants hard evidence but relied exclusively on the repeat-business

Allstate Insurances unsupported speculative claims The Fortune-500 Insurer was defending no

only the respondent in this arbdration but an additional 200 cases at ADR Services Inc the

private fbr-profit arbitration company that routinely receives referral business from San

10
Franciscos Superior Court

The corrupt arbitral results in ADRS-08-4394-MC precisely mirror the rampant arbitral

12 fraud proven to exist tiroughout this nation by Public Citizen and even as discovered by

13 Minnesotas Attorney General Swanson in her state Public Citizen has published several

scathing reports finding arbitral corruption citing over 340 sources of data which includes

insiders information Public Citizens empirical findings are that such secretive mandatory

16
arbitrations are fraught with fraud and seldom if ever favor consumers

http/Isfcourtfrsud.com/Superlor_Court_464022.html and

httpI/www.cltIzen.org/publlcatlonsIpublicatlonredirect.cfmflD77O5 Swanson discovered

lb

direct conflicts of interest between arbitrators arbitral firms and the law firms which owned

19
intereStS in the lucrative ADR firms

20
http//.ag.itate.mn.usPDF/PressReleases/SignedFiledComplaintArbltrationCompany

21
pdf

22

23 San Francisco Sunerior Court Judne Charlotte Wootard Violations of l4ths Due Process

24 Equal Protections Right to Petition Grievances FAA-RICO

25
Real party-in-interest Allstate Insurance then motioned to have Court approved

Carbones fraudulent award confirmed The Courts Department 302 was the department which

27

compelled the case into ADR in the first place The claimants opposed Allstates Motion for

Confirmation with 20 page brief detailing the 63 lies upon which the award was based Per the

28

FAA fraudulent arbitral awards can be vacated for precisely this reason and with proof of far
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fewer than 63 lies After admitting to carefully reading the briefs and listening to oral argument

which pinpointed transcript inconsistencies and inapposite physical evidence San Francisco

judge Charlotte Woolard still decided to confirm the arbitrators transparent fraud Adding insul

to uury Woolard then even violated first-year first-week civil procedure and saddled non

party with all the arbitral costs and ibeS http//sfcourtfraud.eom/FederaljAA

RICO_Sult.htusl

Please also note that approximately 75% of the neutral arbitrators working at the

private wildly-lucrative for-profit ADR firms which receive regular referrals from the San

Francisco Superior Court also happen to be retired San Francisco Superior Court judges who

charge more than $400/hr for their neutral services These Minnesota-like conflicts of intereSt

10
are mind-blowing bttp//www.adrservlces.org/neutrals/flOrCl-Dentrah.PbP

11

12 San Francisco Sunerior Court Judge Loretta Giorgi Violations of 14th5 Due process Equa

13 Protections Right to Petition Grievances

14
On November 16 2010 DHI motioned to have Nevadas fraudulent sister state ruling

15
entered in San Francisco Superior Court case CPF- 10-510876 As it just so happens that case

16

was also docketed for decision in Department 302 The whistle blower/Plaintiff immediately

opposed nms motion by filing pleadings which were supported by 1000 documents

overwhelmingly proving DHrs interstate financial crimes and that Gonzalez ruling was clearly

18

and blatantly comipt

19

On January 192011 Judge Giorgi admitted to reading all the evidence and listened to

20

very detailed oral argument but nevertheless denied the whistle-blowers motion to vacate based

21
in fraud The $3.6 billion corporation had won yet again by suppressing the overwhelming

22 evidence which included official FTC and HUD records proving DHIs interstate financial

23 evisceration of American consumers

24 By March 23 2011 the whistle-blower had filed another motion to stay entry of

25
Gonzalez fraudulent order per two very specific California civil codes Although Department

26
302 is usually presided over by Giorgi for this motion it was judge A1varado that heard oral

argument Rather than consider CCP 916 and 1021 he instead ordered the whistle-blower to

post an undertaking per surprise code section CCP 1710 which was not properly before the

28

Court The whistle-blower reminded Alvarado that he had not been given the chance to present
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codified authority and precedent case law all of which clearly hold that cost and fee awards do

not require any undertakings Posting an undertaking in this case would mean that the always-

favored $3.6 billion DIII criminal racketeering enterprise could much more easily collect on its

corrupt Nevada judgment Executing judgment would then result in Dliis continued or

inTtd efforts at defrauding the nations public The San Francisco Superior Court would

then have enabled the Fortune-500 ultra-capitalized corporations interstate racketeering

By June 30 2011 the whistle-blower knew with certainty that San Franciscos

Department 302 was just as corrupt as Nevadas Eighth Judicial District The whistle-blower

therefore set Giorgi up for failure He stated for the record that if she did not properly reconsider

her earlier January 19 2011 order by considering the 2000 aggregate exhibits proving Dills

10
interstate racketeerin and their abundantly obvious official and judicial corruption that he

would then have to file this U.S.C Title 42 1983 civil rights action in federal court Cliorgi not

12
only ignored the prior proof submitted on January 192011 second time but also ignored the

13 new evidence that Nevadas Court and judge Gonzalez ignored two properly served California

14 subpoenas for the production of evidoncefor that very hearing Based on Giorgis complete

dismissal of law and willful disregard of evidence the whistle-blower has now had to file this

16
federal suit on July 202011 the one year anniversary of the railroad hearing argued before

Gonzalez in her LaS VegaS court room Now it is through federal process that the whistle-

blower will compel production of his required evidence namely the video

18

httpJ/webacceu.sftc..orglscripts/magic94/Mgrqispi94.dllAPPNAIJSPRGNAMECI

senumberproinpt22 and enter 510876

20

21 The San Francisco Superior Court will Prove its Own Cornmtion on July 21.2011

22 Ironically please note that another motion for reconsideration of another of the San

23 Francisco Courts fraudulent confirmations is set for the day after this federal filing One day

24 after the judicial corruption action names the San Francisco Superior Court and judges Carbone

Woolard and Giorgi San Franciscos Court will either again corruptly support the fraudulent

26
Carbone-Woolard confirmation in 464022 or vacate and confirm that it was fraud to begin

27

with Questions will be raised as to why the hard evidence was ignored then and/or now

http//webacceas.sftc.orgIscripts/magic94IMgrqispi94.dllAPPNAMELJSPRGNAMEC1
28

senumbcrproinpt22 and enter 464022
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Federal Ninth Circuit Court Corruption

This section will be limited to violations by only two Federal Circuit Judges Three

additional judges are featured at httpI/www.drhortonsjudges.lnfo/ Paragraph infra will

explain how Super-Pac money has bought this nations courtS

Judp.e Saundra Armstrong Oakland Division Violations of Equal Protections Due Process

Federal Rules of Evidence

On May 172007 this whistle-blower filed federal suit in the Northern District of

California C-07-2625-JL was then removed to the Oaldand Division per Fortune-500 DHIs

moi3on Judge Saundra Brown Armstrong was thereafter assi Vied and the case was re

designated as C-07-2625-SBA

httplldocketa.justia.coni/d ocket/californhiicandce/42007cv02625/1 957031

ii
Armstrcng has checkered past For instance in July 2008 she took unusually suspect

12
measures when she wouldnt accept plea deal struck by the government and wealthy

13 entrepreneur She actually stepped in and essentially insinuated that the millionaire-entrepreneur

bad been railroaded by the feds and that he should instead proceed to trial The entire legal

15 community called her actions highly unusual

16
hftp//wwwJaw.com/Jsp/article.jspid12024231 14944slreturnlLbxlogln1

In case 07-2625 the whistle-blower filed over one hundred exhibits in
support of his

opposition of DHIs July 30 2007 Motion to Dismiss The whistle-blower who

had discovered DHIs interstate antitrust predatory lending mortgage fraud bank fraud mail

19
fraud wire fraud racketeering Title 18 1513 retaliation federal crimes and over

20
dozen state law violations filed three damning declarations complete with official records and

21
then also requested oral argument stating that he would bring in all the original documents to

22
prove

their authenticity

23 Document 21 filed on August 21 2007 was sworn declaration which included about

24 200 consumer statements that DHI was committing nationwide racketeering Also within the

25
documents were three statements submitted under the penalty of peijury that 10 DHi insiders

26
had information to corroborate DHIs interstate crimes that 12 mortgage and real estate

27
professionals averred that DHI practiced criminal lending and fraudulently mis-represented real

estate sales and that the whistle blowers truck had been recently .. bombed.. which might just

28
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indicate that the then S8000000000.0O that is in billions had Iot$$$$S to loSe if Armstrong

ruled in favor of the whistle-blower

Document 31 flIed September 52007 and entered five days later was another

whistle-blower declaration which attached an official hearsay-excepted police report generated

the ordinary course of business shortly after occurrence of the event described therein by an

official whose duty is to report accurately government record exception FRE Rule

8038 SFPD Officer Curry stated within his official Police Incident Report 070793172 that

the victim-whistle-blower had heard large explosive In the next paragraph Curry

corroborates the victims statement by claiming that he too saw the damage to Missuds vehicle

and took photos of the vehicle which were then filed as evidence of the Title 18 1513

10

etaliatoiy event

11 Document 36 filed October 222007 entered two days later was Request for Judicial

12 Notice of an already docket-registered authentic court-endorsed Nevada sister-state ruling Sal

13 ruling held that DIII was liable for deceptive business practices in nearly identical case

14 County Nevada Besinger05-A-503121 Sister state rulings are deemed hearsay-excepted

15
absolutely reliable per FRE 8038 90114 and afforded enormous weight per

the Full Faith

16

and Credit Clause of the U.S Constitution

17

On October 30 2007 Armstrong filed documents 38 and 39 which included three

rulings Document 21 did not contain sufficient information to demonstrate the minimum
18

contacts required to exercise jurisdiction over the $8 billion corporation
The official police

19

report was not considered and Her decision was completely silent about the Full Faith and

20
Credit Beisinger decision which corroborated the whistle-blowers allegations to Tee Her

21
Final Judgment stated verbatim In accordance with the Courts Order on the defendants

22 Motion to Dismiss judgment is granted in favor of the defendants on the claims brought by

23 plaintiffs All matters calendared in this action are VACATED The Clerk shall close the file

24 and terminate any pending matters Further oral argument was quickly cancelled since the

25
Court finds this matter appropriate for resolution without hearing Thereafter the uber

26
capItalized Fortune-500 predatory-lenders were allowed to continue financially ravaging the

27

nation worsen the looming mortgage me1t-doi and push this nations economy off the cliff

Notice that if ArmStrong had found in favor of the whistle-blower then DHI might have

28

had to disgorge over ONE BILLION in illegal racketeering profits Note that just 1% of ONE

U.S.C Title 42 Section 1983 Coup1aint
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BILLION DOLLARS IS $10 million Ten million dollars invested in judge to produce

favorable ruling that offends federal rules of evidence due process equal protections and the

Constitutions Full Faith and Credit dause would
produce $990000000 return on

investment

Just for fun also note that the Massey Energy Corporation invested just $3 million in

judge Benjamin fur his very favorable ruling which saved that uber-capitalized corporation

$47000000 in their appeal

httpllabcnews.go.comBlotter/west-virginia-xnine-dISaster-maueY-CIlCrgY-CeO

don/storyid103 11477

Proportionally then if Massey spent just 3/506% to save $47 million then DIII is likely

10
spending 6%of each billion it hopes to save from disgorgement ofjust One Billion equals

11
sixzv-nillion-dolIar$$$$$$S$$$$$$S$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$J

12

13 Judge Roer BeniteL San Diego Division Violations of Ecual Protections Due Process

14
R1ht to Petton Grievances

On March 282008 five class action representatives filed suit against DHI for of all

16
things- deceptive trade practices predatory lending and antitrust violations

17

Each of the five plaintiffs averred that they were fraudulently induced into DHIs contracts

which contained various clauses One such clause was that Dill would not compel the use of its

lB

much more expensive
in-house loan originator since that would violate antitrust and RESPA

19
laws second clause was that since consumers had voluntarily signed their contracts they

20 jved 811
rigiits

to civil suits before neutral juries of their common-sense agreed tO

21
mandatory super-secret arbitration

22
http//dockets.juada.eoni/docket/california/casdceI32OO8cvOO592I267O63/

23 The consumer-victims attorneys filed well pled opposition to DHIs motion to compel

24 arbitration l0 but their cited precedents were all ignored by conservative judge Roger

25
Benitez who on March 2009 granted the billion dollar corporations request for secretive non-

26
pubic arbitration In docket 26 Benitez claimed that he could find no substantive

21

unconscionability because the $8 BILLION builders adhesive arbitration clause was

voluntarily agreed to the arbitration agreement was fundamentally fair and all statutory

28

rights for the parties had been preserved
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Please revisit the above discussion in Section parts and Therein you will find

actual factual analysis regarding the voluntariness of adhesive arbitration clauses which

corrupt/self-interested courts compel consumers into the fundamental fairness of the super-

secret non-public arbitrations tried by arbitrators who base their fraudulent awards in 63 lies

and the statutory rights of non-parties who are nevertheless saddled with all costs and fees

without ever having had the right to present any argument at the railroad arbitrations hosted at

the wildly-lucrative private for-profit repeat-business-favoring arbitral mills

Just for fun also note that just recently Pennsylvania judge was criminally convicted

for padding his own pockets in return for compcllmg parties to wildly-lucrative private for-

profit repeat-business-favoring youth detention mills

10

bttp//abcnews.go.com1L1ShnarkciavarelIapa.iuvenile-coUrt-iUdge-COflVlCted-

11
afleged/storyid42%5182

12 ButI digress back to case 592... By April 122010 DHIs five consumer- victims whc

13 were litigating at their voluntary fair and just arbitration simply had enough and just wanted tc

drop their case as long as Fortune-500 DHI would not pursue them for having tried to invoke the

15
Constitution which has guaranteed basic rights for 225 years However their attorneys did at

16
least reserve the right to re-file the class action contingent on ATT Concepcion docketed

17

future Supreme Court decision

ATT was decided on April 272011 Therein the conServative majorityS deciSion wai

that corporations which have the foresight to incorporate contractual voluntary arbitration

19
clauses and which nevertheless intentionally set out to defraud consumers have the absolute

20
right to commit grand theft extortion antitrust predatory lending RESPA fraud mortgage

21
fraud bank fraud deceptive trade bait and switch appraisal fraud OSHA violations

22 employment crimes wire fraud mail fraud evade taxes misrepresent land lie to the SEC and

23 shareholders create shell corporations to evade responsibility for all of the above corrupt

24
officials and judicial officers alike and generally violate every provision of this Countrys

25
foundation and its Constitution The moral of the ATT ruling is that defrauded living flesh-

26
and-blood American citizens now compelled into voluntary arbitration can not sue as class

27

to right these wrong$ committed by fake brick-and-mortar corporate
CITIZENS

httpllblogs.wsj.coni/law/201 1/04127/after-att-rullng-sbould-we-say-goodbye-to-cousurner-

28

class-actions and bttp/Jwww.supremecourt.gov/opinions/IOpdf/09-893.pdf

u.s.c ritle 42 Section 1983 Cop1aint



Case41 -cv-03567-DMR Documenti FiledOl/20/1 Pagel of 23

Needless to say the Wilson class action will never see the light of day

Texas Suner-Pac money which even prior to the conServative Sunreme Courts Citizeiss

United Decision already bought Texas Legislative Judicial and Executive Branches

Texas Legislature

Countless investigations prove
that Texas legislature is bought by special interests The

same math uniform accounting standards and statistics used by the IRS and state and federal

governments alike prove
that Texas beholden lawmakers are working for campaign-donating

coiporations when drafting bills or passing laws Texas building lobby which includes DHI

donates directly to lawmakers and more often than not gets laws enacted which strip consumers

of most if not all state and federal Constitutional rights

11
hftp/linfo.tpJ.orgLobby_Wateb/pdfIHOABobPeny.iUfle2O1LPdf

12 TexasJudiciary

13 Countless investigations prove
that Texas judiciary is bought by the special interests

14 There are so many Texas judges that have been indicted or are currently under investigation that

justice can not be done here to detail all of the assorted racketeering The readers are

16
encouraged to surf the web for hours worth of disgust

17
http//article.wn.comMew2Oll/04129/ExJawmker.IeadsUitty_ifl_TeXU_.COrrUpliOfl....C

sd and

18

httpllartlcle.wn.com/viewIZOll/04/OlIExTexasJudge_chaugesjlea_adflhits_tO_briberylht

19

p//article.wn.comIvlewI2OllIO4/15/Feds_South_Texasjudge_ran_court_tO_eflrich....selfl

