- IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE
NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, IN AND
~ FOR ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA
WILLIAM WINDSOR, ~~  CASE NO. 2018-CA-010270-0
Plaintiff, | | A e
VS.

ROBERT KEITH LONGEST, an 1nd1v1dual and BOISE CASCADE BUILDING MATERIALS
DISTRIBUTION, L.L. C,a Forelgn Limited Llablhty Company, :

Defendants.

MOTION TO STRIKE ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE

EXHIBITS - PART 1
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APPENDIX 11 — Windsor’s Verified Motion to Disqualify Judge
Jeffrey L. Ashton filed 2 /2/2021. [Page 206.]
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APPENDIX 18 - Judge Jeffrey L. Ashton Order Denying Motion for
o Recdnsideration of February 4, 2021 Order of Judge
Jeffrey L. Ashton entered on 2/16/2021. [Page 361.]
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APPENDIX 30 - Court Docket does not show any request for the
issuance of an Order to Show Cause as clalmed in
the Order to Show Cause. [Page 606.]

APPENDIX 31 — Judge Jeffrey L. Ashton Order denying Windsor’s
Motion for Reconsideration of Plaintiff’s Emergency
Motion to Strike Defendants Robert Keith Longest
and Boise Cascade Emergency Motion to Require
Pro Se Plaintiff William Windsor’s Submissions to
the Court be Reviewed, Approved and Signed by a
Member of the Florida Bar and Memorand_uni of
Law entered 3/3/2021. [Page 637.]

APPENDIX 32 —~ Windsor Motion for 16-Hour Hearing filed

~ 3/10/2021. [Page 640.] :

APPENDIX 33 Deputy Clerk signed a Subpoena Duces Tecum for
Deposition of David Wynne on 3/12/2021. [P. 644]

APPENDIX 34 Deputy Clerk signed a Subpoena Duces Tecum for
Deposition Scott L. Astrin on 3/12/2021. [P. 656. ]

APPENDIX 35 — Windsor discovered a strange entry on the Court’s
Docket on 3/12/2021. It said “to Require Pro Se

~ Plaintiff Windsor’s Submissions to the Court be

Reviewed, Approved and Signed by a Member of the
FloridaBar and Memorandum of Law;and Motion to
Find Pro Se Plaintiff Willima.” [Page 668.]
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APPENDIX 37 — Windsor Motion to Strike the Strange Hidden
Docket Entry filed 3/12/2021. [Page 672.]

APPENDIX 38 — Plaintiff’s Verified Motion to Strike Answer and
Amended Answer; Enter a Decree Pro Confesso;

_enter Judgment in Favor of the Plaintiff; and-

Schedule the Jury Trial for Damages filed
3/12/2021. [Page 676.] .

APPEN DIX 39 — Defendants’ Motion for Protective Order to stop
Depositions filed 3/15/2021. [Page 780. ] ,

APPEN DIX 40 - Exhibits to Verified Affidavit of William M. Windsor
dated March 12, 2021 filed 3/16/2021. [Page 783.]

APPEN DIX 41 — Plaintiff’s Verified Motion to Strike Pleadings and
Award Sanctions. Pursuant to Rules 2.515, 2. 516
and 2.520 of the Florida Rules of Judicial
Admlnlstratlon; and the Court’s Inherent Powers

- filed 3/16/2021. [Page 796.] _
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APPENDIX 44 — Pla1nt1ff’s Motion to find Defendant Boise Cascade
Bulldlng Materials Distribution, L.L.C. and ‘
Defendant Robértheith Longest in Contempt filed
3/17/2021. [Page 846.] \

APPENDIX 45 — Windsor Motion for Accommodations for Senior
Citizens with Disabilities filed 3/18/2021. [P.873.]



APPENDIX 46 — Windsor Motion to Declare He is Not Obligafed to
Comply with the Florida Handbook on Civil
Discovery or the_Fiorida Rules of Professional

- Conduct filed 3/18/2021. [Page 883.]

APPENDIX 47 — Windsor Motion to Declare that All Statements by
Attorneys that Purport to be Facts in Pleadings or in
Hearings Must be Stricken Unless the Attorney filed
an Affidavit Sworn Under Penalty of Perjury or is at
an Evidentiary Hearing when Sworn filed
3/18/2021. [Page 887.]

APPENDIX 48 — Windsor Motion Regarding Pro Se Verifications filed
3/18/2021. [Page 893.]

APPENDIX 49 —~ Windsor Motion to Compel Defendant and all Non-
Parties to Comply with Florida Rules of Civil
Procedure Rule 1.280 (B) (6) when producing
documents filed 3/18/2021. [Page 897.]

