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Constitutions

1. The Washington State Constitution Article 1
Declaration of Rights
SECTION 1 POLITICAL POWER: All political power
is inherent in the people , and governments derive their just
powers from the consent of the governed, and are established
to protect and maintain individual rights.
SECTION 2 SUPREME LAW OF THE LAND: The
Constitution of the United States of America is the supreme
law of the land.
SECTION 3 PERSONAL RIGHTS: No person shall be
deprived of life,liberty,or property,without due process of law.
SECTION 7 INVASION OF PRIVATE AFFAIRS OR
HOME PROHIBITED: No person shall be disturbed ir his
private affairs,or his home invaded,without authority of law.

SECTION 17 IMPRISONMENT FOR DEBT: There

shall be no imprisonment for debt,except in cases of abscond-

ing debtors.
SECTION 29 CONSTITUTION MANDATORY:

3



The provisions of this Constitution are mandatory, unless by
express words they are declared to be otherwise.
SECTION 32 FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPLES:

A frequent reoccurrence to fundamental principles is essen-
tial to the security of individual right and the perpetuity of free

government.

SECTION 6 JURISDICTION OF SUPERIOR
COURTS: superior courts and district courts have concur-
rent jurisdiction in cases in equity. The superior court shall

have original jurisdiction in all cases at law which involve the
title or possession of real property or the legality of any tax,
impost, assessment,toll, or municipal fine, and in all other
cases in which the demand or the value of the property in
controversy amounts to three thousand dollars or as other-
wise determined by the law, or a lesser sum in excess of the
jurisdiction granted to justices of the peace and other inferior
courts , and in all criminal cases amounting to felony, and in all
cases of divorce , and for annulment of marriage and for such

special cases and proceedings as are not otherwise provided
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for. The superior court shall also have original jurisdiction in
all cases and of all proceedings in which jurisdiction shall not
have been by law vested exclusively in some other court; and
said court shall have the power of naturalization and to issue
papers therefore. They shall have such appellate jurisdiction
in cases arising in justices and other inferior courts in their
respective counties as may be prescribed by law. They shall
always be open, except on non judicial days, and their pro-
cess shall extend to all parts of the state. Said courts and their
judges shall have power to issue writs of mandamus, quo war
ranto,review,certiorari,prohibition and writs of habeas corpus,
on petition by or on behalf of any person in actual custody in
their respective counties. Injunctions and writs of prohibition
and of habeas corpus may be issued and served on legal holi-
days and non judicial days. [Amendment 87, 1993 house joint

resolution no 4201, p 3063. Approved November 2,1993]



Introduction

I, Terry-Lee, initiated a petition for a protection order (tempo-
rary) for Orville Moe an ADA gualified handicapped,disabled

vulnerable adult, who has had a heart attack and now has a

pace maker and Is seventy four years old and has a number of
other physical problems and has been financlally exploited for

more than eight years now.

My petition for (temporary) protection for the above reasons
was denied by Superior Court Judge Anette Plese to be ex-

plained here in this brief. a

T also d?d =3 "2416'7’7‘071 For e o r]s'a’f:-t“ﬂ-l_'l\ﬂﬂ
&n Marel }7"']” )’}..)L-Q(HJJ Whare T w4s
—Forced To Y Hall u:'CL]r and nwa.s
dearted “+he #ig }l't—"f-o Zf‘JD*PCf' and duni (l
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T e evidunce s de "j)—"}”-‘s Cas _(Dended

Die proces af Lawd)
— alzo did o Sece Ad udT "4 oy

! ) ; 20
Ne (Lo-:\:fhd&r{‘j-i‘w’\ o ] a’ﬂc’k = ;\ A-\} '
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Assignments of error

1. Judge Plese made an error in entering the order on March

adw H )
11, AD 2011 denying my vulnerable protection petition. CP-337

2. Judge Plese made an error by denying my first motion for
By
reconsideration on March gAD 2011 for my vulnerable adult

protection petition. C P~ Lk

3. Judge Plese made an error when she made me sit in the hall
and denied me access to the courts and denied me the right

to object and denied me the right to enter evidence into the
evidence side of the case while she wrote up her denial to my l'})

motion for reconsideration of said petition. CP=LiL

4. Judge Plese made an error when she did not call Orville
Moe’s primary doctor and get his official medical opinion
and/or determination as to Orville’s medical and/or physical

conditions, bifore she §ssued a besc h Wayyen ‘ N
on ')4447 tTh, zei0 CP- 27-29-33