20
and bttp/Iwww.googIe.comIsearchcllentflrefoX-arlaOrg.mOZill%3Aefl

21 US%3AofficiachanneshensOurcehpbIW1O24bLh58OqteXa$JUdgefbUll

22 derbriberybtnGGoogleSearchsc1icntpsyiwtnclleflPflrCfOX-

23 ahsOzTrtiorg.inezlllaen

24 US%3AofficaLfcchannelssourceanpiq.ttxasjUdgeCorTupt1ODqfaqaql1O

25 qipbx1bav2or.r_gc.r..pw.frfce33a84bO764b22biW1O24blh58O

26
Texas Executives

21

Countless investigations have proven that Texas executives are bought at every level by

the special interests Lets get started in the states largest city

28

Dallas City Hall Corruption
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Builder/developer kick-backs ensnared Dallas mayor just last year

httpJ/www.fbLgov/dallss/preu-relesses/2010/d1061510.htm and

http/Iwww.justice.gov/tssao/txu/PressRelih/slovacek_spencer_DCC_aen...pr.html
and

http//wwwprnewswire.eom/newi-releasfederal-jury-returns-gailty-verdicti-in-dallas

CUhall-CoflUptIoD-Casc6356O822J1tm1

ii Corruption of4ttorney General Greg Abbott

Texas Attorney General has taken over $1.4 million from home builders like Dli to get

re-elected and to provide additional favor$ in return

http//www.chron.com/disp/story.inpl/mctropOlltaflJSSO2S6btflhl

Consumer groups throughout
Texas have determined that Abbott remains silent or runs

10
interference in disputes between consumers and his corporate benefactors

11
http//lubbockonline.com/storl050406/sta_050406076.sIitmI

12 This likely explains
Abbotts complete non-feasance regarding this federal whistle-

13 blowers notification that DHI is practicing interstate racketeering under his nose from within

14 the safety of Texas borders and with Abbotts help Please see page 22 at the following link to

15
find the letter to Texas Attorney General Greg Abbott entitled Texas Penal Code 31.03 Theft

16
Therein are details of Dliis predation of Texas consumers Abbott has ignored at least similar

certified demands that he prevent billion-dollar campaign-contributing Dliis criminal activities

which arc flourishing throughout this nations second most populace state

18

http//www.sec.gov/divisions/corprin/cf-noactlon/14a-812008/patrickflhiS$Ud112108-148.Pdi

19

iiiCorruption of Governor Rick Jeriy now aSpiring Presidential Candidate

20
In one report Texas Governor Rick Perry took $400000 from Perry Homes for his 2006

21 election campaign http//ww.wuhingtonpocomFwp

22
dyn/coatent/artlcleI2007/03/16/AR2007031601987.btmlnavrss..politics

23 In another report Perry may have taken an additional $1.5 million from Perry Homes

24 However this depends on whether the money was laundered through Perrys campaigns coffers

25 inthesamewaythatTomDelaywasindictedfor

26
http//www.chron.com/disp/story.mpl/metropolitan/4478851.html and

27

http//www.chron.com/dlsp/story.mp/metropolitan/7387242J1tin1

In yet another report Perry accepted $3.4 million from developers and builders for his

28

2010 re-election For that election cycle he was beholden to all the special interests to the tune
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of $39000000.00 Thats lot of political favorS

http//www.followtbemoney.org/database/StateGlance/candidate.phtinlc116443

Perhaps then its no wonder that Governor Perry colluded with builder Bob Perry ad

Bob Perrys lawyer to conjure up the Texas Residential Construction Committee

consuineranti-protectionslpredation agency

httpllwww.npr.orgIteinplatstory/story.pbpstory1d402367683

The TR.CC has been called builder-protection agency because it favors the corporate

special interests which donate millions to both Abbott and Perry for extra-Special treatment

Equal protections for consumers under Texas law is but pipe dream Homeowners are

effectively stripped of their rights 94% of the time when petitioning the Perry-Perry/Texas-

10
Builders-AssociationlTRCC for help Consumers must first waste thousands of dollars

fighting an unwinnable battle with the corporate-favoring TRCC and are simultaneously

12
prevented from litigating before neutral jury of their common-sense peers

for warranty or

13 otherwise shoddy construction

All of these Constitutional violations are thnk to DHI and friends corporate ownership

of an aspiring Presidential candidate who willie thi$ Country off as common traitor would to

16
the likeS of the Koch BrotherS and Donald Horton Rick Perry will do and say anything to buy

17

the Presidency to make sure that his friendS the Special IntereStS dictate to 308 million better

Americans what they will each spend on fuel electricity food drugs healthcare homes
18

mortgage rates bank and credit card fees and virtually any other expense so long as he and the

oligarchs have their pockets full like did Mohaniar Khadaffi Hosni Mubarak Kim Jeong 11 and

20
iraqs late Saciam Hussein

21
httpuwww.nuulnftonnost.comI2OllIO7/Ollwhlte-bouse-texas-wuucr-

22
relief_n_888923.btml

23

24 At this point does anyone get the impression that the author of this amicus brief feels as if he

25
has to massively expose and utterly destroy 15 or more... judicial careers and send 15 corrupt

26
judges off to ibderal prison to set an example for the rest of the corrupted judicial community

To continue
27

28
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Supreme Court Justices John Roberts Antonii Scalla Samuel Auto Anthony Kennedy

Clarence Thomas Violations of Equal Protections Privileges and Immunities Right to

Petition Government to Redress Grievances Due Process Voting Rights

The Supreme Courts conServative majority has recently made some rather interesting

decisions The five conservative justices have officially stated for the record that corporations

need to be the loudest voice to buy electionS and the Constitution self regulate and
prey on 308

million flesh-and-blood Americans as they all See fit

Corporate ownership of Country and Constitution

The whistle-blower/Plaintiff referenced throughout this complaint is named Missud

10
Missuds Country and Constitution have been stolea Missuds truck was bombed as if be lived

11
in Pakistan Missud was then threatened with bomb-like briefcase placed in second truck as

12 if it wete parked in Ramallah The Texas-based special corporate-interest known as DHI wants

13 Missud to shut up in order to keep the billions in illegal revenue that it has already stolen from

14 tens of thousands of flesh-and-blood Americans DHIs CEO Tomnitz wants to donate just

fraction of its billions of racketeering profits to Texas Governor Rick Perrys 2012 Presidential

16
campaign so that they can then all continue selling fraudulent and predatory loans to consumers

17

to send Americas economy off the cliff Donald Horton wants to continue paying off his

favorite judgeS So that they will continue looking the other way while incendiary devices are

18

placed on and around Missuds property thousands more families are ruined by his enterprises

19
criminal activities and the Constitution is torn into little pieces The Supreme Courts

20
conServative majority haS made all of thiS poSSible

21 Comorate ownership of JudgeS

22 Don Blankenship bought judge Benjamin for only $3 million Benjamin then saved

23 Blankenship $47 million by looking the other way On April 2010 Blankenship and busineSS

24 partner Benjamin murdered 29 miners The hills of West Virginia now share special bond with

25
Chinas Guangxi Zbuang Province which three days ago on July 22011 saw the death of three

26
of its own miners China was once renowned for its official corruption These days however

27

Chinas official corruption seems just tenth as horrendous as Americas judicial corruption

How much is human life worth you ask If you talk to BlankenShip or Benjamin each miner

28

is worth $103448.27
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bft//abcnews.go.corn/Blotter/west-vnia-mine-disaster.mauey.energy-ceo

don/story1d10311477 and http//www.nytimes.comI2Oll/05120/us/2Onilne.htznl and

http/Ionline.wsj.com/article/SB100014240527023044506045764156S3464733192.htinl and

hftplleonneUncom/the.lllustrated-weeklyof-Indla/newsfthree..dead4n-china..mine

collap-539762-ef4bS4fcI3de87cSO4ab6b22S7l2ac7bOdd47c63.htnil and

http/ w.nytlnleLcom/2008/09/04/world/asia/04 The Supreme

Courts conServative majority makeS all of thiS and more reality

Ccworate Ownershin of RegulatorS

On April 20 2010 the Deep Water Horizon claimed 11 lives That drilling ng failed in

sLr different ways Big OIL had taken over the Minerals Management Service which was

10

supposed to safely sell regulate the industry However those foxes had no intentions of

protecting their many disposable hens which exist only for their service and at their whim After

12 all miners are only worth $103448.27 whether on land or at sea

http//www.nytlmcs.coni/2010/12126/nsll6spilLhtml and

httpiliwww.cbsnews.com/stoilea/2010/05127/politics/main6523948.shtinl The Supreme

Courts conServative majority haS done itS beSt to inSure indentured Servitude to the oligarch$

16
and guarantee return to the dark ageS for many future generationS

17

CONCLUSIONS
18

The forthcoming first amended complaints claims of judicial corruption and fraud will

19
be pled with such particularity and supported with such overwhelming proof that it will survive

20
any summary judgment motion The assigned judge will have to issue written rulings since one-

21
liners dismissing cases without logic or detailed ruling will not be tolerated The judicial

22 decisions will be monitored by thousands of media correspondents watchdog agencies and

23 millions of real American CITIZENS Any further judicial attempts at any level to further

24 DIIIS or any other corporationS criminal interstate activities will be made shockingly obvious

25
That and all future judgeS will be set up for failure and 20 years federal incarceration Three

26
hundred and eight million Americans will decide whether this judge is allowed the privilege of

27
judicial immunity when he or she Ignores these Defendants crimes against this Country its

28

stitution its
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Per the power and true transpaincy of the First Aniendment

Pack ssud Dad July 20 2011

U.S.C Title 42 Section 1983 Complaint
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

10 PATRICK MISSUD No 12-03117 WHA

11
Plaintiff

12 ORDER VACATING HEARING
AND TO SHOW CAUSE

13 SAN FRANCISCO SUPERIOR COURT

14
etal

Defendants
15

_____________________________________/

16

17
Pursuant to Local Rule 7-6 the hearing scheduled for September 2012 is VACATED

18
Plaintiff Patrick Missud is hereby ORDERED To SHow CAUSE why he should not be declared

19
vexatious litigant as to all judicial defendants including judges courts and other judicial

20
entities by NOON ON SEPTEMBER 20 2012

21

22
IT IS SO ORDERED

23

Dated September 2012 ______________________________
24 WILLIAM ALsuP

25
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JuDGE

26

27

28
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FILED

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS SEP 06 2012

MOLLY DWYER CLERK
FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT U.S COURT OF APPEALS

PATRICK ALEXANDRE MISSUD No 12-1537

Plaintiff Appellant D.C No 411 -cv-0 856-PJH

Northern District of California

Oakland

SAN FRANCISCO SUPERIOR COURT
et al ORDER

Defendants Appellees

Before REINHARDT WARDLAW and BEA Circuit Judges

We have reviewed the record and appellants opposition to appellees

motions for summary affirmance and we find that the questions raised in this

appeal are so insubstantial as not to require further argument See United States

Hooton 693 F.2d 857 858 9th Cir 1982 per curiam stating standard

Cleavinger Saxner 474 U.S 193 200 1985 absolute immunity extends to

judges and certain others who perform functions closely associated with the

judicial process Wasyl Inc First Boston Corp 813 F.2d 1579 1582 9th Cir

1987 arbitrators are immune from civil liability for acts arising out of their

arbitral functions and duties Greater Los Angeles Council on Deafness Inc

SM/MOATT
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Zolin 812 F.2d 1103 1110 9th Cir 1987 suit against the Superior Court is suit

against the State and is barred by the Eleventh AmendmentUnited States City

of Hayward 36 F.3d 832 838 9th Cir 1994 noting that courts have held that

sponsoring board or organization will not be liable for an arbitrators decisions

Accordingly we grant appellees motion to summarily affirm the district

courts judgment

The pending motion is denied as moot

AFFIRMED

SM/MOATT 12-15371
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RECEv

Ctp 91 San Juan Ave

San Francisco CA 94112

415-345-5540 Cell

August 26.2009

Office of the Chief Trial Counsel/Intake

Slate Bar rcaliromia

1149 South Hill Street

Los Angeles CA 90015-2299

Re California Attorney Complaint

Via Certi.fiCdFISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16________________________

Dear Agent

Please find enclosed formal complaint form This cover Icucr also serves as attachment

to item

Discovcry of court sanctioned widespread fraud creating devastating consumer losses has

me questioning my own actions and wondering whether am fit to be Bar member

therefore demand formal investigation into my actions

Complaint Item 17

Per Rule 00 he Rules of Professional Conduct are to protect the public and to

promote respect and confidence in the legal profession have on numerous occasions

broadcasted my disdain for and lack of confidence in the legal profession few of my

certified letters FISMA 0MB Memorandum M0716 usISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

FiSMA 0MB Memorandum dletJMhech 192009 and August 82009 have been sent and receivcd

by the Barand fŁderaljudges as proof Several letters have also already been registered

in PACER under case 07-C V.02625 SBA

have violated Rule 2-400 by practicing discriminatory conduct in my law practice 11

middle cuss diant or one who speaks English as second language comes to meter

legal advice without hesitation inform them that they stand little chancc of prevailing

regardless of the merits of their case However If wealthy white client comes through

the doors am more than happy so oblige with their legal endeavors regardless of the

criminal nature of any actions that they may have been involved in

have violated Rule 3.210 by advising clients to violate law Pot instance if client who

is mortgage broker inquires whether he should forfeit borrowers escrow deposits for

failure to close deal on the brokers terms resoundingly recommend that he do so

ORHOOII87
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Similarly if large building contractor wishes to raudukridy void warranty without

good cause or any and all conslruclon defects whole headedly recommend that that us

the course which should be followed

have violated Rule 5-100 by thientening administrative charges to gain an advantagc in

my civil dispute After havmg donated over $100000 and nearly three years of time

pursuing consumer redress have now turned to leveraging corporations with threats of

administrative discipline and widespread internet broadcasting to gain an advantage

specifically for myself and generally for others prior related complaint inquily is 06-

26033

have violated Rule 5-120 by publicly making cittra judicial statements that know have

substantial likelihood of materially prejudicing an adjudicative proceeding In advance

of several federal rulings have contacted syndicated media to apprise them of the issues

yet to be decided have interfered with 0-cv-01 324 Trenga decision as well as the 08-

CV-O0S92Benitczdccision lhavegonesofarastocreateawcbsatetowhichl

regularly refer syndicated media huoJwww.drhoflonsiudges.infO.HOmC 1ae.html

have violated Rule 5.300 by directly and extra judicially contacting federal judges

Trenga Benitez Edinfield and Rcidingcr without consent of any of the parties in those

cases All of these judges received certified letters as proof of contact

In closing anxiously await your written decision on these matters in timely manner

Under the penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California swear that the

above arc true statements

Sincerely

PairickMissudCABar 19614

Further violations of 1-1005-120.5-300 follow

Cc Clerk of the Court for Judge Armstrong

1301 Clay Street Suite 400S

Oakland CA 94612-5212

FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Clerk of the Court for Judge Bcnilez

U.S Courthouse

880 Front SI 4290

San Dingo CA 92101

FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

DRHO011
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THE STATE BAR OP CALIFORNIA

CALIFORNIA AflORP4EY COMPLAiNT FORM

Read lnstvcflons before filling In Uds lbnn

Dale
Auust 26 2009

yur name ndd Pabick Mssud 91 San Juan Ave San Frnasco CA 94112

Telephona number Home 4155847251 .4I5845554O

The name address and telephone number of the attorneys you are complaining

about See note below

Pateck Mlssud 91 Sen Juan Ave San Prandsco CA94112.415-584-7251

Have you or member of your family complained about this attorneys previously

Yes No It Yes please state to whom the previous complaint was made its

apprOxnate date and disposition

Did you employ the attorney Answer Yea or No and It Y.s give the approximate

date you employed the attorneys and the amount if any paid to the attorneys

No

.-

Il your answer to above Is No what is your connection with the attorneys

Explain bdefly

Self

pRHb011
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Indude with this form on separate piece ci paper statement of what the

attorneys did or did not do which is the basis ci your complaint Please stats the facts

as you understand them Do not Include opinions or argumentt $1 you employed the

attorneys state what you employed the attorneys to do Sign and date each

separate piece of paper Additional information may be requested Attach copies of

pertinent documents such as copy of the las agreement canceled checks or

r.cets and relevant cenwapondanc.

