IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT



   FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA  


George Citizen


)






)


Plaintiff,


)






)


v.



)
Number 02-CV-7888EA ( J )






)

Dean Daniels, an individual,

)

Holton Payne, an individual,

)


and



)

David Gambill, an individual

)






)


Defendants. 


)


PLAINTIFF’S MOTION TO STRIKE BRANDON D. WATKINS’ INSIPID, ARROGATED NONSENSE “HONORABLE DAVID GAMBILL’S 

MOTION TO DISMISS WITH BRIEF IN SUPPORT” /  

RESPONSE / MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

Motion to strike


1. Brandon Watkins, again insults the integrity of the courts of the Northern District of Oklahoma  by presuming courts are woefully ignorant of the law and proceed blindly to take instruction from Drew Edmondson to literally fix cases.


2. George Citizen did not sue “HONORABLE DAVID GAMBILL.”  George Citizen sued David Gambill, an individual, for proceeding in clear absence of jurisdiction. 


3. Watkins’ attempts to work a FRAUD ON THIS COURT with the lie, “While it is clear that the Plaintiff’s allegations in this case are unsupported by any facts or evidence and are based solely on his own conclusions.” This comment by Watkins verifies that not only is Watkins a liar, Watkins is unschooled and untrained in the legal arts (or alternately intentionally untrained and misinformed). This court shall notice, George Citizen testified under penalty of perjury. George Citizen’s testimony is not rebutted. Watkins offers this court only his own UNSUPPORTED OPINIONS AND CONCLUSIONS. 


4. This court has knowledge that demurrers have been abolished. See Federal Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 7 (c).  This court shall notice that Watkins thinks this court is stupid not recognizing Watkins’ paper as a  frivolous demurrer. This court has knowledge that a procedurally proper motion to dismiss does not test the factual sufficiency of the pleadings. In fact, a motion to dismiss assumes the factual assertions  of the plaintiff are true.

Conclusion


5. Whereas this court has knowledge, Brandon D. Watkins has filed a demurrer misnamed as a motion to dismiss, the so-called motion to dismiss must be stricken as a matter of law.

Response


6. Notwithstanding the fact that due process requires the striking of Brandon Watkins’ frivolous pleading, George Citizen notices this court regarding certain facts of record and urges points of law. Dean Daniels is a debt collector. Dean Daniels is attempting  to collect a “debt”  for Holton Payne. Third party debt collection is a privilege, not a right.  George Citizen’s due process rights require that before Dean Daniels can proceed with debt collection activity, George Citizen must receive a conforming dunning letter as required by the Fair Debt Collections Practices Act. Dean Daniels violated George Citizen’s rights by failing or refusing to comply with the Fair Debt Collections Practices Act. Where a person (George Citizen) is deprived of due process rights, the court (in this case David Gambill) is deprived of subject matter jurisdiction (the power to perform judicial acts for the party asserting jurisdiction) (Dean Daniels). Records verify that David Gambill knew of his lack of jurisdiction.  The people of the Northern District are weary of clowns like Brandon D. Watkins pretending to be morons (or maybe Brandon really is an idiot). This court however, does not have the option of setting aside law for preference. In the underlying jurisdictional failing complained of, David Gambill had knowledge of his want of jurisdiction, and  “ordered” George Citizen to pay Dean Daniels $25,000 or pay the court $50,000 anyway.

CONCLUSION AND MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT


7. Whereas this court has knowledge that George Citizen testified under penalty of perjury that Dean Daniels was attempting to collect a debt, Dean Daniels violated George Citizen’s rights under the Fair Debt Collections Practices Act, and David Gambill has confessed want of subject matter jurisdiction of the requests and demands of Dean Daniels; and whereas,  Dean Daniels, Holton Payne, and  David Gambill deprived George Citizen of money, property, and rights without due process of law; and whereas,  neither Dean Daniels, Holton Payne,  nor David Gambill have rebutted the testimony of George Citizen,  this court has an oath-based duty to grant summary judgment for George Citizen on the issues and to go forward to determine the amount and apportionment of damages.

Prepared and submitted by: _______________________




George Citizen
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE


I, George Citizen, certify that _____________, I mailed a true and correct copy of the above and foregoing motion to strike / response, and motion for summary judgment via first class mail to:

Brandon D. Watkins

4545 N. Lincoln Blvd. Sutie 260

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73105-3498

And

T. E. Drummond

1500 South Utica, Suite 400

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74104-6522





__________________________






George Citizen
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