5. Judge Plese made an error when she chose to make her
own medical opinions and chose to make her own medical

determinations as to Orville Moe’s medical conditions. C F-9q
wh e The recrd —Pa?\ﬂz,— F0o retleoct- hap

Training or certified e_)fF¢n?¢nca. +o do SU.Q)\\
which Jed Fo Vulnerable Aduls Fhancial fxr)oi{fﬁ‘fuq\
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6. Judge Plese made an error when she denied my second

motion for reconsideration on Marcha'! &D 2011 for vulnerable

adult protection order petition. Phe ve @on-d. Fad '.\&‘ +s
V«L’F!-@Zf‘- 44.7 o d I’n_?:s“' r’f ?:4_2},‘ arv Co—r;c]’us'l) oo ]aw

set Sucl
7. Judge Plese made an error when she did not quash the F‘f Kj &

bench warrant she issued on may 6, AD 2010, Fcr 9o0d CAvse,
gttorney miscon du?f', 57 U‘;&ﬂ‘;’] :’—S_“'_\,CI‘ Pf}”{ss,;a .

8. Judge Plese made an error when she did not stop the on

> 4 ) a/)., I )
i i Cive 3 \), dla ) Yene
going ﬂnanciglpe?_(glmtation of Orville Moe, ¢! 5‘;5 Jd; | 12 a‘)’: ﬁﬁ“

9. Judge Plese made an error by not overturning the two

thousand dollars (a day sanctions) she placed on Orville Moe
CP-&
at the request of Aaron Goforth, For Reed s+ Ges; q For

Bavr DqViJ,SJ'n g chquij achlove \o‘a“\")\}w\(lf{i? N\‘Aﬂfﬁt‘({,\
1\ Boxes of privile ‘records b @rville Mog

10. Judge Ples€ made an error when she denied Orville Moe’s

would
affirmed affidavit stating he will come to court with his doctor

and appear at all future proceedings. af= 4y
Lohden bed Yo m. Lmaenc :qk ‘E&f!-d?—{—ﬁ—fn}qe o

11. Judge Plese made an error when she did not sanction

Jerome S_chulkin for attorney misconduct. cP- 23, 84
Hi= Falwe To 0 \e For f‘r‘.—-“l}:f‘i’t " Dr'd&-r‘s'j ‘e us ‘145 47 nane ,‘.,-‘\
. e £ ]
12. Judge Plese made an error when she did not protect ?@i‘??ﬂﬁ g
Mee
Orville Moe’s rights secured by the Washington State



Constitution. feqe 3-4-5

13. Judge Plese made an error when she did not protect
Orville Moe's substantive rights freedoms and liberties

protected by the supreme law of the land and The Bill of Rights

AD 1789 - 91.

14, Tuclaje_ Plese Made an errop L\J)'f"\‘\
she did a1zt Pr‘ofed_ The Yu |nerab)e
adal T Orville Moels Civi) R\'aﬂ‘s
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Issues pertaining to assignments of error

1. Whether the judge abused her discretion in denying the p-d's' 1 on

+nh
foc v.a.p order, Mar ch N xen, ) o\
fa A r\i vabl €. 4(\ " H' ‘PP&T\"WT"?? A Qg ek al 3-5‘:1'{‘ \Abﬁofh T ;\‘E

2. Whether the judge abused her discretion in denying my first

-.ﬂ‘
motion for reconsideration for the v.a.p order. Warch 17

) ; i
N S YVl no J"ab}‘f’ ﬂ'dﬂ‘ﬁ- frf‘fl"c.T)Q-. '}
3. Whether the judge abused her discretion when she denied

my right to object and when she denied me the right to enter

v
evidence into the record by an offer of proof, an recenci Qaratiin,
‘H-w*e.l\ J'J'H"_ '1 was "For\c-.g/'l ’]}3 ‘s*H ﬂ'j ’H'L\g “‘GH L‘L‘o.7\