II your complaint Is about lawsulL answer the lcllowing it known

Name of court For examp1e Superior orMUnicipal Cowl and name olDie cowity

San Frandeco Superior Northern District of California

Title of the suit Foreample nilh Jones

Patrick Missud OR Horton

Case number of the suit
CCC 05.441499 O7CV2625SA

Approximate date the suit was flied .lanuasy 2005 May 2001

If you are not party to this suit what Is your connection with it explain bdely

.9 SIze of law firm complained about

1Attomey 2lOAttomeysO 11AttorneysO

Government Attorney Unknown

NOTE If you ago comploinkig about more than one attorney inclUde the

Information requested in Moms 113 through Use separate sheets if necessary

Snakrre

Malito

OliVes of the Chief Trial CounsVlntak
The Stat Bar of CalifornIa

114$ South Hill Skeet

Los Ang.Ise Cajk.ite 00015.2299

DRHOOI ISO
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HiillhiiJiiMllLi

etk of the Court for Judge Mmsuong
1301 Clay Sixeet Suite 400

Okand CA 94612.5212

...
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FILED JULY 2013

STATE BAR COURT OF CALIFORNIA

HEARING DEPARTMENT SAN FRANCISCO

In the Matter of Case No 12-O-10026-LMA

PATRICK ALEXANDRE MISSUD
DECISION AND ORDER OF

Member No 219614
INVOLUNTARY INACTIVE

ENROLLMENT

Member of the State Bar

Introduction

Respondent Patrick Alexandre Missud was declared vexatious litigant in 2012 He has

no intentions of curbing his behavior and repeatedly said so and demonstrated so He has total

disdain for the legal profession and the judicial process In this contested disciplinary

proceeding he stated determined to catch even more judges .. want to make it in the

Guinness Book of World Records for the number of corporate judges netted in single sting

Respondent Missud is charged with seven counts of professional misconduct

maintaining unjust actions committing acts of moral turpitude communicating with

represented party failing to obey court orders and failing to report judicial sanctions

This court finds by clear and convincing evidence that respondent is culpable of the

alleged misconduct Based upon the serious nature and extent of culpability and the evidence in

Unless otherwise indicated all references to rules refer to the State Bar Rules of

Professional Conduct Furthermore all statutory references are to the Business and Professions

Code unless otherwise indicated



aggravation the court recommends that respondent be disbarred from the practice of law the

only solution for public protection

Significant Procedural History

The State Bar of California Office of the Chief Trial Counsel State Bar initiated this

proceeding by filing notice of disciplinary charges NDC2 on December 17 2012

Respondent filed response on February 14 2013

five-day hearing was held on April 15-19 2013 Senior Trial Counsel Erica

Dennings represented the State Bar Respondent represented himself

On April 19 2013 following closing arguments the court took this matter under

submission

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law

Respondent was admitted to the practice
of law in California on June 2002 and has

been member of the State Bar of California at all times since that date

The following findings of fact are based on respondents response to the NDC and the

testimony and evidence presented at trial

Background Facts

In 2004 respondent and his wife Julie Missud Julie purchased single family home

in Henderson Nevada the Nevada property built by Horton Inc Horton Shortly

after respondent signed written sales contract with Horton an issue arose as to whether

respondent had obtained mortgage loan for the home purchase This issue then gave rise to

The NDC contains many typographical errors For example the name Michael

Mason was repeated twice line 20 line Multiple defendants fist names were

wrong line 12 Donald Mason should be Michael Mason Michael Callihan should

be Daniel Callihan and Daniel Schankin should be Annie Schankin And the quoted material

from the November 22 2011 Order of Affirmance contains errors lines 3-5 issue

should be challenge Hortons should be in brackets
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respondents litigious battle in at least eight lawsuits multiple motions and appeals in California

and Nevada during the next seven years He failed to prevail in any of the litigations

From August 2005 to July 2011 respondent sued the builder its subsidiary DHI

Mortgage its employees state and federal officials judges courts and even USA His claims

included infliction of emotional distress property damage fraud breach of contract racketeering

violations judicial corruption conspiracy and civil rights violations

Finally on March 22 2012 the district court declared respondent vexatious litigant

prohibiting him from filing any further complaints against any of these entities without

permission from the court and referred him to the State Bar for any appropriate disciplinary

action At the same time several opposing counsel also referred respondent to the State Bar

The matter is now before this court

Facts

Lawsuits Re the Nevada Properly

Respondent pursued eight lawsuits and other litigations arising out of his purchase of the

Nevada property When the trial court dismissed case he would continue his litigation battle

and filed more frivolous lawsuits and endless appeals and motions over and over again He was

relentless in his baseless litigations in California and Nevada even though he failed in all of

them as shown in the following

Filed August 22 2005 Patrice Missud3 Horton DHI Mortgage Michael

Mason Agent ofDHI Mortgage Daniel Callihan Agent of DHI Mortgage Anne Schankin

Agent of Horton San Francisco County Superior Court case No CGC 05-444247

The complaint alleged two causes of action for infliction of emotional distress

Respondent filed the complaint in California even though the transaction occurred in Nevada the

Respondent Patrick Missud is also known as Patrice Missud

-3-



property is located in Nevada and Horton does no business in California The court sustained

motion to quash service of summons and complaint and dismissed the case without prejudice on

November 2005

Filed December 2005 Patrice Missud Horton DHI Mortgage Michael

Mason Agent ofDHI Mortgage Daniel Callihan Agent of DHI Mortgage Anne Schankin

Agent of Horton San Francisco County Superior Court case No CGC 05-447499

The complaint alleged causes of action for personal injury emotional distress and

property damage The court sustained motion to quash service of summons and complaint on

grounds of lack of personal jurisdiction against Horton and failure to effect proper service as to

the remaining defendants including DHI and dismissed the case against Horton without

prejudice on April 25 2006 The court dismissed the action without prejudice as against all

remaining defendants based on lack of personal jurisdiction on January 11 2007

Filed October 23 2006 Patrice Missud and Julie Missud Horton DHI

Mortgage Company Donald Horton Donald Tomnitz Michael Mason Daniel Callihan Annie

Schankin James Frasure San Francisco County Superior Court case No CGC 06-457207

The complaint alleged cause of action for fraud The case was dismissed due to lack of

personal jurisdiction as to all defendants on February 15 2007

Filed May 17 2007 Patrice Missud and Julie Missud Horton DHI

Mortgage Company Donald Horton Donald Tomnitz Michael Mason Daniel Callihan Annie

Schankin James Frasure United States District Court for the Northern District of California

case No 07-cv-02625-SBA

The complaint alleged breach of contract On October 30 2007 the case was dismissed

for lack of personal jurisdiction forum non conveniens and statute of limitations

-4-



Filed November 13 2007 Patrick Missud and Julie Missud Horton DHI

Mortgage Company Michael Mason Daniel Call/han Annie Schankin James Frasure Nevada

District Court Clark County case No 07A55 1662 the Nevada case

The complaint alleged breach of contract deceptive trade practices defamation and

personal injury Respondent was held in contempt for knowingly and intentionally violating the

terms of stipulated protective order and for sending threatening communications to witnesses

and counsel involved in the litigation Respondent was sanctioned $48691.97 for attorney fees

and costs in conjunction with enforcing the protective order and the contempt proceedings.4

The Nevada case was dismissed In its November 22 2011 order affirming the district

courts imposition of sanctions and dismissing the case the Nevada Supreme Court found that

respondent failed to raise any challenge on appeal as to the district courts findings that

engaged in abusive litigation tactics by contacting and threatening

employees

On November 16 2010 Horton and DHI Mortgage Company sought to enter

judgment based upon the sister-state judgment previously entered against respondent in the

Nevada case sanctions for $48691.97 in Patrick Missud and Julie Missud Horton DHI

Mortgage Company et al San Francisco County Superior Court case No CPF 10-510876

By order dated November 19 2010 the judgment was entered Respondent filed

motion to vacate the Nevada judgment which was denied He then appealed

On November 22 2011 the Court of Appeal affirmed the superior courts denial of

respondents motion to vacate noting Missuds friefs contain no comprehensible legal

Findings of fact regarding the protective order violations are discussed below under the

subheading The Protective Order in the Nevada Case

-5-



argument as to why the order he challenges should be reversed Respondent filed writ to the

California Supreme Court which was denied

Filed January 19 2010 Patrick Missud Horton DHI Mortgage Company

Donald Horton Donald Tomnitz Curtis Coltrane Susan Eckhardt Duane Waddill Richard

Perry Greg Abbott Saundra Armstrong Roger Benitez Berry Edenfield Martin Reidinger

Yahoo Inc Wendel Rosen Black Dean LLC Wood Smith Henning Berman LLC Luce

Forward Hamilton Scripps LLP Ryan Dawson Strand Systems Engineering United

States District Court for the Northern District of California case No 10-cv-00235-SI

The complaint alleged Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organization RICO

violations On April 2010 the court dismissed the claims against District Judges Armstrong

Benitez Edenfield and Reidinger on the grounds of absolute judicial immunity The court

dismissed the remaining claims against other defendants without prejudice based on respondents

voluntary dismissal

Filed April 18 2011 Patrick Missud San Francisco Superior Court Judge

Charlotte Woolard Court Approved Mediator Michael Carbone ADR Services Inc Judge

Loretta Giorgi State Bar of California California State Commission on Judicial Performance

United States District Court for the Northern District of California case No 1-cv-01856-PJH

The complaint alleged judicial corruption and RICO violations On February 13 2012

the court dismissed the complaint with prejudice concluding that respondents claims were

implausible and/or woefully deficient Thereafter respondent filed multiple appeals

Filed October 28 2011 Patrick Missud State ofNevada Horton Inc

Securities and Exchange Commission SEC Chairwoman Mary Shapiro Eighth Judicial District

Court County of Clark Clark County Court CEO Steven Grierson Judge Elizabeth Gonzalez of

the Clark County Courts ofNevada Commissioner Bonnie Bulla Division ofMortgage Lending
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Deputy Commissioner Susan Eckhardt Clark County Sherff Douglas Gillespie Commission on

Judicial Discpline CJD Director David Sarnowski Nevada State Bark Nevada State Bar

President Constance Akridge Nevada Supreme Court Nevada Supreme Court Justices Kristina

Pickering Mark Gibbons James Hardesty Ron Parraguirre Michael Douglas Michael

Cherry Nancy Saitla South Carolina Special Magistrate Curtis Coltrane San Francisco

Superior Court Judges Charlotte Woolard and Loretta Giorgi Judge Saundra Armstrong of the

US District Court for the Northern District of Cal fornia Judge Roger Hunt of the US District

Court for the District of Nevada Judge Roger Benitez of the US District Court for the Southern

District of California USA et al United States District Court for the Northern District of

California case No 1l-cv-03567- EMC

The amended complaint alleged public corruption under 42 U.S.C 1983 and civil rights

violations Respondent made general claims of fraud and conspiracy by the defendants but did

not allege any facts to support his allegations

Finally on March 22 2012 U.S District Judge Edward Chen issued an order

dismissing the action and declaring respondent vexatious litigant Respondents claims were

dismissed as to Horton for lack of personal jurisdiction the judicial defendants on the

ground of judicial immunity and failure to state claim and the unserved defendants for

failure to effect proper service The order forbade respondent from filing any complaints against

Horton or any of its affiliates including DHI Mortgage subsidiaries and/or employees without

first obtaining determination from Duty Judge as to whether the complaint should be

accepted for filing The court also referred respondent to the State Bar for any appropriate

disciplinary action

Respondent filed motion for reconsideration which was denied Respondent filed

motion to recuse the judge which was also denied
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Websites Regarding Defendants

While these cases were pending respondent repeatedly made statements to the media via

e-mail and websites about the defendants that were false and had no basis in fact Respondent

made these statements for the purpose of harassing intimidating and annoying Horton and other

defendants Respondent filed the lawsuits to retaliate against Horton to make the litigation

expensive for Horton and other defendants and as platform to disparage the defendants

From at least September 2007 and continuing to the present respondent created

maintained controlled and posted information on several websites devoted to disseminating

information about Horton DHI and its employees and associates and numerous judges and

government officials The names of the websites were disparaging and misleading and designed

to intimidate harass and annoy as follows drhortonfraud.com drhortonhomelemon.info

drhortonhomeofhorrors.com drhortonhomesstink.com donaldtomnitzisacrook.com Donald

Tomnitz is the CEO of Horton drhortonsucks.info drhortonsjudges.com

drhortoncouldhavekilledme.com and sfcourtfraud.com

The websites contained information which was false disparaging and defamatory

To date the drhortonsucks.info website states cant be more emphatic....if you buy

home from DR Horton you will likely be defrauded Horton is RICO operating

company

On the drhortonhomelemon.com site respondent caused to be posted the statement

Patrick has found hundreds of victims like me across the country and has discovered that DR

Horton runs its RICO business like the mafia

On October 30 2007 respondent wrote letter to defense counsel promising that he will

now contact defendants employees directly in violation of Nevada Rule of Professional Conduct

4.2
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In 2009 respondent maintained the website www.mnmlawyers.com for his law firm

Missud and Missud Under the Construction Defects section of the website respondent wrote

As an example of MMs persistence in pursuing nationwide contractor and the United States

largest residential builder please visit www.drhortonsucks.info

On January 2010 respondent sent an e-mail to defense counsel and state and federal

officials including the Department of Justice regarding his RICO action again Horton and

others Respondent wrote in the subject line $$$Fortune 500 Horton RICO updates$$$

In the January 2010 e-mail respondent indicated that his response to an interrogatory

propounded by Horton regarding settlement was that the criminals on DHIs Board can either

surrender to federal authorities or your agency can indict within 12 days Otherwise will file

completed RICO action and protect America from Americas builder Respondent had no

factual basis for referring to DHI board members as criminals Respondent had no factual basis

to request that the Attorney General indict Horton board members Respondents

statements were intended to harass intimidate and annoy the Horton board members

On January 28 2010 respondent posted the following statement on his website

drhortonjudges.info My intent is to ruin the reputations of the named individuals and

corporations and to expose the various governmental entities responsible

On August 2011 respondent sent an e-mail to Horton defense counsel several Nevada

state court officials Clark County Nevada officials the Nevada Attorney Generals office

California state court officials Nevada State Bar officials California State Bar officials and to

reporters and staff at the San Francisco Chronicle In the e-mail respondent claimed that San

Francisco Superior Court Judge Woolard was responsible for theft of over $825000 from two

cases she presided over that San Francisco Court Judge Loretta Giorgi was responsible for theft

of over $875000 from cases she presided over that Judges Woolard and Giorgi liked to rubber
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stamp each others fraudulent rulings and that the judges were thieves and financially dangerous

to all Californians and Americans Respondent also stated that he hoped the judges would get

substantial prison time for their crimes and corruption There was no factual basis for any of

respondents claims

Respondent Declared Vexatious Litigant

On December 2011 in Missud Slate ofNevada Horton et al Horton filed motion

to dismiss based on lack of personal jurisdiction or in the alternative for forum non conveniens

On January 2012 the judge issued Report and Recommendation

recommending that Hortons motion to dismiss for lack of personal jurisdiction be granted

that respondents complaint be dismissed with prejudice as to judicial defendants on the basis

of judicial immunity and that respondents complaint be dismissed without prejudice as to

unserved defendants on the basis of respondents failure to serve them within 120 days

Respondent received the shortly after it was filed and was aware of its contents

Respondent objected to the and filed voluminous documents with the court

including several requests for judicial notice

On January 25 2012 Horton filed reply in support of the along with motion to

declare respondent vexatious litigant

On March 22 2012 Judge Chen of the United States District Court found that

respondents litigation against Horton and its affiliates subsidiaries and employees had been

abusive and frivolous The court found that respondents claims against Horton lacked any

credible factual basis and that respondent refused to comply with court rules and procedures

The court also found that respondent seemed to be more motivated by obtaining press
for himself

and causing expense for Horton than by advancing any legitimate claim for relief citing as an

10



example respondents statements that he intended to make things horrendously expensive for

Horton and that he would initiate as many class action lawsuits and investigations as possible

Respondent continued to sue Horton in California despite multiple court rulings that

Horton is not subject to personal jurisdiction in California The court found respondents conduct

in bringing multiple lawsuits harassing

The court concluded that respondent had demonstrated intent to continue frivolously

litigating against Horton and others despite judicial rulings against him

Based on the foregoing findings and conclusions the court granted Hortons motion to

declare respondent vexatious litigant

In the March 2012 order declaring respondent vexatious litigant the district court cited

few examples of what other courts had written regarding respondents unmeritorious

contentions that were full of sweeping frivolous and harassing accusations without factual

support

Respondents complaint does not set forth clear causes of action but lambastes

prior judicial decisions against corporate influence in American

politics and pervasive corruption in the judiciaries and regulatory agencies of the

