
Hello Everyone

Just received the "Court Ordered Attorney Fees" that is to be paid to my local government,
the "City and Borough of Juneau" at "Juneau, Alaska" (attached as a "PDF File" and may be
downloaded from the Internet at: https://tinyurl.com/y839ogkn).

Those of you that have been following the "Case" of my wife and I, Gordon Warren Epperly,
you are aware that several "Challenges" to the "Court Jurisdiction" was filed with the "Clerk
of Court."  The "Judge" moved forward in issuing her "Court Order" of awarding "Attorney
Fees" without ever addressing the "Jurisdiction" of her "Court."  This is just another instance
of where a "Judge" tells a "Pro Se" litigant "go to hell, and what are you going to do about
it"!

Those of you that may be new to my "Case," it involves a "Complaint" as filed with the
"Alaska State Superior Court" at "Juneau, Alaska" challenging the authority for the "City and
Borough of Juneau" to "regulate" and "tax" those "lands" of my wife which are "Patented
Lands" of a "United States Homestead Land Patent."

Two (2) "Attorneys" got together and removed our "Complaint" into the "U.S. District Court"
wherein the "Attorney" for the "City and Borough of Juneau" moved that "U.S. District Court"
to dismiss the "Complaint" on an affirmative defense of "Res Judicata" as founded upon a
"Case" that I, Gordon Warren Epperly, don't remember filing with that "Court" over thirty (30)
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I found it interesting that the "Judge" proclaimed within her "Court Order" that the "Plaintiffs"
never "objected" to the requested "Attorney Fees" of the "Attorney" for the "City and
Borough of Juneau."  May I ask as to what is a "Challenge of Court Jurisdiction"  if it is not 
an "Objection"!!  It matters not if the "Judge" was "lenient" with the "Attorney Fees," the
issue is wether she had the "authority" to grant the "Attorney Fees."  The "Attorney Fee" will
be paid "Without Prejudice UCC 1.207 / 1-308."
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years ago.

You may view all the "Filings" of our "Case" on the "Internet" at:
https://tinyurl.com/ybolmqcb .  Be sure to go to the bottom of the page where you will locate
a second "Table" that has an "Amended Complaint" which I, Gordon Warren
Epperly, prepared for filing with the "Alaska State Superior Court" if the "Judge" of the "U.S.
District Court" happened to returned the "Complaint" of the "Plaintiffs" back to the "Alaska
State Superior Court" for further adjudication.  You are welcome to use the
"Legal Arguments" presented within that "Amended Complaint" as they have never been
used in any "Court."

Well!  What would you do?  That is the question presented to the "Plaintiffs" by the "Judge"
of the "U.S. District Court."

It is now past the thirty (30) days to file a "Notice of Appeal" which would be an
acknowledgment of an existence of a "Court" and a "Judge" of that "Court."  To the best of
my knowledge, no one has won an "Appeal" on an attack of an affirmative defense of "Res
Judicata."  A "Notice of Appeal" has a "Court Filing Fee" of "Five-Hundred ($500.00) Dollars."

The "Plaintiffs" could submit a "Petition for Writ of Prohibition" to the "U.S. Court of Appeals,
Ninth Circuit" to "Order" the "Judge" to give an "Answer" to the "Challenges of Jurisdiction,"
but as one of those "Court Challenges" directly challenges the existence of that "U.S. District
Court" and challenges the authority of the "Judge" as having "Article III Judicial Powers," said
"Petition for Writ of Prohibition" would be an acknowledgment of the existence of that "U.S.
District Court" and the existence of "Article III Judicial Powers" of a "Judge."  A "Petition for
Writ of Prohibition" can only be submitted upon a "Judge" of a lower "Court" and there is a
"filing fee" of "five-hundred ($500.00) Dollars."

What is one to do?  I believe the answer lays with the "Alaska State Superior Court" in which
the "Complaint" of the "Plaintiffs" originated in.

Please keep in mind that the "Judge" of the "U.S. District Court" remained "silent" to the
"allegations" of the "Want of Jurisdiction" of her "Court" to which "silence" is an "admission"
to the "facts" and "law" as raised within those "Court Jurisdiction Challenges."  This is the
grounds for "Petitioning" the "Alaska State Superior Court" for an "Order to Show Cause" to
be issued upon "Federal Court Judge, Sharon L. Gleason."

We need to compel "Sharon L. Gleason" to appear before the "Alaska State Superior Court"
as a "Respondent" with a "Court Summons" and give answers to the "Court Challenges"
made of her "Court" and "show cause" as to why the "Judge" of the "Alaska State Superior
Court" should not take back the "possession" of the Plaintiffs "Complaint" for further
adjudication.  As the Plaintiffs "Complaint" originated with the "Alaska State Superior Court,"
the "filing fees" have already been paid.

The "Plaintiffs" believes they have a strong "Case" as stated within their proposed "Amended
Complaint," but I am going to be cautious as I have to live with my wife and the years of my
life are rapidly coming to an end.  Anyway, that is the game plan.
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Respectfully Submitted

Gordon Warren Epperly