4. Whether the judge abused her discretion when she did not

accept Orville Mge’s doctors’ offer for her to call him, For difa))s.
w’h.?f—l’l q‘”dwl‘y‘%ﬂ lt""'b;rﬂ.\{y‘s —f_z- 3__ CP*—--??--?,\?:';B'B: N
fﬂa[‘th EXploit 0,,-.‘,.;”,?‘_

5. Whether the judge abused her discretion by making her
own medical opinions and her own medical determinations

(P Rocar & Ra'F{oEf}s}zQ)
when the court received no experkopinions contrary to Orville

Moe’s doctors’ letters to her court. C pP— q C\

6. Whether the judge abused her discretion when she denied

L
my second motion for recoisigg}_ration for the v.a.p order. Marh 2
1)<

S ust P &b Tgnere

7. Whether the judge abused her discretion when she did not

10



quash the bench warrant she issued may 6, AD 2010 when
she was informed that attorney Jerome Schulkin never once

applied for a protectlon order, atts Tty PUisron &;;K g 4

sa}k%\b?bhmaa_ f}\( d&ﬁwo P ‘lﬂ"] Son ToNS Ao Yps \l‘

8. Whether the judge abused her discretion by not stopping

the on going financial exploitation of Orville Moe. ke WiTh l\a\&\ n
of N Box s t{’ Parsonal recor ls‘ T This Ja.q’_

sqc. (’~Q+ 2 req e 2, \jk(Cl.’}S' Vlﬂ
9. Whether the judge abused her discretion by not overturning

c'ﬂc' i UrL_'S\

the two thousand dollar per day sanction placed against
Orville Moe when she found out that evidence was and still is

keing withhel fro the court yes The 1| Boyes ﬂrtcovls
N Secr-e aro\gw?_ }\!

10. Whether the judge abused her discretion of ignoring
Orville Moe’s letter stating he is ready and willing to come
back to court and appear at all future hearings with his doctor

_afit: 'S‘Tsci’de‘g ﬂud'l:i"i_\/\- Mf,‘ﬂ & %ied‘j%—f S‘Mc}‘cfﬂk_?’

11. Whether the judge abused her discretion of not
sanctioning attorney Jerome Schulkin for attorney misconduct

by not applying for a protection order for his client Orville Moe
notevenonce. Similar S/Ffudifien af £~ 83, 2=
ws?r‘\ol TR Sﬂ,.ﬂq—]—]‘! ons A4 aAnsT “Fhe Yulrerab h(:_ a duri"

12. Whether the judge abused her discretion when she chose
11



not to protect Orville Moe’s rights secured by the Washington

State Constitution. Pagqe T, :-’/ 5

13. Whether the judge abused her discretion when she chose
to not protect Orville Moe’s substantive rights and rights,

freedoms, and liberties protected by the Supreme Law of the

land and the Bill of Rights AD 1789 - 91.

M. whether Fhe T dge abused her
discretion when she Hait led “Feo P,-T};;f\
The Vulnerable adult @rvile Poe's
Civil Ri )q-s anl/ar his Civi) Ll):»?lk
P‘”‘-”')—‘&{—Wd Lj A-m«’nlqufg v, ‘I‘ 321’
VIL , 2, IX | sud v,
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Undisputed facts

1. Orville Leroy Moe is seventy four years old. Bern
In SpoKane in 1937

Ys
2. Orville has had a heart attack due to the stress of this
eight year old court case and that he now has a heart pacer

installed. S<< dochms lalfers < p—23¢,37,28, 29

3. Orville is in fact an A.D.A qualified handicapped person. .
Sae bocTors Lofftrers c?_P-- 36, -‘-i"?, =28, 29 !Q—ra’! i4