United States California and Nevada

details of allegations are elusive the complaint is loaded

with vague conclusory and hyperbolic statements as well as what appear to be

nonsensical and far-flung facts The court also notes that some of the allegations

are quite reckless given status as an officer of the very court he is

suing

11



Respondent continuously and unrelentingly refused to comply with this Courts

various Orders and he had engaged in continuous improper conduct which

drove up the cost of litigation

Mr Missuds filings in this matter have been voluminous and meritless thus far

We caution him that further abuse will result in the imposition of sanctions

Respondent has continued to file voluminous and procedurally improper

documents with this Court

Respondents litigation against Defendant Horton and its affiliates subsidiaries

and employees has been abusive and frivolous

Defendant sums up the problems with Mr Missuds taitological claims against

Horton succinctly alleges that he lost his prior six cases against D.R

Horton because the courts were corrupt As proof he points to the fact that he

lost these six prior cases

Respondent continues to attempt to sue Horton in California despite multiple

court rulings that Horton is not subject to personal jurisdiction in California Such

conduct is harassing

few examples of respondents incredulous accusations against the defendants and

general references to racketeering in his pleadings include

Horton has caused thousands of consumers financial evisceration through illegal

means and by corrupting public figures

This has already become landmark case It already showcases absolute

corruption of 23 judges made possible by the Citizen$-United ruling which has

paved long tortuous path for ordinary real flesh-and-blood non-corporate

fleece-able citizen-litigants

12



Comparing the defendants not even Hosni Mubarak financially raped Egypt

quite so much

Billion dollar DHI was not content with just the purchase of Nevadas di$trict

and $upreme court$ DIII also had to prove that it could buy Californias

Communications with Represented Defendants

At all relevant times the defendants in all of the lawsuits were represented by counsel and

respondent was aware that the defendants were represented by counsel

In each of the lawsuits respondent made unsubstantiated allegations of wrongdoing

against each defendant These allegations were not investigated by respondent or substantiated

in any way

On October 14 2005 Horton defense counsel sent letter to respondent requesting that

he refrain from contacting Horton defendants directly Respondent reviewed the letter shortly

after October 14 2005 Thereafter respondent ignored the letter and repeatedly contacted

Horton employees directly throughout the litigation regarding the subject of the litigation even

though he knew they were represented by counsel

The Protective Order in the Nevada Case

On April 19 2010 the court in the Nevada case approved stipulated protective order

executed by the parties

The stipulated protective order

prohibited the parties from posting documents and claims about the parties

witnesses attorneys or judges to any website

required that respondent immediately remove information from his website that

contained claims about the case the witnesses the defendants their counsel and

judicial and governmental officials

13



required the immediate removal from any websites of any information that

disparaged counsel the court or the judges and

required the parties to immediately remove statements that disparaged the State

Bars of Nevada Texas or California any judges any parties to this case or any

other cases or other judicial proceedings from any websites controlled by any

party to the case

Respondent received and was aware of the protective order shortly after it was filed on

April 21 2010

Thereafter respondent did not remove disparaging information about witnesses from his

websites and respondent posted additional content about witnesses linking them to disparaging

remarks about Horton such as drhortonhomestink.com

After April 21 2010 respondent did not take down his website drhortonsjudges.info in

which he disparaged various judges He did not remove the websites drhortonfraud.com

drhortoncouldhavekilledme.com and drhortonhomesstink.com in which he made false claims

about Horton

On April 29 2010 Horton defense counsel filed motion requesting that the court issue

an order to show cause as to why the plaintiffs should not be held in contempt in the Nevada

case

Prior to July 20 2010 Horton filed motion for sanctions against respondent for

violating the protective order Respondent received the motion and was aware of its contents

On July 20 2010 hearing was held on the motion for sanctions At the hearing

respondent admitted that he had not removed disparaging information from his websites that one

of the main purposes of the lawsuit was to ruin the reputation of the judges and that he
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repeatedly sent threatening communications to witnesses and counsel in connection with the

litigation

By order dated July 20 2010 the court found respondent in contempt for violating the

protective order and dismissed his case

By order dated October 2010 the court awarded Horton total of $48691.97 in

attorney fees and costs as sanction for respondents violation of the protective order

Thereafter respondent appealed the sanction order and the award was affirmed on appeal

To date respondent has not paid any portion of the $48691.97

At no time did respondent report the $48691.97 sanction award to the State Bar of

California

Conclusions

Count One 6068 subd Duty to Counsel/Maintain Only Legal or Just

Actions or Defenses

Section 6068 subdivision provides that an attorney has duty to counsel or maintain

those proceedings actions or defenses only as appear to the attorney legal or just

officers of the court attorneys .. have duty to judicial system to assert only

legal claims or defenses that are warranted by the law or are supported by good faith belief in

their correctness In the Matter ofDavis Review Dept 2003 Cal State Bar Ct Rptr 576

591

The purpose of the vexatious litigant statutes is to address the problem created by the

persistent and obsessive litigant who constantly has pending number of groundless actions

and whose conduct causes serious financial results to the unfortunate objects of his or her

attacks and places an unreasonable burden on the courts Morton Wagner 2007 156

Cal.App.4th 963 970971
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The constant suer .. becomes serious problem to others than the defendant he dogs

By clogging court calendars he causes real detriment to those who have legitimate

controversies to be determined and to the taxpayers who must provide the courts Arguably

one who has repeatedly relitigated groundless claims against one defendant could be required

to give security before pressing to trial an apparently unfounded claim against new victim

Taliaferro Hoogs 1965 237 Cal.App.2d 73 74

Here respondent had no legal claims against any of the defendants regarding the

Nevada property After having at least eight lawsuits dismissed and losing multiple appeals in

which the courts had repeatedly chastised him for filing unmeritorious papers respondent

continued to assert that he was fighting on behalf of consumers and that the defendants and the

courts were all corrupt and would go to prison He unreasonably believed that he had the right

to continuing litigating until he got the result he wanted regardless of the law or the facts

Therefore by repeatedly filing lawsuits without merit filing lawsuits to subject Horton to

jurisdiction in California without basis refusing to comply with court rules and procedures and

engaging in abusive litigation tactics resulting in an order declaring him vexatious litigant and

by repeatedly making false statements about witnesses parties judges and officials which

respondent knew were false for the purpose of harassment and intimidation repeatedly posting

false and defamatory information on his websites and engaging in conduct for the purpose of

ruining the reputation of witnesses parties judges and government officials respondent failed

to counsel or maintain such action proceedings or defenses only as appear to him legal or just

in willful violation of section 6068 subdivision

Count Two 6106 Moral Turpitude

Section 6106 provides in part that the commission of any act involving dishonesty

moral turpitude or corruption constitutes cause for suspension or disbarment

16-



It is well settled that serious habitual abuse of the judicial system constitutes moral

turpitude in violation of section 6106 In the Matter of Varakin Review Dept 1994 Cal

State Bar Ct Rptr 179 186

Respondents actions of filing frivolous lawsuits and making false statements about

Horton and other defendants for the purpose of harassment and intimidation constituted acts of

moral turpitude and dishonesty in willful violation of section 6106

Count Three Rule 2-100A with Represented Party

Rule 2-100A provides that an attorney while representing client must not directly or

indirectly communicate about the subject of the representation with party the attorney knows is

represented by another attorney unless the attorney has the consent of the other attorney

Respondent ignored Hortons October 2005 letter requesting him to refrain from

contacting his employees He directly and repeatedly contacted Horton employees throughout

the litigation even though he knew they were represented by counsel

Therefore by repeatedly contacting Horton defendants directly regarding the subject of

the litigation although he knew they were represented by counsel respondent communicated

with party he knew was represented by another lawyer without the consent of that lawyer in

willful violation of rule 2-100A

Count Four 6103 to Obey Court Order

Section 6103 provides in pertinent part that willful disobedience or violation of court

order requiring an attorney to do or forbear an act connected with or in the course of the

attorneys profession which an attorney ought in good faith to do or forbear constitutes cause

for suspension or disbarment

By repeatedly posting false information about witnesses parties and judges in the case

on his websites not removing his websites that contained claims about the case not taking down
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websites containing false information respondent violated the April 19 2010 protective order

and therefore willfully disobeyed or violated an order of the court requiring him to do or forbear

an act connected with or in the course of his profession which he ought in good faith to do or

forbear in willful violation of section 6103

Count Five 6106 Turpitude

By repeatedly engaging in conduct that violated the protective order by deliberately

posting false information about Horton witnesses judges and other government entities

respondent committed acts involving moral turpitude corruption and dishonesty in willful

violation of section 6106

Count Six 6103 to Obey Court Order

By not paying any portion of the $48691.97 sanctions order respondent willfully

disobeyed or violated an order of the court requiring him to do or forbear an act connected with

or in the course of respondents profession which he ought in good faith to do or forbear in

willful violation of section 6103

Count Seven 6068 subd o3 to Report Sanctions

Section 6068 subdivision o3 provides that within 30 days of knowledge an attorney

has duty to report in writing to the State Bar the imposition ofjudicial sanctions against the

attorney
of $1000 or more which are not imposed for failure to make discovery

By not reporting the $48691.97 sanction award to the State Bar respondent failed to

report to the State Bar in writing within 30 days of the time respondent had knowledge of the

imposition of any judicial sanctions against him in willful violation of section 6068 subdivision

o3
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Aggravation5

Multiple Acts/Pattern of Misconduct Std 1.2bii

Respondents misconduct constitutes multiple acts of wrongdoing including multiple

acts of moral turpitude filing unjust actions communications with represented parties and

failure to obey court orders Such multiple acts of misconduct constitute an aggravating factor

In addition respondents multiple violations disdain for rules and disobeying court

orders demonstrate pattern
of misconduct Only the most serious instances of repeated

misconduct over prolonged period of time could be characterized as demonstrating pattern
of

wrongdoing Levin State Bar 1989 47 Cal.3d 1140 1149 fn 14 citing Lawhorn State

Bar 1987 43 Cal.3d 1357 1367 His misconduct is egregious and has been ongoing since

2004

Harm to Client/Public/Administration of Justice Std 1.2biv

Respondent significantly harmed the public and the administration ofjustice His

vexatious litigation required the courts to repeatedly rule on meritless lawsuits and motions

wasting valuable judicial time and resources The cumulative effect of his conduct over the

course of at least six years of meritless litigation in California and Nevada is prejudicial to the

administration of justice taking judicial resources away from other meritorious cases

Moreover respondents misconduct caused harm to the legal profession He used the courts as

means of intimidating and oppressing people by his endless litigations against the builder and its

employees

Based on his repeated baseless claims and arguments respondent has failed to

demonstrate any respect for the process and rule of law Moreover his actions caused extreme

All references to standards Std are to the Rules of Procedure of the State Bar title IV

Standards for Attorney Sanctions for Professional Misconduct

19



harm to Horton and others forcing them to spend tens of thousands of dollars in legal fees

defending themselves in his obsessive and baseless campaign to fight corruption

Indifference Toward Rectification/Atonement Std 1.2bv

Respondent demonstrated indifference toward rectification of or atonement for the

consequences of his misconduct The law does not require false penitence But it

does require that the respondent accept responsibility for his acts and come to grips with his

culpability In the Matter ofKatz Review Dept 1991 Cal State Bar Ct Rptr

502 511

Respondent expressed no remorse or recognition of the serious consequences of his

misbehavior He was relentless in pursuit of his claims refusing to acknowledge that his

arguments were not supported by the law or fact Instead he contended that his goal was to

protect
the consumers and send the judges and corporate officers to prison He would continue

contacting represented parties and would not pay any sanctions In fact respondent admitted that

he would not stop and does not plan to stop this course of misconduct Respondent was

unapologetic Indeed there is no indication that he realized the gravity of his violations

Respondents i1ure to accept responsibility for actions which are wrong or to

understand that wrongfulness is considered an aggravating factor Carter State Bar 1988 44

Cal.3d 1091 1100-1101

Lack of Candor/Cooperation to Victims/State Bar Std 1.2bvi

Respondents unistrained personal abuse and disruptive behavior characterized his

conduct during these disciplinary proceedings See In the Matter of Dixon Review Dept 1999

Cal State Bar Ct Rptr 23 45 His disrespect to the State Bar Court constantly using

offensive language throughout the proceedings is significant aggravation
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Mitigation

There is no mitigation

Discussion

The purpose of State Bar disciplinary proceedings is not to punish the attorney but to

protect the public to preserve public confidence in the profession and to maintain the highest

possible professional standards for attorneys Chadwick State Bar 1989 49 Cal.3d 103 111

Cooperv State Bar 1987 43 Cal.3d 1016 1025 std 1.3

In determining the appropriate level of discipline the court looks first to the standards for

guidance Drociak State Bar 1991 52 Cal.3d 1095 1090 In the Matter of Koehier Review

Dept 1991 Cal State Bar Ct Rptr 615 628 The standards provide broad range of

sanctions ranging from reproval to disbarment depending upon the gravity of the offenses and

the harm to the victim Standards 1.6a 2.3 2.6 and 2.10 apply

The Supreme Court gives the standards great weight and will reject recommendation

consistent with the standards only where the court entertains grave doubts as to its propriety

In re Silverton 2005 36 Cal.4th 81 91-92 In re Naney 1990 51 Cal.3d 186 190 Although

the standards are not mandatory they may be deviated from when there is compelling well-

defined reason to do so Bates State Bar 1990 51 Cal.3d 1056 1061 fn Aronin State

Bar 1990 52 Cal.3d 276 291

Standard 1.6a provides in pertinent part that when two or more acts of misconduct are

found in single disciplinary proceeding and different sanctions are prescribed for those acts

the recommended sanction is to be the most severe of the different sanctions

Standard 2.3 provides that culpability of moral turpitude and intentional dishonesty

toward court or client must result in actual suspension or disbarment
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Standard 2.6 provides that culpability of certain provisions of the Business and

Professions Code must result in disbarment or suspension depending on the gravity of the

offense or the harm to the victim

Standard 2.10 provides that violations of any provisions of the Business and Professions

Code or Rules of Professional Conduct not specified in these standards must result in reproval or

suspension depending upon the gravity of the misconduct or harm to the victim with due regard

to the purposes of imposing discipline

Respondent contends that all charges against him should be dismissed He maintains that

he is completely free of any wrongdoing He asserts that he is champion of consumers and

federal informant and that the judges are corrupt

The State Bar urges disbarment citing In the Matter of Varakin Review Dept 1994

Cal State Bar Ct Rptr 179 in support of its recommendation

In Varakin the attorney was disbarred for filing frivolous motions and appeals in four

different cases over 12 years solely for the purpose of delay and harassment of his ex-wife and

others who became embroiled in his vendetta against her and was proud of his conduct He

persisted in this pattern of misconduct despite many sanctions In fact within four years he

received at least 14 sanctions totaling $80000 He also intentionally refused to report sanctions

and to cooperate with the State Bar investigation Stressing respondents abuse of the judicial

system lack of repentance and obdurate persistence in misconduct the Review Department

concluded that no discipline less than disbarment was consistent with the goals of maintaining

high ethical standards for attorneys and preserving public confidence in the legal profession

Like Varakin respondent filed all those eight lawsuits and multiple appeals regarding the

Nevada property for the sole purpose of delay or harassment of the builder and others He was

clearly vengeful and spiteful He has so far refused to pay sanctions of more than $48000
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awarded in the Nevada case Respondent engaged in unmeritorious litigations over six years in

eight cases He failed to report his sanctions to the State Bar and refused to cooperate with the

State Bar investigation Thus his misconduct is as egregious as the misconduct in Varakin

In another case Rosenthal State Bar 1987 43 Cal.3d 612 the Supreme Court

disbarred an attorney because of the egregious nature of his misconduct and the need to protect

the public from further injury Like respondent the attorney maintained unjust actions and

committed acts of moral turpitude Rosenthal also engaged in transactions rife with undisclosed

conflicts of interest taken positions adverse to former clients overstated expenses and double-

billed for legal fees failed to return client files or provide access to records failed to give

adequate legal advice or provide his clients with the opportunity to obtain independent counsel

filed fraudulent claims and given false testimony and engaged in conduct intended to harass his

former clients delay court proceedings obstruct justice and abuse the legal process

In this matter respondents frivolous lawsuits and appeals burdened the court opposing

parties and counsel causing substantial harm to the administration ofjustice and the public The

enormous harm to the administration ofjustice and to the public weighs heavily in assessing the

appropriate level of discipline Respondent is unrepentant relentless and spiteful he continued

to demonstrate such unprofessional conduct during these disciplinary proceedings with his

unwarranted attacks against this court the State Bar and the entire judicial process

In recommending discipline the paramount concern is protection of the public the

courts and the integrity of the legal profession Snyder State Bar 1990 49 Cal.3d 1302