APPENDIX 50 ~— Windsor Motion to Compel Defendants and All Non-
Parties to Produce Each Separ‘ate Item Requested
for Production in a File Folder Marked to show the
Date Requested and the Item Number of the
Request filed 3/18/2021. [Page 901.]

APPENDIX 51 - Judge Jeffrey L. Ashton Order granting the -
Defendants’ Motion for Protective Order entered
3/24/2021. [Page 905.]

APPENDIX 52 — Judge Jeffrey L. Ashton “Order on Plaintiff’s Motion

to Strike Answer and Amended Answer and



- Plaintiff’'s Emergency Motion to Strike Strange
| Hidden Docket.Ent_ryvand Memorandum of Law.”
Entered 3/24/2021. [Page 907.] |
APPENDIX 53 — Judge Jeffrey L. A.shton Order Denying Windsor the
' right to file anything in this case unless signed ’by a
member of the Florlda Bar 3/25/2021. [Page 909 ]

APPENDIX 54 — Page 11 of the BAR MOTION marked to show Where
the signature is supposed to be. [Page 912.]

APPENDIX 55 — Recent filing by Assistant State Attorney David Asti

to show the proper signature. [Page 914.]

APPENDIX 56 — Spreadsheet showing the 172 people denied the

| right to file anything unless signed‘b‘y a member of
the Florida Bar. [Page 920.]

APPENDIX 57 ~ Spreadsheet showing the nineteen (19) Florida
citizens who Were not pri‘sorlers or attorneys denied
the r1ght to file anything unless 31gned by a member

~of the Florida Bar. [Page 932.]

PLEASE NOTE: Large exhibits can be accessed on the Orange
County Clerk website.

Submitted this 27th day of March, 2021

(Vs %, ﬁaﬂq_,

William M. Windsor

100 East Oak Terrace Drive, Unit B3
Leesburg, Florida 34748
352-577-9988 _
windsorinmontana@yahoo.com
billwindsor 1@outlook.com







- INTHE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINTH- ,
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, IN AND FOR - '
ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA

WILLIAM WINDSOR, -~ -~ -~ CASENO:
Plaintiff,
V.
* ROBERT KEITH LONGEST, an individual,
and BOISE CASCADE BUILDING
- MATERIALS DISTRIBUTION, L.L.C., a
Foreign Limited Liability Company, -

Defendants. .
/.

COMPLAINT

Plamtlff WILLIAM WINDSOR by and through the unders1gned attorney, sues the
. Defendants, ROBERT KEITH LONGEST and BOISE CASCADE| BUILDING MATERIALS- :
DISTRIBUTION L.L. C.,a Forelgn Profit Corporatlon and states as follows
' 1. : . This is an aot1on for damages that exceeds Fifteen Thousand Dollars ($15 000. OO) ‘
exclus1ve of 1nterest costs and attorney s fees
2. At all times matenal to this action, P1a1nt1ff WILLIAM WINDSOR is a natural' N

person res1d1ng in Leesburg, Lake County, Flonda A | '
- 3 ' At all t1mes mater1a1 to this actlon, Defendant ROBERT KEITH LONGEST isa

, natura.l person res1d1ng in Orlando, Orange County, Flonda

| 4. At all times material to this actlon Defendant BOISE CASCADE BUILDING
MATERIALS DISTRIBUTION, LL.C.,is aiForeign Limited Liability Company authorlzed to

and doing business in the state of Florida.

B
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5. All other conditions precedentto the bringing of this action have been performed,
have occurred ot have been waiyed. |

6. Venue‘ls proper in Orange County because the alleged incident occurred in
Orange County.

FACTS OOMMON TO AIJL COUNTS

7. On or about May 5 2017 Plaintiff WILLIAM'WINDSOR was operating a
motor vehicle, at or near mile marker 268 on State Road 91 (Florlda Turnp1ke) southbound
Orlando Orange County, Florida.: |

8 At that t1me and place, Defendant ROBERT KEITH LONGEST was operatmg a

vmot‘or vehicle owned »by the Defendant, 'BOISE 'CASCADE BUILDING -MATERIALS
DISTRIBUTION L.L. C at or near mile marker 268 on State Road 91 (Florida ITurnpik‘e).
southbound Orlando, Orange County, Flonda | | ‘

9. At that time and place, Defendant, ROBERT KEITH LONGEST operated the
subje'ct mOtor vehlole with the full knowledge and the ;expressauthonty, permlssmn and .consent

of its owner, BOISE CASCADE BUILDING MATERIALS DISTRIBUTION L L.C.

