IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF TENNESSEE

_




WESTERN DISTRICT



 

ABC, CORP




)


Plaintiff



)   DEMAND FOR AN OPPORTUNITY







)   TO RESOLVE THIS MATTER 

vs





)   OUTSIDE OF COURT







)
Case. No. 12 345

JOHN H. SMITH



)

_
Defendant



)
File on Demand


 

John H. Smith, a Real Party in Interest
)
DEMAND FOR AN OPPORTUNITY TO RESOLVE THIS MATTER 

OUTSIDE OF COURT

I,  John. H. Smith, a Real Party in Interest, in Case No. 12 3456, say that I have just been informed by a Lawyer, that this case should never have been brought to court until it had first been addressed outside of court on the Plaintiff’s and the Defendant’s own personal means of time and money.  In other words, legal combatants are supposed to own their own problems first, before dumping them on the public.  Both the Plaintiffs and I, one of the Defendants, because of ignorance or because of persuasion by our respective attorneys, have allowed this case to come into court and eat out the substance of the tax financed judicial system without first attempting to resolve this matter between us using our own resources of time and money.  Technically, because of this lack of responsibility of owning our own mutual problem, the Plaintiffs and I have committed tax fraud by an unnecessary and unjustified use of a tax financed institution which is already overburdened and which is supposed to be used only for critical and emergency situations.  Had we been required to rely only upon our own means for resolving this problem, the matter would probably have been resolved more quicklyk the Court wuld have been less burdened, and the facilities of that institution would have been used to solve problems more deserving of the vast services which it can render to limit the violence in our society.  I cannot speak for the Plaintiffs, but I can speak for myself, especially since I have fired my attorney.  I realize now that my attorney was an ambulance chaser, unjustifiably seeking whatever opportunity he could to increase his income by engaging the sophisticated technology of today’s legal system.  I therefore demand that the Court allow the Plaintiffs and me to have the opportunity to resolve this matter in private, to settle it between us, and to have an end of it, if an end to it is possible, and, if, after having done this with reasonable diligence, we are still unable to resolve our problems, then and only then to return to the Court and to show cause if any there be why we should proceed with our battle in a public institution at the expense of public taxes.  


Furthermore, if the Plalintiff parties, after being put on notice of my positionk persist in using the ttax financed court system without diligently attempting to work with me to resolve this problem between us, then, I shall be compelled to file criminal charges against the Plaintiffs for entantling me with them as an accessory accomplice in their hoice to commit fraud agains the public tax finaced court institution.


I cannot change a minute of the past in this matter, but I can prevent to future crime of tax fraud in this matter.  I have enough of it.


If, in the future, this matter returns to the Court, then I, as a Defendant, demand a twelve person trial by jury.  In such a case, I will defend my rights to trial by jury to the fullest extent of the law.


Respectfully submitted this _____ day of ____________ month, 2007, by

__________________________________ 

John H. Smith, UCC 2-402 (b)(1)