The court also had the opportunity to assess respondents character and conduct over five days of

trial While the court is sympathetic with his determination to rid of fraud and be champion for

consumers respondents volatility is indeed troubling especially since his misconduct began

only two years after he became member of the bar Based on the courts observation and the
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record disbarment is absolutely necessary to protect the public preserve confidence in the

profession and maintain high professional standards The total absence of any recognition by

respondent of his misconduct shows that there is little hope that he would conform his method of

practicing law to the professional standards of this state

Therefore having considered the egregious nature and extent of the misconduct the

aggravating circumstances as well as the case law and the standards the court must recommend

that respondent be disbarred to protect the courts the public and the profession

Recommendations

It is recommended that respondent Patrick Alexandre Missud State Bar Number 219614

be disbarred from the practice of law in California and respondents nine be stricken from the

roll of attorneys

California Rules of Court Rule 9.20

It is further recommended that respondent be ordered to comply with the requirements of

rule 9.20 of the California Rules of Court and to perform the acts specified in subdivisions

and of that rule within 30 and 40 days respectively after the effective date of the Supreme

Court order in this proceeding

Costs

It is recommended that costs be awarded to the State Bar in accordance with Business

and Professions Code section 6086.10 and are enforceable both as provided in Business and

Professions Code section 6140.7 and as money judgment

Order of Involuntary Inactive Enrollment

Respondent is ordered transferred to involuntary inactive status pursuant to Business and

Professions Code section 6007 subdivision c4 RespondentTh inactive enrollment will be

effective three calendar days after this order is served by mail and will terminate upon the
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effective date of the Supreme Courts order imposing discipline herein or as provided for by rule

5.111D2 of the State Bar Rules of Procedure or as otherwise ordered by the Supreme Court

pursuant to its plenary jurisdiction

Dated July ____ 2013 LUCY ARMENDARIZ
Judge of the State Bar Court
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY NEVADA

PATRICK MISSUD et a1
fLASE

NO A551662

DEPT NO XI

HORTON INC et al
Transcript of

Defendants Proceedings

BEFORE THE HONORABLE ELIZABETH GONZALEZ DISTRICT COURT JUDGE

SHOW CAUSE HEARING

TUESDAY JULY 20 2010

APPEARANCES

FOR THE PLAINTIFFS PATRICK MISSUD PRO PER

FOR THE DEFENDANTS JOEL ODOU ESQ
NADIN CUTTER ESQ

COURT RECORDER TRANSCRIPTION BY

JILL HAWKINS FLORENCE HOYT
District Court Las Vegas Nevada 89146

Proceedings recorded by audio-visual recording transcript
produced by transcription service

LAS VEGAS NEVADA TUESDAY JULY 20 2010 1040 A.M



THE COURT First witness

MR ODOti Your Honor defendants call Patrice

Missud

THE COURT Mr Missud if you would come forward to

the witness stand Since youll be doing narrative for your

cross you may bring anything you need to assist you in doing

your cross-examination You dont want to take your notes or

your books sir

MR MISSUD am going to take my notes Im going

10 to bring the binder Ill have to come back for those

11 documents

12 MR ODOU Is it Your Honors preference that Mr

13 Missud goes first and then Ill cross him

14 THE COURT No Its preference you do your direct

15 examination of him first

16 MR ODOU Thank you Your Honor

17 THE COURT Youre going to help him find his place

18 in the book to start with

19 PATRICK MISSUD DEFENDANTS WITNESS SWORN

20 THE CLERK Please be seated

21 THE MARSHAL And if everybody could turn off their

22 cell phones from the lunch hour please

23 THE CLERI Please state your name for the record

24 THE WITNESS Patrick Missud given name Patrice
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Case 407-cv-02625-SBA Document 54 Filed 05/2212009 Page o12

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

PATRICE MISSUD and JULIE

MISSUDJ
Eo 07-2625 SB

PlaintilTh ORDER

D.R HORTON INC et

Defendants

_______________/
10

II
Over the

past
several weeks Plaintiff Patrice Missud has submitted numerous papers to this

12
Court which do not conform to the local rules governing the form and manner of papers Plaintiffs

13
submissions for example are double-sided do not state case number and do not include

chambers copy Moreover the Plaintiffs case was terminated on October 30 2007 The Case

15 Systems Admmistrator has communicated this failure to comply with this Courts Local Rules to

16
Plaintiff on several occasions Nevertheless Plaintiff continues to submii papers and represents he

17 will continue to do so

is
Good cause appearing the Plaintiff is ORDERED to comply with local rules of the Northern

19 District of California when submitting documents to this Court and if Plaintiff fails to comply the

20 Case Systems Administrator is authorized to return all non-conforming papers to Plaintiff

21 IT IS SO ORDERED

22 ---
23 Dated 5/21/09 SAUNDRA BROWN ARMSTRONG

United States District Judge

24
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Case 407-cv-02625-SBA Document 54 Filed 05/22/2009 Page of

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

MISSUD et aiJ ase
Number CVO7-02625 SBA

PlaintifT
ERTIFICATE OF SERViCE

jo
D.R.HORTON INC ci al

Defendant

the undersigned hereby certi that am an employee in the Office of the Clerk U.S District

Court Northern District of California

14
ThaI on May 22 2009 SERVED true and correct copyies of the attached by placing said

copyies in postage paid envelope addressed to the persons hereinafter listed by deposiLing

said envelope in the U.S Mail or by placing said copyies into an inter-office delivery

16
receptacle located in the Clerks office

I.

18

19
Patrick Alexandre Missud

91 San Juan Ave

20
San Francisco CA 94112

21
Dated May 22 2009

Richard Wieking Clerk

22
By LISA CLARK Deputy Clerk

23
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25

26

27

28
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San Francisco CA 94112

415-584-7251 Office

4l5-84-554O Ccli

missudpat@yahoo.com

August 2009

Attn Defendants and Agencies

Re Missud DIII et al RICO and Conspiracy to commit RICO

Via Certified and c-mail denæLbarhaanusdo1oy Qreener6sec.Qov

Attention Defendants Agencies and Federal Agents

is notice of an imminent RICO and conspiracy to commit RICO suit namiztg

RICO operating DR Horton Inc and DHI Mortgage

Aiding and abetting federal judges Roger Benitez and Saundra Armstrong

Former South Carolina Magistrate and DIII under the table employee Curtis Coltrane

Former 4çvada Dcputy Commissioner and Dill under the table employee Susan Fckhardt

Criminally enabling defense finns Wendell Rosen Black and Dean Wood Smith Henning and Berman

Felonious DM1 in house counsel/board menibers.Morice Buchanan Buschachcr GallancI Harbour and

No feasant State Bars of Cidifornia Nevada and Teans

syndicated media will flrsj receive copies of the complaint with suoporting evidence long before the datndants

summons arc served 11c fqllowing arc just the facts suppo ag the case for judicial corruption official

corruption and ethics violations by state Bar members and associations limited assoitnent of official

government admissions/records and registered judicial decisions are enclosed or cited or internet links to web

accessible information are provided or hard copy evidence enclosed with my certified March 18 2009 letter which

you bave each positively received Thiscurrent letter will soon be posted to www.drbortonsludaes.info for

medias and Americans ease of access My intent is to ruin the reputations of the named individuals and

corporations and to expose the various governmental entities responsible for Dills predatory lending whicK has cost

300 million Americans trillions of dollars in bail outs while allowing the corporate elite to avoid justice The

conçassion that will now show the named defendants will be similar to that shown by the DHI corporation and its

officers towards its own consumers Every defendant who has desit with the devil will now become victim of

Dills own corporate fraud and hopefully lose as much as the hundreds/thousands of preyed on foreclosed and

bankrupted DIII consumeia futmd nationwide Markopoulos exposed Madoffs ponzi scheme which injured only

thousands of private investors and several large funds plan to expose the miscreantswho have caused catastrophic

worldwide economic losses

Rampant Builder/Affiliated Lender RICO
On July 209 8d largest builder/affiliated lender Beazer Homes signed deferred prosecution agreement

admitted to predatory lending/mortgage fraud and agreed so $50 Million in consunier restitution The FBI SEC and

IUD agreed to settle in lieu of prosecutingBeazers participation in schema designed tO increase its mortgage

companys profits and sell homes arrariing larger loans that consumers could afford fraudulently inflating

home prices to offset incentives generally inflating interest rates on theback end and intentionally overstating

consumer income to qualify for home purchases httm//charlotte.bltovdoluresrell2009/eeO7OIO9htm Scores

of Bcazers consumers have been foreclosed on and bankrupted Hundreds more have been financially ruined

Ryland KB and Hovnanisn Homes and others have also similarly been found involved in antitrust and predatory

lending

htDllwww.ctwInvestmntrQipcouilflhadmlpl2roua fllCtW mv Gre to DR Harlan BoarDdf

DR Hortons sales volume is FOUR times as great as Beaz.s and qualifies for minimum of $200 Million

in consurner.teswution Hundreds of official government documents and hundreds more consumer emails in my

Available at http//www.drhortonsjudges.info/



possession prove the iossevith abeohirecetiinty Hundreds of Dliis waumcm.bavc been orecl rnnd

bankrupted Thousands more have been nancially uued AlL indications however are that the DJU elite w1l skate

aiid th white collar crutunals will never have to answer for crimes that rmnontles and small fish regularly pay

for and justice fr all

HUD Request for my Dlii Preçlatorv Lerdine File

On July 19 20Q6 HIJD irector Ivy Jackson personally reqtiested my then small file regarding Dlii

regional predatory lending occurring throughout California and Nevada was happy to oblige and qinky sent her

On November 19 2006 syndicated real estate columnist Ken Hanicy thea printed Builder lender paxtricrahips

draw HUD eye Wthin that article lie wrote the statute polic have begun intervening in cgmplaInt3 brought by

gidividual consumers who say builders are unfairly forcing them to use their affiliated mortgage companies The

following paragraph then begins to detail the same identical stones that had sent certified HUDs Director

Jackson htto //wwwsftate conilceI-bln/article.calf./e/a/2O0W11/19/REG71MEK81.DTL

judicial Furtherance Assistance and Enableinent of DHIs RJCO

Qn June 009 the
Supreme Cowt ruled that West Virginia Judge Benamin should have disqualtfied

himself from an appeal of $50 million jury verdict against Massey Energy Co because the coat rwning company

CEO had been one of his major campaign
donors BenjaminSwing vote predictably vored MaSSey berg

which bad contiibuted $3M to hi re-elecpon

httD fwww reuters comIarUc1e/dometlcNewsIJdUSTRE5573RU2qo9o8

In June 2006 South Carolina Special Magistrate Curtis Coltrane twice cited DHI corporate special interests to

trump community sand couple First Amendment Right to speech
and assembly at Beauforts traditional public

forums 1658 2224 and htoJ/www drIiotpIbomofhorrorsJnfoJoutb
Carolina htm$ However

another Magistrate not on DHIs payToU properly ruled against DHI when it tried to again ebmutate the Z22 year old

right to speech and assembly in Richland County South Carolina

httn flwww wlstv com/Gtoba/sto asu7a6761It Now in 2009 according to Southern Carolinas Beaufort

bench Special MagiStrate Coltrane is no longer in their service nor even practicing law Perhaps Coltrane former

DHI income is Sufficient to Support hi$hfeStyle His friend of feather was Similarly indicted recently on July31

2009 Supporting her own lifeStyle

httir//www

reslcns-afler-emb.nkment-charnes

In October 2007 Northerumsirict of California Jidge Saundra Armstrong quickly closed DLII predatory lending

case which precisely mirrors the smallish $50 Million Beazer deferred prosecution case She resoundin1y refused

the plaintiffs offer to bring dozens now hundreds of nationally defrauded consumer contacts to an orafliearmg for

which there would have been publtc record She ignored Clark County court finding of fraud and deceptive trade

practices by the Same defendants when She should have given that ruling full faith an4 credst Judge $aundra

Arri$trong çven dismissed an official police report generated gi the ordinary course of business by an officer whose

ofcial duty was to accurately document the bombing of thcplaintiWwhistleblower truck at 1000PM on August

32007 htt /IdrhortonçouJdhave1dlledmccomI1ndexbtxn1 Comctdentally at 10 00 PM thalvery

same even1ng the plaintiffs already month long sponsored internet campaign had inforrncdyet another 1000 people

nationally of DU$RICO The plaintiff can now point to 00 million reasons why DHI would want to i1ence bun

uttimidattoa Perhaps Anm$trong caii point to Several hundred thouSand reaSons why She found for

DLII 07-02625 $BA Most recently on August II 2009 tIns court even entered document uumbcr mt
ACEft misrepresenting That it ws filed by the whistelblowes wif despite hernon-involvernent these DIII

RICO related mtters arid to somehow tlnt her as licensed attorney The northern districts federal judictary has

now taken its own official rctahatoryjudicil action to prevent federal mfbnnant from truthihily informing

government and the public tif Dfls natiopwide crimes in contrav.ntiçp of CFR 1itIe 18 Sectiott 1513e

bçlndfwww4awcorn.ll..dutuscodç/18/use sec 18 0Ol51OO9-.h1znl Another questionable directed verdict

byArrfl$trong iiher diamistal of big money töbÆeco companies inasuit whiçhshodld have been the scvaritbiis

Available at http//www.drhortonsjudges.info/



row favonug consumers By the timc that She ruled December 2003 to break the consunier win streak it was-

common knowledge that tobacco compameSmampulated nicotine levels and booked kids into smoking

httoF/Uc.neu.edu/mi8macQmDlaint.htLn ndhttniIf ww.tobaccoor rtldes/lawslaft/eonlevL Yet another

very questionable ruling is when ArmStrong recently refuSed to accept settlement agreement which would have

required nearly St 2M in fines and the sbuttenng of biotech business Rather than let those expensive condiljpns

happen Armstrong did not accept the settletnent but inStead required the prosecutors to strike new deal with the

wealthy entrepreneur IttnJ/wwwJaw cmp/lst/artIçte lsn1d1202423fl4944

In March 2009 Bish Jr hand picked corporate favonng Judge Roger Benitez who believes that in unregulated

Dlii has nothing but consumers best Interests in mind compelled arbitration for five blatantly defrauded DIII

predatory lending victims The victims communities were separated by nearly 500 miles with their 01-11 originated

mortgages issued by different byanch offices Dlii corporato insider from Texas 1500 miles away also

confirmed that DJ-lI Mortgage policy in Texas as well as in California Nevada Virginia Florida Oregon

Washington Illinois Colorado is to require consumers to use DHIs affiliated lender otherwise lose their

thousnds an deposits On May20 2009 the consumer advocacy group Public Citizen printed Home Court

Advantage How the Budding Industry Uses Forced Arbitration to Evade Accountability

http.//www falrarbitratlonnow pruploadsUomeCpurtAdvanase.f In the very well researched 53 page

document citing
340 sources Public Citizen determined that arbitration is ovcrwbelmingly effective for

corporation$which keep arbitrator5in busine$Sby requiring consumers to capitulate to boilerplate and

unconscionable n-aadatory arbitratiçms clau Indeed tins ws the very sane finding in dpcnment 24 which ws

pmely submitted into evidence The undeniable mathematical tatistiçs from both these documents are that forced

arbitration costs consumers even more money than they have already lost in the original frau4 have second and

Third DIII corporate insider hnformaed who algo agree with the first that DIII illegally ties home sales toinortgagc

services There were many ample grounds for invalidating thç arbitrations clause After all arbitration agreements

are favored and shall be valid irrevocable and enforceable save upon such grounds as exist at lw OR IN

EQUITY for the revocation of any contract 08-CV-00592-BEN RBB Order to Compel Arbitration page

lines 13 15 Under contracts 101 fraud and non-mutuality rescinds contracts and clauses Any contract in winch

fraud is contemplated is aLso an
illegal

unenforceable contract DIII could not have contemplated that contractual

fraud would have to be arbitrated under terms of the agreement BenitezSdeciSion to force arbitration on these

already once defrauded consumers is either incompetent or corrupt

Federal Cover up of vests notice of DI-Il RICO

can prove
HIJD cover up in three different ways Said cover up is to suppress

the uiforinstion which HUP
should have acted on five years ago to prevent our currently growing 53000000000000 bail Out caused by

rampant mortgage fraud and predatory lending

On December 31 2008 the FTC found 205 pages of responsive records to my FTC FOTA request 2009-00355

which sought predatcuyletdmg complaints against DIII and DIII Mortgage One of the 190 pages that the FtC

released even contained one of my complaints copied to and then only forwarded by the DOl In fact the FTC

recorded about of my complaints and updates that had sent by certified maiL My predatory lending complaints

were among 44 others from 16 other states All of the FTC records which sent were received as carbon copies of

letters sent directy to HUD Ironically HUD lisa not been able to find any of my or any others complaints in its

own archives HUD though is the pnmary regulatory authority to receive TILA RESPA azid mortgage fraud

complaints not only from rnysel4 but from at least 16 other DIII market states

On February 2009 HUD Office ot the Inspector General sent letter in reply to my HIJD FOJA request which

sought information regarding predatory lending by D11 this countrys single largest builder/afiltated lender Theit

research indicated that there were no responsive records to problematic DIII and DH1 Mortgage transactions