4. Orville is a 14th amendment person with civil rights (that

are being violated). see Stife + %.S. ConsFi Tt 7ons
Prye 8,4Y,5

5. Because of 1,2,and 3 above Orville is a vulnerable adult, as

stated in rcw 74.34.020 sub.sec.(16)(a). <= pepe X¥E

6. Orville is considered vulnerable as stated in case: Carlton

vs. Vancouver Care LLC. 155 Wn.app. 151 (para.41 (2010).
Seae arqu 2 owd page )3

7. Orville Leroy Moe has rights secured by the Washington

State Constitution article 1 Declaration of Rights. p4es 3+Y

8. Terry - Lee is an interested 1ivi " being with the right to

appeal, see;(7-210.
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sui-juris Terry - Lee

Statement of Case

I, Terry - Lee, have been a friend of Orville Moes for some 44
years. CP-2

| called him around december 1st 2010 he said he wasnt doing
too good, so i said ill be right over.

| met him in the post falls Idaho McDonalds restaurant where
he commenced to telling me about a bench warrant being issued
against him for which he really didnt underatand why. CP-2&3

For the next three months i was going over to see him at least
five nights a week.

| spent three to four hours a night with him listening to his side
of the eight year long ordeal of being sued by his nephew Troy Moe
leading up to a chapter 11 bankruptcy then being forced off of the
race track by the court trustee D.A. Davidson in a case thats now
over eight years long with over 80,000 pages in the case file, then
a bench warrant for something he didnt do. It was caused by his
attorney Jerome Schulkin, who didn't file for a protection order when

he had three oportunities to do so. Which handed Aaron Goforth

N



( for B. A. Davidson, Reciever) the golden opportunity to get $2000.00
per day sanctions against said vulnerable adult
| had Orville Moe order a copy of the docket (65 pages deep) and
a copy of the transcript of the may 6th 2010 hearing when the said bench
warrant was issued.

Once he read all of that he said i didnt know that and i didnt know

that a dozen times.
| told him that you have to read everything in your case or you
really dont know whats going on.

So he called his attorney and he said "why didnt you tell me you
were given three notices to file a protection order" so they yelled at
each other for awhile. His attorney Jerome Schulkin informed him
that he was quitting (january 10th 2011) and that he was filing
bankruptcy and including Orville in the bankruptcy so he could
not sue him for malpractice or inneffective counsel.

When | found out that his attorney was the one who caused
the bench warrant | then decided to apply for a protection order

| had to apply for a protection order for my mother a year earlier
against my brothers son for stealing 7,500.00 from her, so i was
familiar with the process.

| filed for the temporary protection order on march 11th 2011
in the exparte court. CP- 1 thru 14

The court decided Judge Plese would hear it. | waited for 45

15



minutes and she entered the court room and sat down she and |
talked back and forth for about 35 minutes. She then denied my
petition, so | went home and wrote up a motion for reconsideration
and submitted it to the same court. They took it to the same Judge.
| was not allowed in her courtroom and was not allowed to object

nor present my 15 articles of evidence. See Haines v. Kerner 404
U.S. 519 ( 1972 ). She sent a young man out to where | was sitting in
the hallway. He had a notice of denial and he said she said | could
appeal if i wanted to.

| went home and did a second motion for reconsideration, March
22nd A.D. 2011, with newly discovered evidence submitted with it.
She never responded to me onit. CP -73 thru 77

Judge Plese is related to Plese reality she has been involved in
large real estate transactions which the attorney involved was
Gesia P.S. which | consider a conflict of interest in this case.

So far to date | have spent no less than 1000 hours with Orville
Moe discussing the whole eight year long ordeal. In my opinion
this taking of Washinton Motor Sports LTD.'s 600 acres and the
take over of Spokane raceway Park INC. is a very well thougt out
Hostal take over. Against an A.D.A qualified Handycapped Disabled
Vulnerable Adult, one Orville Leroy Moe, his family and his investors.