However three weeks later on February 27 2009 MUD miraculously managed to find nearly 7700 administrative

records proving builder/affiliated lender fraud against consumers in case 08-CV-01324-AJT-TCB Then on April

30 2009 after second FOJA request again seeking this exaCt of mfotrnation or copy of the 1700

administrauve records MUD reiterated the position that it had no responsive records

OnMareb 12 2001 atO3 24 IQPMclerkO3 acceptedandscannedbothbarcodedcextifiedpackagcs70062l50

0001 1108 5058 and 5065 into computer at the Onondaga Post office Both ounce packages Containing

double sided pages of proof ofDHI predatory lending were addressed to HUD and the FTC in WashangiontC

20580 The computer generated receipt 0567830036-0096 is also logged into the computer as Bill

l0004028$364 This paper receipt was printed seconds after all this Cóirçiitth rination WSSiDStIfltly
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registered within the USFS database Juexplicably when ne tries to track the pachages on usps corn there is now

no rccord of 60 pages of tips
to HTJD/FTC winch could have pre-empted ow ecctnoimc crisis directly baked to

predatory lending nd mortgage fraud

To tins day my HIlL FOIA request remains unfulfilled despite new FOIA guidelines which claim to provide

snore transparency in obtaining Just such govcrnmcllt records have yet to recetve single document from HIJD

tJu ft4eral agency commisioncd to prevent predatory lending and to archive just such records

State Aaent Furtherance and Enablement of DIII RiCO

On Juno 2006 Nevada Deputy Commissioner for Mortgage Lending SuSan Eckhardt finally replied to my third

subpoena demanduig written explanation as to why she did not investigate Dlii Mortgage despite my vtng

fowarded 20 separate instances of predatory lending to her offlcç Ry Nevada state law She was to have provided

her answer withouf the ijecessity of aiiy subpoenas and within 90 days submission of my complamt Within her

uiontlr delinquent answer She essentially stated that although She issued five içenses to Dlii Mortgage her office

could nor regulate the company Twenty srx days latar Nevada Attorney General rnformedne that they were

searching fijr her replacement and co4d send them my file Today J.a Vegas is the foreclosure capitol of the

world with in 68 homes already foreclosed or in the process of foreclosure SuSan Eckhardt responsibis for

millions in loS$e$and the banloupty of thousands in her own city believc $h left town and Sought employnient

elSewhere httni/www drbortonfraud cp

In East Hempfield Pennsylvania building code officialS passed rampaiZ notorious non code compliant ccnstruction

defects in favor of DIII When third party inspectors were asked to review DIII concruction the massive defects

were easily spotted and the County code offictaiSrapidly terminated

httn 1/www donaIdbortonlsacook.infoPeunsvivnia html

other ramoanUHI RiCO
ilic FI found Bearer type appraisal fraud in DIII Vrginia Rippon Landing

bttu //www washin2totioost.comlwD-dvn/cofltent/article/2001/I 211 7/AR200712I701993 html Dills fraudulent

appraisals also extended to Flonds hto llwww publldntearlty orr/articlslentryll26Si DIII fraudulent

appraisals also extended to Nevada where consumers have stated that the baseptice of their homes would increase if

-outside financing was secured One example being that home would cost an additional $53000 if the

purchaser/moTtgage agunt brokered his own loan second example being that the base price was so inflated that

outside leijders would not finance and the buyer bad to close with the much more expensive Dill otgage by

default Other English as second language Nevadans have also bad their homes reappraised only to find that they

had been swindled at the time of their purchase About half of that community is now bankrupted

DjiI transfe ax evasion was discovered in Pennsylvania Village Grande development Dill ofcourse bad the

home buyers pay for their
uigrades

Those same upgrades however were conveniently omitte4 from transfer taxes

when it came tinic for DII to pay the state tax bttnl/www d9nal4tomnftzlsacreok.cOm/

DIII rmschaxactenzes its work force to evade payroll taxes in New Jersey

httu //vcww at cpmlnewa/lndex u2O08O3carrs union sues builder html Dlii did the same in 1unta

Gorda Florida IttnJ1iacJponvilie comltuonhnIsiee/O217O4/met 14837412 ahtrnl

DIII forged special inspections records for atnictural components in Yuba County California

htJwwwaI-demconVnewc/browa425S-homV-eOUntYJitm

Arson is suspected in Dill money losing Paramount condominium project in San Diego and another in Vacavtlhe

California

hfta//www
2OilO 0450936 -- ..

DIII misrepresentation in 3127 market states concerning land xnisrtpresentation warranty and construction defects

httnJ/wwyconsumeraffaLrs.conhouslfltIdr horton.html and starting on page 35 at

bttu llt .secov/dlslon/cernfin/cf-naçtIoflfl4a4IQ08/Datrlckmi3sUdI121Ol48 odf
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SECvolationE

The SEC has logged complaint H01042390 in its archives cocernmg HIs accelerated closing and threatened

deposit forfeiture on an incomplete borne to qualify for that quarters earnings The house was ready for ninve in

months later inthe next quarter Apparently that consumers neighbor also sufyared the same fate Likely scores or

hundreds of others had to pta pay for homes they could not live in because Tomnitz email directives to DHI agents

were to meet sales goals every quarter at all cpsts by whatever means to increase stock valuation and outperform

peers littnJ/www don 1dtomnitzisaçropknfoPTomsdt Emaflr.btna

During th recent 2009 2d Qtr earnings conference call CEO Donald Tornnitz made material murepresentatlons to

shareholders in claiming that DHI Mortgage does excellent job underwriting mortgages and the related risk

associated with it This despite an overwhelming mountain proofthat he haspersonallinowledge to the

contrary which brings us to DHIs predatory lending

Rampant DM1 riredatory lencbng/inortgage fraud in 17 states according to the vrc sown files 20 states according to

my eycn more extensive flies and all 2-7 of DHIs market states by simply surfing the web Morton predatory

len4ing or Horton mortgage fraud hun /twww drbortonhomesstlnk.htoIflC Rççords htnd

My own very extensively documented case fot hch Dll has already produced documents and admissions has

yielded blatant DM1 lies Dl1 ha4 qan posutvely and internally approved yet sent me audulcnt Ibderafly

certified letter claimmg that bad breached their contract of adhesion by not fulfilling Mortgage

requirements or becoming fully approved The reason for their fraudulent predatory Iciter n4brmingme that they

would retain my deposits and cancel my contract was because instead chose to finance with Wells Fargo The

reedy DIU board of directors who crafted their aitrust corporate policy leaving cnsumer3 no choice in lenders

would not earn mortgage ortgination commis1on from me nor be able to resell my loan for their corporations

bottom brie In FACT Las Vegas DIII Mortgage agent Michaci Mason first claimed in two successive letters that

was approved then only preliminarily approved then not approved in fraudulent statement to Plff under

the table employee and former Nevada Deputy Comtnissioner then finally approved in California court

documents to evade jurisdiction which would have come by way of lying to the California court Clark County

Nevada case A55 1662 San Francisco Superior 05-447499 and hUn //www drhortoncon1ldeati$cou/id2Jitiul

in Betsinger four other Las Vegas DIII agents have already been civilly liable for fraud 1A5031 211 The four

runrnally acting DHI agents arc in addition to the agent5 ipvolvedin my case and several more who are also

pervasively found throughout the 190 pages of FTC responsive records It would seem that all the Las Vegas Difi

Mortgage agents -were following the same nationwide predatory lending scheme originating from DIII Fort Worth

boardroom just as declared by DIII corporate insiders

The retahat ion that DIII has taken against me as federal informant in nationally exposing their vast predatory

lending and mortgage fraud has occurred four documented times the last by car bomb

J/drhortoncouldhavelulledme com/mdcx btmul My information and scanned certified lettets are posted in 16

web sitcs on the web which have by now been seen by over nulhon Anrencaris

httn llfIn.sec ov/dvI$ edt

4p F/www drbortonconfldcntlal corn/I

DM1 defense attorney pcrugy

In California Wendel Rosen Black and Dean attorneys perjured themselves twice to the San Francisco Superior

Court the first tune by falsely claiming to have contacted me for an ax paste hearing

//www drhortoncoiifldentlaLcomfidl html

In Nevada Wood Smith Hetuung and Berman attorneys have perjured themselves three times denying the receipt of

certified mai niahng false statements to the former DIII corrupted Deputy Commissioner Eckbardt and in mis

stating court ordered form of order hittoltwww drhortonqonfidentiaLcon/d3 htth

In Texas DIII board members who also happen to be attorneye have been repeatedly notified of discovery of their

boardroom originated predatory lending yet have done nothing to stop it

Iitttid/wdrealldçnthLcomdldLbtml
DIII in house counsels exhibit in case OS CV-01324 boldly claimS to have high customer mortgagc origination

satisfaction DIII even offers single letter-by happy customer as proof The truth though is that Hi ranks

slightly bettet than predatory lenders Rylandaiul Countrywide Tht mi rntation was compiled by ittdependns

Available at http//www.drhortonsjudges.info/



tluul party 11 Power and Associates and posted to the web

lttr llwww Idnower em rnorate/news/rcleases/nr reeaeasDxU2Q071662007l66e Note that the

liypcthak to the hard data no longerwoàs although there arc cslc to ii which pesvaswely exist Throngbout the

web This information is being suppressed so instead hard copy record ws printed before all the damning data

cjisappedandwascnrinsupportofrnyMarcbl9 20091e.ttcr Ratherthan ssmglclettermsuppostofDHl

satisfactory mortgage qriglnation offer 44 from thePTCrecords and hundreds main from my own archives alt

of which claiming that DM1 is predatory lender in at least 20 of DI-lIs 27 market states

State Bar Nonfeasance

The Cabfouria bar has been rcpeatey notified of Cahfoinia attorneys taking part ut DIII RICO furthering

aUonwtde mortgage fraud yet has taken no action

The Nevada bar has been repeatedly notjied of Nevada attorney mis-conduct which has enabled DIII nationwide

mortgage fraud but has taken no action

The Texas Bars non feasance starts on page 23 of bttpJ/ftn.sec.aov/4tvlaiensIcornfin/cf-noCti0flF4

8/2O05FDatdckm1sudlI2l08-14a8.Ddf Several certified letters were posted to all these organizations To date the

TX arnIe bar has taken no action against five DIII general counsels and board members who have orchestrated the

nationwide predatory lending which has cortnbute4 to the world financial melt down

Conclusions

Every single systetn and organization meant to protect consumers from DIII predatory lending has completely

failed them Thi has in.part rcsulled in the currentS3 Trillion rccessiordcpressron DIII is the largest

btiflder/affthated lender which baa the nghest captive capture percentage whereby its house affiliated lendr Dill

Mortgage finances DIII home sa1e the astounding 95% rate DM1 10K This is the highest among all the

Inifiders however DM1 Mortgages origination tisfactiç is among thelowest of all the buildera an4 lust slightly

helter than Countrywide and Ryland two mortgage originators already having been found to write predatory loans

Iimdreds of nationwide consumers have filed complaints regarding DIII predatory loans with various

-organizations including thC FTC for years FTC records show that at least 44 consumers from at least 17 states have

ulauned that DIII Mortgage originates predatory loans Federal and state courts have been deluged with predatory

lending complaints agarnstDHl and Dill Mortgage for years Dill and D1U Mortgage agents Ward Callihan

Martinez Mason Scbankin CoUrs Frasur Knobloch Yow Trembly Branecki Rivera Brockway Pena

Costello Zenner Toelle Howe Casner George Williams Buckler Stowell Grethçr Toth Wolf Buckingham

Romo Smith Tearner Raddon Hovander Belding Lackman Rhoades Leans Bradshaw Adorn Christiano

Boslooper Ke1ly Seifrid Evans Medeiros McVay Nguyen Koski recutherg from Nevada Cahforma

Virginia Arizona Oregon Maryland Texas Georgia Colorado Washington l4ew Mexico Illinois have each

been implicated some found civilly liable and others repnmanded for predatory lending Federal and state agencies

are currently covering up their lack of entbrcerncnt of consumer protections laws because their liability to the

general publip is overwhelnung cornipt Nevada Commissioner has aside Las Vegas the foreclosure capitol of

the world having decimated property values in that area for every single property owner Judicial and official

corruption in South Carolma Beauuofl and Blufftori Counties is rampant The federal and state judiciaries have

fiurthered and enabled DIII in fleecing corunruers and now Amcncan tax payers of their hundreds of millions of

TARP funds by time and again favoring D1Is corporate interests over consumers Dill dekŁnse attorneys who

have taken ethical oaths to not further crimes have nevertheless taken an active rote in assisting DM1 RICO State

bars which are supposed to police attorneys have been proven impotent or reluctant to stop the attorneys cnzninal

acts ...- .. ..

The mtertt of the forthcoming RICO filing is to provide permanent record of defendants roles in assisting the DIII

criminal enterprise Even CEO Tomnitz stated in the second quarter conference call that Dill has originated

billions in loans over the past ten years Those predatory loans could have been stopped by HUD five years ago by

Commissioner Eckhardt three years age by judge Armstrong two ybars ago and by judge Benulea this year

Another reason to ill this imminent RICO suit is to trigger defamation claims by the individuals or disbarment

proceedings by the defendant organizations Once these have been initiated can blindly reach into my file

cabinet withdraw several hundred recounts of Dfls predatory lending prove every single allegation with certainty

and achieve the public exposure that now tequila Know that DIII sued the Scripps Broadcasting Corporation in

1999 for far less negative exposure than have already brought them yet Dill doesnt attempt to soC me for fear of

additional exposure CV-196 DIII flied SLAPP suit against consumers in Safe Ilomes nevada but lost to an

-boirest judge applying the First ´me nt.httn/rykwIàuçnal.ârnvrIhoió/20O3/Mav-27Thu
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2003/bus1ntcs121422432.html DHI twice tiled injwict ons preventing speech in South Carolina and was only

successful because judge Coltrane was on their payroll The next honest South Carolinajudge propcrly refused DHJ

injunctive relief and allowed sacrosanct inalienable speech and peaceful assembly to conti ue as it has for 222 years

To the federal iudgesrecçivins this transmission As an at orucy am supposed to respect court rulings have

completely disrespected yours linked your decisions to corruption or incompetence already contacted media and

shuld be disciplined with contempt of couxt.Not takingthis step would be seen asatacit.admissiono7 an adoption

of the allegations by silence

To the nate bats receiving this transmission As an attOæ am supposed to followcthical codes of conduct

have itt many instances not followed those canps. You sbuld each initiate an investigation into actions Not

taking this step would cc s0en as tacit admission or an adoption of the allegations by silence

To the federal agents rece vitip .lus transmission In the Beazer deferred prosecution the DOJ states that mdicting

the principles at Beazer is not consideration becauseitenip1oys 15000 individuals and would have detrimental

efct on unemployment This isnot the case since the .luildctgenerally hire sub contractors apdhavc fe

corporate eniployccs DFIIsPónald Toninitz is onrecord during the Q2 2009 conference call claiming thathis

company the largest of rçsidential builders etnployedonly 2900 people Therewoul4 be negligible if any net

loss in jobs if Dill were to completely fold DHIs.market share would easily absorbed by over 15 of its

competitors which would be happy to see it go employ some of
its

less criminal agents and hire DHJ leveraged

and undercut/over-worked sub contractors. However bankniptedtll would injure the interests of thousands.of

its victims created through predatory lending warranty nusrcpreeatation land sale misrepresentation construction

defect so instead suggest the following ln2006 ChÆirmÆnDonald Horton ranked as the 606 richest man

in the world and should restore consumer kus from hisown pocicet underStand tiDIII bced

also very well compensated and even recciyed bonuses fordefrauding thousands over the coulse of years One such

director was even Francine Ne1t the forxnerU.S-Treasury Secretary hired to peddle political influence on capitol

Ill and meet with Franklin Raines of Fannie Mae infamy ..

http/inecearonllne.cchortpnd_r_inc-de/dc_l4a_proxv-tatement-deflnlttve/2OO5/1 2/I4/Scctlon3.asp

httrn//seattietlmes.nwsourcecouhtml/busLneutechno1oevf2004358433 webratnesl8.btml

Very well established mail fraud and racketeering laws should provide federal agencies with the jurisdiction to take

such actions Since profits from
illegal undeilàlcings should be disgorged recommcnd starting with the felons and

former high ranking federal officials in Fort Worth

Just the facts just sue me

/S/ Patrick Missud

Patrick Missud Esq CA 219614

P.S .Caii have my IIIJD FOIA request now
2.The usps positively acccpted the following.in the few seconds after they were scanned into the usps

database

lioldes .Ii

Ci.I

In numerous states throughout the Country local stats nd even federal officials hay time and

again support.d Horton to this dstrlm.nt of consumers and perhaps sven rec.lv.d

benefit for themelv.s .Ses the Official dcum.nts within Contact me as below
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PackMsud
91 San Juan Avenue

San Franasco CA94112
415-845.5540

FAX 415-584-7251

mjSsudbatahod.öom

Domain Ham R.aintaUo
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\Were Quality Counts and Honesty Macmo

CANT BE MORE EMPHA11C IF YOU BUY FROM DR HORTON YOU WILL LIKELY BE DEFRAUDED DR Horton is RICO operating company

develepers DHI Included jfpjfedilion cpnceml2000lU$t01f29/fbi rnertgaoe.frarida dl major investment gresp CtW has even demanded accountabil

already discovered and officially documented are predatory landIng antItrust tampering with federal informant mall fraud and taa evasion Officia

On January 30 2008 It was demanded that CEO Tomnltz and Chairman Horton step dewn at the January 31 2000 shareholder meeting Each of thea

mortgaga fraud casa which detailed theIr nationwide fraud 07-2625 JL pggJldoaldlnnrnitzivacrnnb infotDrnruntt an jrdhfmj Since this official

who have contacted me from Nevada Illinois Oklahoma Virginia and California Additional information seen lecleding arson has been complied at

Class actions era now being formed nationwide in the areas of mortgage fraud/predatory lending construction detecfilack of warranty and SEC den

There Is standing $5000 reward for additional Insider Information leading to the criminal conviction of Horton officers end executives Contact

THE MENUof 14 below listed web sites descriptions end hyperileks are for rout and not exaggerated Everything Is supported with scanned docum

documents and will exceed 5001300 respectively with new Inrormatlon yet to be uploaded

THE MENU

hitnllwwvyheddcom/nrocesn dutaseurcttohofrttotlwww.hobb.ornlindex.ohootsttnncom contentstxskthinncntnaorvl64ltumid295htlOhl

bullrter.htmlhttoftwww.npotfreportcOmtrenortstoll4olRitOtfOl4Oe4O.htmhttnr/tWwW tools cnmtforurnlbssinvnstconslructionlTKBU94tJti60LDffiOtS

conspiracy
to defraud extending to upper management throughout the regions of Nevada end Northern California DR Hortons once hottest marke

including Nevada Pennsylvania Texas Virginia and Florida IA dozen scansftnpttmww.drhortontraud corn larson correspondence with and co

by three legal teams In attempted cover up of predatory lending 50 scanned officIal documents http/lwww drhortoncouldhavekllledme.com eight

httollwwwdrhortnnsucks.tnfo 4-500 consumer testimonials regarding mortgage freud defects and warranty misrepresentations as recently as OcIc

hltoflwww.doneldtomnitzisacrook.com massive tax evasIon In Pennsylvania and coercion of the whistle blowers dozen scans hflp1jfmy.dot50j

fraud has been rampant at the company for years dozes scans over three dozen certified mail labetshttyllwwW.drhortonhomelemon.com predat

development dozens of Intended scans httol/wwwdrhortonhomelnmonlnfo quality and warranty misrepresentations and doable talk Half dozens

developments near carcinogenic EME end chemicals thereby risking consumers heelth Ihelf dozen scanshftytlsirww.drhortnnhOmeOtlinrrOrs.info

rain and intimidate half dozen scenslhttolfwww.drhortonhomesstlnlccom DR Horton practice of shafting its own employees who then turn end be

htfnftwwwdrhortonhnmesstink.lnfn tend misrepresentations end major construction defects nationwide Still under development dozens of intends

The very short list of recenlly filed cases acrosa he nation is as follows

Nevada Slate Coutl Cave GSA 503121-C Fraud and deceptine business practices Cal mmix Slate Case R1C369795 Fraud and dscepiive business pract ceo

Federal Court Case 07 on-hi 030 WJZ Fraud Trslh in Lending violation Georgia Federal Court Case 07 cn-0008t bay ms RCSFA violation VirgLnia Federal

CtW INVESTMENT GROUP CALLS ON DR HORTON TO ADDRESS COMPLIANCE FAILURES Institutional investor CtW with $1.4T in securities has

manage their currently in house predatory mortgage lending arm DNI Mortgage hftottwww ctwrnvssiwnnlnrouo.cemlfile.ldnrinlnrnuo fitss/CIW mv

invcstment communIty Is realizIng that the cat Is out of the bag We are now In free for all for sEarehold derleatine suits and putative class action

Regarding Predalory Lending Hones has admitled to 96% captive capture mete of wr ling msrtgeges for is home building operations where 70% is aireac

violated RESPA by tying its monlgaga lending operations to home sales In Nevada cane 05 5031 21C on August 31 2007 the uis in Steven Belsinger

enidins had committed deceptine trade practices The sty further found that DHI Morfgage end Daniel Callahan had committed fraud In the Northern strict ui

same decepline trade practices and hail and switch taclica regarding OHI mortgage services The 2CC consumer declarations wilhin ace gailered from al teasi

Wrera land misrepresentations are concerned In South Carolina stale case 06 CP 071050 residents of aD Horton cntnmun ly hans been silenced by ihe

operation unl 12010 by OR Horton AEer purchase the gof course was eusenliulty rezoned and the construction of 250 homes was begun In an inlernal ema

case 369790 residents had not been told that the aoining span hills would be developed within months of lheir purchase end that other adlo ntng
lend was

hous ng In Nevada the Sunridga Ha ghls and Manor commundies were guaranteed by Horton that the wash behind their homes would not be developed

rezoned and hundreds of additional units are under conslmctien Contact Congressman J_onrojoriruiltinaiinupg ocx He hea been apprised of th fraud Ii

thcir quid pr vale streela by DR Honon which then ssbaeqsenlly used fhem to service Ins vent larger neighboring cummun liea

Wiere Fedrra TIle 10 threelening nnd tampering with informanla are concemed retirement communily in Fennsy vania hon been threelened into near silos

Tevas vocal retirevs lingal and Cnrrecle have been threatened into near silence or recounting their stories which era aua labIa by seerching their names el wn

stale whnrnby the THCC regulatory commission meant to protect consumers from fraudulent builders has had seats appointed to builder friendly offiouls wilt

for tha stales labor board was targeted iv murder conspiracy when he alerted gathering too much nlotmation regarding Federal probe into tae evasion by hr

cotiirsrurivc/2l7C4liiaL.iJE3747Zfitoit In California the asihor of this site has eopenenced distinct and proven tale ielory actions by Horton the last

Atienlion Allornays
Gmreral It

you
need inside nformahon have contacis for over dozen detectors They have the inside on how Horton deceptively di

division by manipulating locked interest rates inflating dosing cosfo not ccediting incentives end discounts end ihe like hven more naiders regarding come

Hortons bottom line and shareholder evpectations

THE 400 HORTON CONSUMER TESTIMONIALS CONTAINED WITHIN ARE FOR REAL... 100 MORE HAVE BEEN GATI-fE/

INFORMATION ARE DAUNTING SO READ THE BOLD HIGHLIGHTS The reason that have not been sued is that DR Ho

further revealed Horton has however taken other actions....

Wren you sear for horton on the ml Iwo pages you wIt find sources such an conoumeralfairs topic cilydata which corroborate this silo Link to those

sourcvs will recounl stories of depivled savings college funds 401ks sleeplessness sirosa and anvivty tonic mold and electrical fir ruined careers and fona

criminals compleic with them very own damning internal ematis are displayed al wwvv drhvrr ncorrlil avukvlndrre coin Business Week hen printed four erticla

mortgage melt down trauds are lisled on lbs nest page under the predatory lending tab

RACKETEERING An organized conspiracy to commit or attempt the crime of coercion COERCION Compeli

9/14/2011
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Home Engineering -Keeping Builders in Check

Home
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construction
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Warranty Fraud

If were lo download all of the dissatisfacfos to this web site It would crash There may not be enoegh memory on the web to list it aft For et leech
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Home Page of

more acts 3.constituting pattern 4.of racketeering activity 5.directiy participates in 6.an enterprise 7.the

MIND AS YOU READ THE WITHIN....400UL.. VERY SIMILAR CONSUMER TESTIMONIALS -THIS IS NO JOKE

Attention shareholders RESPONSE TO THIS SITE HAS BEEN INCREDIBLE THE MOST CONSERVATIVE ESTIMATES PUTS THE VALUE OF PREVENTI

CONSUMERSI This site will remain in
operation

until all board room originated criminal activities cease and consumers are meaningfully protected

DHI has been trading In sideways pattern for the past three months Th stock Is falling today after Jim Cramer put out fairly negative quote or th

seriously questioning whether or not the company would be able to make it Technical indicators for DHI are bearish and steady white gives

Homebuilder 101

Homebuilders Yeah thaf right its been while since youve thought abtt these
guys

since the hedge funds and banks have taken over the headlines But

fioridabuilder shares his thoughts about what cash flow means to the major homebuilders Though he thinks that KB Home and NVR may be on solid footing ht

at serious liquidity issues

its sad but true the crimes committed by Amertcas Builder havent been seen since ENRON Hortons own documents make the case some of wh

Lending Antilrusl and even Coercion by the nations largest builder Horton and wholly owned affiliate DHI Mortgaget Within these pages you will find 40

seal 10 organizalion of class actions Verification of the testimonials by business week articles include the following

D.R Horton sued for lending practices By Malt Slagle

www.businessweek com/alflnancialnewsID8QTNRI01 .htm

D.R Horton Inc one of the nations largest homebuilders Is being sued by one-time customer who says he was forced to

filing The lawsuit charges the homebuilder with violating the Real Estate Settlement Procedures Act according to filing with the

Southern District of Georgia and May 2007 complaint filed in U.S District Court Northern District of Catiforrtial says the homebuilt

discounts and incentives yada yada yade........ click the above link for the complete story or read the hundreds of testimonials

DRHortonsucks.info is one of five interlitiked sites designed to
provide

central clearinghouse of information which is evailable to end monitored by law

respective enforcement agencies such as divisions of banking antitrust lending and consumer proleclions the 535 members in both houses of Congress Wt

Private and class action attorneys filing suits on behalf of defrauded consumers Syndicated national print and broadcast media

As before if the following pages crash from too much data input additional but less updated information can be viewed at drhortonconfldential.cocn At confti

DO NOTHING which has instead required private citizens to protect American immigrants retrees and the underprivileged -who by the way and coincidentally

President has finally acknowledged the predatory lending rampant across the nation which has been perfected with near scientific predator by

Receipt of notificatIon of the fraud by many of the above entitles Is absolutely verified by certified U.S government mail and can be viewed at ffj

and Including Donald Horton and Donald Tomnitz to enforce Hortons rights and to prevent further nationwide fraud is also verified by USPS rec

these documents at www.drttortonhraud.com

Please send your comments to my email account at missudpatfyahoo.com to add to the over 500 consumers already fouiu

capability at this site is still under development Please post your blog at an affiliates site and browse while therewww.New

Please keep your comments to truthful recounts of your experiences YOU ARE PROTECTED by the following Federal Laws

Title IS U.S Code Section 1512 Tampering with an informant sub part Whoever Intentionally harasses another parson and thereby hinders pre

States the comnissioa or possible commission of Federal offense...or attempts to do so shall be fined not more than $25000.00 or imprisoned nc

Title 18 U.S Code Section 1513 Retaliating against en Informant sub part Whoever knowingly with the intent to retaliate takes any action herm

commission or pOSSille commission of any Federal offense shall be lined ceder this title or Imprisoned not more than 10 years or both.Ptease feel

transgressions and schemes that you may have beifl victim of

An example of Horton Compassion

Family has not heard from Horton Jackie Mull Sarah Anne Walkers younger sister said Tuesday that its been more than week since her at

Horton Sarahs employer has tried to contact or return any phone calls to her immediate family They have not offered any condolences to any Of

have not called her brother and they have not called me The Mulls were making funeral arrangements at the time and wanted to know if they wot

the company told her they would not be paying those commissions They told us Sarah was no longer an employee of D.R Horton and we are not

should have paid or it Ithe funeral and be dam glad to do that feel like they should have stepped up immediately covering costs and do what the

cost answer is Its not about decency at Horton Its about the bottom tine httpllnewhomebuildersnewsbtog.corn/

Additional exposces in Business Week articles

jl/vww.businesswoek.gnfmaazineIcontefltlO7 331b4046601.htm

http//www.husinessweek.corrlrrtactaziflelcOntent/07 331b4046605.htm

httuimages.businessweek.com/sslO7l08lO8O2 cirielindex O1.htm

httpllwww.bttsinesswock.cpiJfflagazlnecontet1tIO7 33/b4046608.htm

The named defendarlls Donald Tomnitz and Donald Horton have opted not to answer substantive questions regarding the myriad fra

have guaranteed that this site prominently remains in operation to prevent future consumer fraud which in turn severely injures the

notified by fax of recent ongoing predatory lending schemes receieved from consumers visiting this site The frauds are detailed and

recounted stories IF YOU ARE VICTIM CONTACT ME AND YOUR STATES AflORNEY GENERAL

Why cant been sued for Iibelldefamation Because the truth hurts

Section 45a of the California Civil Code provides protection for privileged publication or broadcast made in any judicial proce

proceeding By fair and true report
if the publication of the matter complained of was for the public benefit

Because of the value of public comment on newsworthy events the First Amendment requires that in order to establish defamationc

malice Actual malice generally refers to statements made with Knowledge of their falsity or in reckless disregard for whether they wet

CEO DONALD TOMNITZ AND THE DR HORTON BOARD ARE CROOKS AND HAVE KNOWN ABOUT THE FEDERAL PREDATORY LENDING FOR YEARS

Please visit the finks below for further details This 5th of five web sites is still under development Email me and send your

missudpat@yahoo.com in YOLI mailserver window

drhortonfraudcom

http//www.drhortonsucks.info/ 9/14/2011
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EXHIBIT



From pat missud rnissudpat@yahoo.cornl

Sent Wednesday May 29 2013 749 PM

To ssmith@meyersnave.com kdrake@meyersnave.com dinness@meyersnave.com bstrottman@meyersnave.com

mbonino@hayesscott.com mpeard@hayesscott.com amanes@hayesscott.com acalderon@havesscott.com

wagstaffe@kerrwagstaffe corn tippkins@kerrwagstaffe corn rnvl@kerrwagstaffe.com mackey@kerrwagstaffe corn

Iucy.arrnendariz@calbar.ca.gov erica.dennings@calbar.ca.gov Patrice rncelroy@calbar.ca.gov

Patrick.kelly@calbar.ca.gov Danielle.lee@calbar.ca.gov starr.babcock@calbar.ca.gov Bernadette.rnolina@calbar.ca.gov

Jayne.kirn@calbar.ca.gov Joseph.carlucci@calbar.ca.gov Susan.kagan@calbar.ca.gov Sherrie.rncletchie@calbar.ca.gov

Lawrence.yee@calbar.ca.gov Rachel.grunberg@calbar.ca.gov Adriana.burger@calbar.ca.gov adonlan@sftc.org

bcornpton@sftc.org dlok@sftc.org adarn@posardbroek.com Dewey.Wheeler@McNamaraLaw.com
Tanner Brink@McNarnaraLaw.corn Christopher Lustig@McNarnaraLaw.corn trg@rnrnker.corn

ehuguenin@greenhall.com Iaw@nivensrnith.corn bfasuescu@sanmateocourt.org scott@rnckayleonglaw.corn

FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-l6lStfl9 Elizabeth tbmontano@drhortoncorn garris@wbsk.corn kider@wbskcorn

souders@wbsk.com jodou@wshblaw.com rtodd@wshblaw.corn mroose@wshblaw.corn cgilbertson@wshblaw.corn

LMarguez@wendel corn GMRoss@wendelcorn vhoy@allenrnatkins.corn rnrnazza@allenrnatkins.corn



jpatterson@aflenmatkins.com cpernicka@ailenmatkins.com cdawson@rdlaw.com james.strother@wellsfargo.com

raymondmlynch@weflsfargo.com eric mcluen2@wellsfargo.com ecs@nvrelaw.com joseph@josephmaylaw.com

oig@sec.gov sanfrancisco@sec.gov dfw@sec.gov greener@sec.gov annie.reding@usdoj.gov bonny.wong@usdoj.gov