There are three witnesses that heard the secret meetings in the

county about acquiring spokane raceway park and there are three

J e



witnesses that saw Orville Moes 11 boxes of private personal
records that were stored at the Spokane Raceway park office
which have been willfully and intentionally witheld from the eyes
of the Court(s) to this day.
EA{L—L anid. ev'w-'r'y S+éf_f_@ nw»v\C?’ P Thee
hy et dmfhw ws 1o e 6MWQT/_;& Y ej
WL"“%’\ i has bu..q.,h TP Jﬂ,\ fxgz o j—f;j%)m,\
183 one (Drydlle Ler‘cxr Moe | ol g |
hips 1oiPe Dewawe aand pow s w ha /L@
f'ﬁrm\f\/v Ts ber g Ajﬁek«ed MC Al
Hiowe- Movmes am{ adlos are |y nj
Faker forhe bt af SFhew iy
Thes )/Los’_};}\)ue_ —_/_;L J(—-e_, DVSY Iy FV‘QTY‘& 5
The onl ”/Tm\e, ﬁuy will be safah. o
J s u}"szy\ vy ”f W@:f* is /‘)\V‘Pnj J 1 q
Car-d Boed Box undi, Fhe 1= 9
Frec vc*-u] }ﬂ ry (J? -
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Argument

1. Orville Leroy Moe is in fact handicapped and disabled and
is A.D.A qualified as such see 42 usc 12101 thru 12213 see 42

usc 12102 (2) (a) (b) (c), definition. see cp - 25 thru 39

2. Orville Leroy Moe is in fact a vulnerable adult, because of
#1 above and because he qualifies underRecw 74.34.010 thru

110, and read paragraph 41, Carlton vs. Vancouver Care LLC.

155 Wn app.151(2010). P M]t. 3

3. Orville Leroy Moe a vulne&aple %dult is in fact experiencing
financial exploitation and has been for over eight years now by
B.A. Davidson and his attorneys Reed & Gesia P.S. thru Aaron

Goforth, 5, w?‘-ﬂ:‘uld'h;.! d? Eleven FToxes y fr-n‘\m‘ngPrg;,rlg‘
CP-

4. Legal definition of financial exploitation is the illegal or
improper use of the property, income, resources, or trust
funds of the vulnerable adult by any person for any other
persons profit or advantage. When you take a 65 million dollar

property and sell it for 8 million someone is making one hell of

a gain from Orville Moe’s loss. CP- g

9y, 18
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5. : there werej\boxes of
personal private records with Orville’s name on said boxes
mixed in with the zﬁboxes of race track records and to this
day sald:boxes of personal records have been hidden and
withheld from the view of the court and from access to by

Orville Moe and/or any of his attorneys to date, €p-19Rp-16.

6. Fact admitted by Aaron Goforth that Aaron Lowe attorney
and Orville Moe went to the w:r;nreviewed the
25gboxes of race track records and did not see or get the
opportunity to view or review the 11 boxes of Orville Moe’s
personal records because they were hidden from view. see
Rp - 16 _may 18th 2011 hearing on phone with Joyce McCowe,

Comm.,for thi's i"ff«uvls ol _

7. Judge Plese abused her discretion on may 6th AD 2011
when in court she read the letter from DR. James Moyer
Bingham dated March 10, 2011, cp - 33, she said, “I don’t feel

there’s any reason Orville Moe shouldn’t be here today,” when
at the last paragraph of Dr. Bingham'’s letter he says, “l would

be happy to discuss details with you” and Judge Plese elects
re
19



to not call said doctor and makes her own medical opinions

A v &

and medical determinations and issues a bench warrant for

Orville Moe (caused by his attorney)y” m s c«n:} duct . ho *?#‘?f«z’r?ﬁ " 3\
‘ !

, o P 4

'S} j"ﬂ d:_ jj\-ﬂ-ﬂ Causo o ¥ Weoo F gy o :_1'4-41#1)#43— P‘:;q ecﬁ Qi pyr

8. Financial exploitation has been very craftily implemented ', ;:3 7\4&
T cP- 35 Vi e

against Orville Moe (and the stock holders of W.L.M,, L.L.C.)

beginning the day BA. Davidson (receiver for the bankruptcy

court) forced Orville Moe off of Spokane Raceway Park and
(94 adVI’ l,go;-)

he himsel%ook full control of the 600 plus acres and all

the improvements there on. When Orville Moe reluctantly

filed chapter 11 it was because he was fully assured that he

would stay in control until the reorganization (chapter 11)

was completed. If he would have known B.A. Davidson was
planning from the beginning to force him off his own property
he never would have filed chapter 11. When Troy Moe attacked
Orville with lawsuits because Orville would not allow Troy to
manage the race track, Troy hired Reed & Gesia, P.S..Reed &
Gesia saw a huge opportunity in a 60 million dollar property,
so when Orville was led into chapter 11,Reed & Gesia P.S.

recommended to the bankruptcy judge that the court appoint

20



their buddy and past partner B.A. Davidson as receiver. Once
B.A. Davidson was appointed receiver of the property it was a
done deal. The hostile takeover for the benefit of others was

just a few motions & pleadings away.