TommasinoJ@clarkcountycourts.us dept11EA@clarkcountycourts.us KutinacD@clarkcountycourts.us

nvscclerk@nvcourts.nv.gov itservicedesk@nvcourtsnv.gov aginfo@ag.state.nv.us ncjdinfo@judiciaLstate.nv.us

judcom@govmail.state.nv.us HawkinsJ@clarkcountycourts.us GambleL@clarkcountycourts.us davidc@nvbar.org

kimberlyf@nvbar.org ecartwright@ag.nv.gov WHowle@ag.nv.gov NVFMP@nvcourts.nv.gov tim@ncalegal.com

houman@ncalegal.com kfeinstein@sftc.org myuen@sftc.org ACheng@sftc.org ckarnow@sftc.org igiorgi@sftc.org

cwoolard@sftc.org pmahoney@sftc.org hkahn@sftc.org palvarado@sftc.org GonzalezE@clarkcountycourts.us

BullaB@clarkcountycourts.us mzaccone@carr-mcclellan.com wgutierrez@carr-mccleUan.com MHU DAK@carr

mcclellancom eengiand@mpplaw.com adkent@aol.com

Subject Fw Do you guys have clue as to how important you are

Hi all-

Although the subject line was directed to media your individual contributions to judicial exposure was likewise

important

Thank you- sincerely

Patrick

More later

On Wed 5/29/13 pat missud missudpatc2yahoo.com wrote

From
pat

missud missudpat@yahoo.com

Subject Do you guys have clue as to how important you are
To stein@huffingtonpost.com dan.fitzpatrick@wsj.com sboyer@hearst.com newstips@latimes.com

Scott Glover@latimes.com melanie.mason@latimes.com matea.gold@latimes.com Scott Gold@latimes.com

sdean@click2houston.com hsmith@reviewjournal.com snishimura@ star-telegram.com asorci@sacbee.com

Scott Reckard@latimes.com sosdnews@uniontrib.com estanton@bloomberg.net

stevebrown@dallasnews.com thorner@sptimes.com tshaffer@attorneygeneral.gov gretchen@nytimes.com

ryan.vlastelica@thornsonreuters.com wargo@lasvegassun.com trigaux@sptimes.com

mvansickler@sptimes.com ivy@zelmanassociates.com bwillis@bloomberg.net

dawn.wotapka@dowjones.com lmorgan@sptimes.com sangeetha@seekingalpha.com national@nytimes.com

president@nytimes.com jim.puzzanghera@latimes.com publisher@nytimes.com readers@forbes.com

realestate@nytimes.com ruth.simon@wsj.com feedback@mysanantonio.com francesco.guerrera@wsj.com

kris.maher@wsj.com ryan.vlastelica.reuters.com @reuters .net cmo1lenkamp7@gmail.com

liz.rappaport@wsj.com robin.sidel@wsj.com Aaron.Lucchetti@wsj.com contact

editorial@seekingalpha.com jess.bravin@wsj.com constance.mitchell-ford@wsj .com peter.grant@wsj.com

angela.pruitt@dowjones.com nick.vonklock@dowjones.com Rick.Brooks@wsj.com

eamon2 @bloomberg.net williarn.rempel@latimes.com michael.siconolfi@wsj.com

cpalmeri@bloomberg.net corina.knoll@latimes.com erica.phillips@dowjones.com ben.fritz@wsj.com

epettersson@bloomberg.net mhytha@bloomberg.net

Date Wednesday May 29 2013 748 AM

Good morning Media

Congre$$ $old us or U.S out decades ago Per the attached and below the court$ arent any better With

the right or wrong guy or gal in the White House the corporate oligarchs can have it all and almost did with



Romney not to mention no-bid-contract Cheney and his defense contractor and war-profiteer Halliburton

When the corporate oligarchs have the trifecta were all really screwed like common folk in late 1930s Italy

Germany and Japan Those commoners lost control of their leaders too Their leaders then ran a-muck

throughout the world and caused big problems Thats whats at stake here at home... and worldwide

You people- Media and Press are the 4th branch of government which provides check on the other three

You gals and guys are all that 314000000 real people have left if in years another Romney is propped-up

to do the Koch$ and Adelson$ bidding That being said- now lets set up the U.S $upreme Court the court

of court$...

SCOTUS already sold us out

12-7817 $COTU$ Denied review of this Writ even though federal judge$ covered for state court

colleagues who
rig judicially-compelled FAA arbitrations to pad their own pocket$ $COTU$ couldnt

acknowledge the NINE judge$ fraud- the type which sent just two PAjudge$ Ciavarella and Conahan to

prison for combined 48.5 years because that would cause collapse of the judiciary

http//www.fbi.gov/philadelphialpress-releases/20 1/former-pennsylvania-county-president-judge-and-juvenile-

judge-mark-ciavarella-sentenced-to-28-years-in-prison

12-8191 $COTU$ Denied review of this Writ even though federal judge$ covered for the $EC which was

bought-off by Fortune-500 D.R Horton in the same exact way that Madoff bought it off to grow his $39

Billion Ponzi scheme for years- even after tioped offby Harry Markopolos The SEC own website

corroborates knowledge of Donald Hortons 27-state racketeering since 2008 $COTU$ cant acknowledge that

it$ own judgeS furthered thi$ because that would cause collapse of the judiciary

http//www.sec.gov/divisions/corpfin/cf-noaction/1 4a-8.shtml

SCOTUS will again $ell US out

12-9412 Just yesterday $COTU$ required an additional $1000/- to perfect this Writ It$ driving up the costs

because it cant acknowledge that Nevada$ $upreme Court was juiced to cover for DHI$ targeting
80

Nevada and 320 more out-of-state families for financial predation and predatory loan$$$ DHI re-Sold

hundreds of millions in worthle$$ sub-prime loans to the federal government and $COTU$ cant afford that the

nation know that NVs $even highe$t corporate-bought judges are aS $i$ting in consumer predation

http//articles.latimes.com/2006/jun/08/nation/na-vegs8 and

http//www.reviewjournal.com/news/elections/nevada-ranks-8th-supreme-court-election-fundraiSiflg how

important you all are- cant do this without you $COTU$ cant acknowledge any of this because that

would cause collapse of the judiciary



12-9413 Just yesterday $COTU$ required an additional $l000I- to perfect this Writ lt$ driving up the costs

because it cant acknowledge that California$ $upreme Court is covering for the $tate Bar which condones

Member-predation of Californias 38 million itizens Their$ is an us vs them mentality whereby they rig

their legal $y$tem$ to fleece unsuspecting litigants Since Im primarily an Engineer and Contractor Im one

of them exposing the us who are corrupt Member$ and Member$ turned judges who work the $ame exact

$y$tem$ once made judicially-immune and holier than thou $COTU$ cant acknowledge this because that

would cause collapse of their judiciary

12-10006 This ones in the pipeline $COTU$ will likewise increase costs of this Writ because it cant afford

to expose that when judge$ discover federal informant-mole like me among them they retaliate in all $ort$

of illegal ways that would make hardened felon$/racketeers life Mafia Dons blu$h $COTU$ cant

acknowledge this because that would cause total collapse of the judiciary

12-8891 This ones in the pipeline $COTU$ will likewise increase costs of this Writ because it cant afford to

expose that judge$ game the FAA from coast to coast to favor only the corporate special interests and

themselves despite two bits of paper called the Constitution and Bill of Rights $COTU$ cant acknowledge

corrupt judge$ Constitutional desecrations because that would cause utter collapse of the judiciary

SCOTUS will again be $et-up to $ell US out

12-15658 This appeal was decided on May 21 2013 two days before $COTU$ was to decide 12-

9412 and 9413 above It proves to criminal standards that District judge Chen was corporate-bought by DHI to

di$mi$$ it from $uit Otherwise the Fortune-500 company would have had to disgorge Billion$ in RICO

proceeds $COTU$ wont acknowledge this or the official Transcripts and Orders catching Chen in lie$

because that would cause collapse of the judiciary all the up to the Circuit court

12-17622 Judge Alsup couldnt stand having dockets which proved judicial corruption to criminal standards

publicly registered $o he simply deleted them from PACER- the public database which insures judicial

tran$parency Chen then dismissed all his corrupt colleague$ from $uit after ignoring 22 transcripts catching

them all in lies It$ easy catching judge in lie$ when you know theyre bought All one need do is bring to

hearings overwhelming proof that laws were broken read dozens of facts and reference scores of government

documents into the record and then witne$$ the bought-judge ignore all of it It he or she say$ up is down left

is right or dark is light then you know money$ changed hand$ $COTU$ cant acknowledge this or any of the

22 transcripts catching judges $aying that 223 because that would cause an epic collapse of the judiciary

13-15357 Fir$tjudge Al$up removed the corruption and racketeering case from PACER then secreted it

with the courts internal database thereafter assigned it to himself and finally mis-identified it as an insurance

claim Judge Chen then got unanimously assigned by the court$ Executive Committee to the intentionally

concealed case and yet again di$mi$$ed more of his bought-off colleague$ from this $uit Otherwise it would



have also exposed his own corruption for having already lied in 12-15658 above Chen ignored 1000-

documents many of which admi$$ion$ from the named Defendants and which prove that San Francisco

practice$ the $ame RICO schemes against
its own constituents as did Bell California which was federally

raided

in 2009

http//www.ask.com/wiki/City of Bell scandalo2800gsrc999

$COTU$ cant acknowledge that al$up buried this case and that Chen ignored every single fact and law because

that would cause collapse of the judiciary from coast to coast

CONCLUSIONS

$COTU$ already threw 314 Million non-corporate Americans under the Citizen$-United corporate bu$ in two

Denied Writs 12-7817 8191

$COTU$ i$ again poi$ed to throw 314 Million non-corporate Americans under the Citizen$-United corporate

bu$ in two additional Writs- ju$t recently made more costly 12-94 12 9413

$COTU$ will thereafter throw 314 Million non-corporate Americans under the Citizen$-United corporate bu$

in Writs which similarly prove corporate corruption ofjudge$ to criminal standard$ 12-10006 8891

$COTU$ will then again have to throw 314 Million non-corporate Americans under the Citizen$-United

corporate bu$ in three more Circuit Appeals which will be Petitioned to $COTU$ to prove beyond all doubt that

the Countrys highest court would rather protect it$ own corrupt colleagues than the foundations of democracy

The Citizen$-United corporate-bought have brought this unto them$elve$

For the complete and utter destruction of the corporate-bought judiciary

Pa ck

18 USC 1513 Federal Informant

31 USC 3279 Qui-Tam Relator

CCP 1021.5 Private Attorney General

P.S.- Isnt it coincidental that SCOTUS and the Circuit would coordinate efforts yesterday to notify me that Im

getting
nowhere with my litigation

of NINE actions which prove judicial corruption way on up through the

Circuit court Does somebody thing that Koch Brother$ brothers of other mothers $calia and Thoma$ had

anything to do with thi$



P.P.S.- Much more later

On Tue 5/28/13 ca9 ecfnoticing@ca9.uscourts.gov ca9 ecfnoticingcca9 uscours.gov wrote

From ca9 ecfnoticing@ca9.uscourts.gov ca9 ecfnoticing@ca9.uscourts.gov

Subject Re-send 12-15658 Patrick Missud State of Nevada et al File Motion for Reconsideration from

Dispositive Order

To missudpat@yahoo.com

Date Tuesday May 28 2013 1159 AM

NOTE TO PUBLIC ACCESS USERS Judicial Conference of the United States policy permits

attorneys of record and parties in case including pro se litigants to receive one free electronic copy of

all documents filed electronically if receipt is required by law or directed by the filer PACER access fees

apply to all other users To avoid later charges download copy of each document during this first

viewing

United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit

Amended 05/28/2013 115955 Notice of Docket Activity

The following transaction was entered on 05/21/2013 at 25455 PM PDT and filed on 05/21/2013

Case Name Patrick Missud State of Nevada et al

Case Number 12-15658

Documents Documents

Docket Text

Filed ECF Appellant Patrick Alexandre Missud motion for reconsideration of dispositive Judge Order of

05/21/2013 Date of service 05/21/2013 UPDATE Attached 05/21/2013 memorandum

Resent NDA 05/28/20 13 by RY PAM

Notice will be electronically mailed to

Mr Charles Wayne Howle Solicitor General

Patrick Alexandre Missud

Mr Joel Eugene Douglas Odou Attorney

Ann Marie Reding Assistant U.S Attorney

Ms Melissa Roose Attorney

Case participants listed below will not receive this electronic notice

Amy Foscalina

Wood Smith Henning Berman

1001 Galaxy Way
Suite 308



Concord CA 94520

The following documents are associated with this transaction

Document Description Notice of Intent to Petition for Rehearing

Original Filename 5658_NotlntToReHear_5-2 1-1 3.pdf

Electronic Document Stamp
acecfStamp_ID 1106763461 1/2013

1e1dcbe21c7cab466072c3621 1945e0a013c60f69375db5b91d75f9aa7825c4414b424c822204a7

dbfce3b25c273fd37de5378c72 5b2ee5a6al

Document Description Notice to Media and Law Enforcement to Indict

Original Filename Email$ToGetJudge$Indicted_5-2 1-13 .pdf

Electronic Document Stamp

acecfStamp_ID 1106763461 1/2013

13c882e06340b8c15031b5ca2bf9e53b50fe2a9aeb622d1 2alb0ec

be3d84e02c0fa6fec0d38059ddfabelc40

Document Description Memorandum

Original Filename C\Documents and Settings\rebeccay\Desktop\ECF\12-15658 Memo 41.pdf

Electronic Document Stamp

acecfStamp_ID 1106763461 1/2013

4fb330b07aee8cc2bfd9748a8684c55bf0c58a0edb3ce28bc06e627f8b70079c695e58C68

d8c808766e08854f525 l4efOdcflde58Oa7

cii

.iI11t



Search Supreme Court of the United States http//www.supremecourt.gov/Search.aspxFiIeName/docketfi Ies/1

6213

Docketed

Lower Ct

Case Nos
Decision Date

Patrick Missud Petitioner

State Bar of California

March 25 2013

Supreme Court of California

S205522
November 14 2012

-.--Date----------Proceedings and

Dec31 2012 Petition for writ of certiorari and motion for leave to proceed in torma paupens filed

Response due April 24 2013

May 2013 DISTRIBUTED for Conference of May 23 2013

May 182013 Supplemental brief of petitioner Patrick Missud flied VIDED Distributed

May 28 2013 The motion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis is denied Petitioner is allowed

until June 18 2013 within which to pay the docketing fee required by Rule 38a and to

subrmt petition in compliance with Rule 33.1 of the Rules of this Court

-Name

Attorneys for Petitioner

Phone--

Patrick Missud

Party name Patrick Missud

91 San Juan Ave

San Francisco CA 94112

May 282013 Version 2012.0

Supreme Court of the United States

of3 5/28/2013 306 PM



Search Supreme Court of the United States http//www.supremecourt.gov/Search.aspxFiIeName/docketfUes/I

No 12-9412

Patrick Missud Petitioner

DR Horton Inc et al

Docketed

Lower Ct

Case Nos
Decision Date

Rehearing Denied

March 25 2013

Supreme Court of Nevada

60563
July 25 2012

October 31 2012

Date-----Proceedings and

Dec 31 2012 Petition for writ of certiorari and motion for leave to proceed in forma pauperis filed

Response due April24 2013

May 2013 DISTRIBUTED for Conference of May 23 2013

May 18 2013 Supplemental brief of petitioners Patrick Missud filed Distributed

May 28 2013 The motion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma paupens is denied Petitioner is allowed

until June 18 2013 within which to pay the docketing fee required by Rule 38a and to

submit petition in compliance with Rule 33.1 of the Rules of this Court

Attorneys for Petitioner

--Phone

Patrick Missud

Party name Patrick Missud

91 San Juan Ave

San Francisco CA 94112

May28 2013 Version 201 2.0

Supreme Court of the United States

30f3 5/28/20 13 306 PM



Supreme Court of the United States

Office of the Clerk

Washington DC 20543-0001

William Suter

Clerk of the Court

April 15 2013
202479-3011

Mr Patrick Missud

91 San Juan Ave

San Francisco CA 94112

Re Patrick Alexandre Missud

Superior Court of California San Francisco County et

No 12-7817

Dear Mr Missud

The Court today entered the following order in the above-entitled case

The petition for writ of certiorari is denied

Sincerely

William Suter Clerk



Supreme Court of the United States

Office of the Clerk

Washington DC 20543-0001

William Suter

Clerk of the Court

April 15 2013
202479-3011

Mr Patrick Missud

91 San Juan Ave

San Francisco CA 94112

Re Patrick Missud

Securities and Exchange Commission et al

No 12-8191

Dear Mr Missud

The Court today entered the following order in the above-entitled case

The petition for writ of certiorari is denied

Sincerely

William Suter Clerk