What I'm saying is that no matter

who gets in the way of this hostile takeover and financial
BXPL!";!EE;';OH of Orville Moe, his family and all of the investors
in W.M.L., L.L.C. is said attorneys achieve gag orders and
sanctions against them. This court will receive a request by
the same attorneys to gag and sanction me so they can carry
on with this hostlle takeover ar;p %ﬂa{; g‘g(_gl%!tation of those

_tm\r bend$ T
mentioned. Notices of appeal are generally to be read liberally,

Davis & Locke 936 f 2d 1208 (11th cir 1991). Page 3

% ¢ I.uou]d. QPP (ttfti—)—-e ’j— l\')a —H"HS
Conet (#FPM\S‘) wobld raoad “H’l{ POJ")‘?an

T've_ un der ) 'med an d Pw\)l-;n ﬁaf—q Aoy s
inThe «bove DBavis+ locke cas.a .

21 (:2 Eliml.\qu})
1o ~ PO‘M]\Q Q\z



Conclusion
precise relief soughf

1. Reverse the order denying vulnerable adult protection
and remand this case with directions to issue an order of
protection to stop B.A. Davidson receiver thru his attorneys
Reed & Gesia P.S thru Aaron D. Goforth from financially

exploiting Orville L Moe, by *here with hallivy ev1 dence ,
11 Boxes ot RQ('.CTASn ef-S5

2. Order the superior court to Subpoena Duces Tecum the
eleven boxes of personal private records now under the

control of B.A. Davidson thru Reed & Gesia P.S. +A-ronc%5f;ﬁ3ﬂ\,

EigW\
3. Order the Superior Court to overturn the‘ge\?é‘g_ hundred

thousand dollars plus sanctions against Orville Leroy Moe , Cacayd |

fc;r withholding the 8!9!?5" boxes of private personal records
belonging to Orville and Deonne Moe while they continued to

r
ask for the said records In their InterrogatI:)Js which is fraud
)

upon the court and fraud upon the defendant.

4. Order the superior court to remove the sanctions against

Orville Moe from suing B.A. Davidson and Reed & Gesia P.S
23



and Aaron Goforth attorney (front man) for sald law firms and

allow Orville to suefortoﬂdamagos Soc withhelding Th Eleven
Boxes {}"PNVET, recerds ohteh caus<ed Th Senrtiens .

5. Order the superior court to Issue sanct_lons against sald

attorneys for an appropriate amount this court deems just.

6. Order up a grand Jury Investigation and allow Orville Moe
the right to present all of his Issues, claims, witnesses,

evidence so the grand Jury can declide If it should move

forward on same.

7. B.ar the opposlng' auorneyé from gagging me and/or

sanctioning me from bringing my newly discovered evidence

rward on this matter. . .
fgo._ T bocKing T n—j_ e «a fad e Qm-;f— (as e “.f‘a'n_
el Rig s \/:ald:j‘;ans‘ ﬂyalns_rsft"i Vulnerablo qdu}“t‘"

| would like to thank this court for belng. patient with me and

listening and reading my testimony.

Date: M4vch = 3 AD 2012, In Solo Propria Natura

ey ~Hoe

sul-jurlsr /Terry Loe
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Affidavit in support of appeal brief

I,Terry - Lee, always as reflected in your 28 usc 1746-1 do hereby
affirm that the statements above in said brief are the truth and are

true, correct, certain and not misleading under the pains and

penaltys of pergury under north american fundamental law by my ¢ rm?}f"

N wour XY ~USC- ITHL-
first hand knowledge. asan yau }

In Solo Propria Natura W}’é{

- S
sui-juris Terry - Lee

Date -AD 201
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