10. At that time and place Defendant ROBERT KEITH LONGEST neghgently and '

: carelessly operated and/or maintained his vehicle so as to colhde with a motor vehicle, causmg
said motor vehicle to then colhde with the motor vehicle driven by .Plaintiff, WILLIAMA
WINDSOR. | |

11, As aresult of the collision caused by the negligence of Defendant, ROBERT
_KEITH LONGEST,-Plaintiff, WILLIAM WINDSOR, sustained setious and petrnanent injuries. |

COUNT I — ACTION BY PLAINTIFF FOR NEG‘LIGENCE AGAINST
DEFENDANT, ROBERT KEITH LONGEST

A A N A N s A A
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12 Plaintiff, WILLIAM WINDSOR, -adopts and realleges Paragraphs 1 through 11 as
fully set forth herein. | Av | |

13. 'Defendant, ROBERT KEITH LONGEST, was.’ negligent and careless in the
operation of his motor vehicle so as to collide :With-a.mo_tor yehicle, causing said motor vehicle to |
then .collilde' with the motor vehicle drivenby'Plaintiff, WILLIAM WINDSOR. (

14.. Asa direct- and proximate cause of Defendant ROBERI KEITI—I LONGEST’S

neghgence, Pla1nt1ff WILLIAM WINDSOR, suffered or 1ncurred injuries 1ncluded Wlthout

11m1tat10n, the followmg

A. Significant and permanent loss of an important bodily functlon and/or
- permanent and significant scarring. :
. Permanent injury within a reasonable degree of medlcal probablhty other :
than scarring or disfigurement; :
- Aggravation or activation of an existing dlsease or phys1cal defect;
. Pain, - suffering; disability,. physical impairment, mental -anguish,
inconvenience, and a loss of capacity for the enjoyment of life;
Expenses of medical care and treatment in the past and in the future;
Loss of wages/and/or loss of earning capacity in the future; and
. All losses are continuing and/or permanent.

QWW eo3w

. 1’;5.v Plaintit‘f WILLIAM WINDSOR; will suffer or incur _the injuries,' expenses and o
1mpa1rrnent in the future | o | |
WHEREFORE Plaintiff, WILLIAM WINDSOR demands judgment for damages
against Defendant ROBERT KEITH LONGEST for» personal 1nJury 1nclud1ng the losses
enumerated herein, costs, 1nterest and for other such relief .as may be Just and equltable and

. otherwise deemed proper by the Court

. COUNT IL—ACTION BY PLAINTIFF FOR NEGLIGENCE AGAINST
DEFENDANT, BOISE CASCADE BUILDING MATERIALS DISTRIBUTION. L.L.C.

- .16, Pla1nt1ff WILLIAM WINDSOR adopts and realleges Paragraphs 1 through 11as

fully set.forth herein. ‘,
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'17-.: ' Defendant BOISE CASCADE BUILDING MATERIALS DIST RIBUTION,
L.LC, is v1car10us1y hable for the neghgence of Defendant ROBERT KEIT H LONGEST |
. pursuant to Florrda’s Dangerous Instrumentallty Doctrme

‘- 18. : As a d1rect and. prox1mate cause. of Defendants neghgence Plamtrff WILLIAM
'WINDSOR, suffered or 1ncurred 1n]urles 1ncluded Wrthout 11m1tatron the follow1ng

A. Significant and permanent loss of an 1mportant bodrly funct1on and/or
~ permanent and significant scarring,
B. . Permanent injury within a reasonable degree of med1ca1 probab111ty other than
E scamng or disfigurement; o
- Aggravation or activation of an existing disease or physrcal defect
Pain,. suffering, disability, physical 1mpa1rment mental angu.lsh
- inconvenience, and a loss of capacity for the enjoyment of life;
' Expenses of medical care and treatment in the past and in the future;
Loss of wages and/or loss of earning capacity in the future and '
All losses are continuing and/or permanent

am [ ,U]Qo

19 ’ Plalntlff WILLIAM WINDSOR W111 suffer or incur the 1njur1es, expenses and ‘
impairment in the future. | | -

WHEREFORE, P1a1nt1ff WILLIAM WINDSOR, demands Judgment for damages
against Defendant, BOISE CASCADE BUILDING MATERIALS DISTRIBUTION, L.L.C_., for -
'personal injury i-nclu\ding the losses enurnerated herein costs, interest and for other such reltef as
. may be Just and. equltable and otherw1se deemed proper by the Colirt.

DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL

Plalntlff WILLIAM WINDSOR, demands a jury trial on all issues so trlable of each and

every one of the Counts set forth above. i

14



RESPECTFULLY submitted and DATED this 20th day of September, 2018,

/s/ Jason P. Herman
“Jason P. Herman, Esquire
Florida Bar No.: 149357
Dan Newlin & Partners
7335 W. Sand Lake Road, Suite 300
- Orlando, FL 32819
- Direct: (407)203-6580
Fax: (407)203-6580
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Jason. Herman@newlinlaw.com
Marlene. Zervos@newlinlaw.com

Evelyn.Manzueta@newlinlaw.com
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Filing # 120373527 E-Filed 01/27/2021 07:47:35 PM

INTI—IE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE
NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, IN' AND
NGE COUNTY, FLORIDA

WILLIAM WINDSOR, - s :'_,'_,;_":CASE No.-zols,-CA-,olomo-o_
_-Plalntlff : T S ) e

_.Vs.
h ROBERT KEITH LONGEST an 1nd1v1dua1 and BOISE CASCADE BUILDING MATERIALS ,

DISTRIBUTION, L.L.C.,aF orelgn Lnnlied Llablhty Company,
Defendants

' EMERGENCY MOTI:oN FOR STAY. A_Ij_p/OR CoNTINUANCE

(,omes Now, ‘Wﬂham M. Wmdsor (“Wmdsor” or “Plamnff”) and prov1des ’dus
Emergency Mo’uon for Stay and/ or Contmuance Wmdsor shows the Court as follows
_' 1 ‘ Wmdsor dld not receive fan' treaunent from Judge J ohn MarshalI ’Kest (“Tudge '
Kest”) The orders of Judge Kest prov1de evzdenoe of Ius prejudlce and blas Wmdsor e
~ respeotfully submlts that hlS Petmon for Wnt oi ?rohlbmon prov1des overwhelmmg ev1dence of f o
prejt udlce and wrongdomg by Judge Kest [EXHIBET 1.] - |
2. Newly—ass1gned Judge Ashton is bemg asked to derlaee monetary sanctlons
:agamst Wmdsor for the outrageous actmns of t};e Defendants thelr attorneys, _and Judge Kest..
. Wmdsor will be without. Iegal recourse. Wmdsox will be unable to pay,’ and Wlndsor i unsuee 1f -
5 that w111 cause hlm to be _]aﬂed or Iose h1s case. Wmdsor has suffered oCI'lOUS m_]urles caused by 4
“the Defendants and he is- destmed for a miserabIe ex:istenee untﬂ He dles unless he can wm this.
_ '-ease end obtam the funas needed for muluple surgenes : N |
3. * Windsor’s Peunon for wm of Piuhlbu:ton (Case No. 5D'>02o-9666) wasb filed on

: December 21 2020 but the Appenmx. was rejeo dfmulﬁp]o Umes because: Wmdsor couldn’t

ﬁgure out how to do all the specwu lhmgs ihe ap ‘”"Iate' eoattf want appellan S to do _

=



electronfCally ‘with appendix itéms. The appel te ' usedt.o accept the-paper appendix.that

Windsor prepared; _'_T.he. Appen‘dixw ua: 25, 2021 A copy of the Writ of -

| Prohlbmon was ﬁled in tlns case on December 21 2020 as’ an exlublt to an Emergency Motlon
for Sta.y, and itis attached agam as EXHIBIT l hereto [ . | |

4. - Wmdsor is askmg the F 1fth Dlstrlct to deny Judge Kest part1c1pat10n in. any matter
regardmg Wmdsor He is asklng the F 1fth Dlst:rlct to declare that the Florlda Rules of |
.Profess1onal Conduct do not apply to pro se partles as Judge Kest falsely and mallclously
»clalmed Wmdsor is also seekmg to have the new judge recons1der all. of the orders in the case.

A S_,v ' Wmdsor is 72-years- old d:lvorced and disabled by the Defendants He isprose
and has absolutely no help. w1th his legal work W'ndsor s sole source of income is SOClal
'secunty, and he is $1,500, 000 i 1n debt He cannot afford an attorney or a sanction. He isin .

constant paln ﬁ'om the Defendants I—Ie cannot afford surgery or medical treatment h1s auto E
msurance .coverage has explred | | |

6. Wmdsor requests a stay untll the F1fth Dlstnct rules on the Pet1t10n for ert of
| .Proh1b1t10n This short delay will not affect anythmg in thls case | ‘

7. Wmdsor also needs to subpoena the attomeys for the Defendants prror to the o
hearmg on attorney s fees An afﬁdavrt was just ﬁled that reqmres 1nvest1gat1on The ‘.
exammatron of the attomeys 1s lrkely to ta.ke several hours Wlndsor has found the attorneys to
be extremely dlshonest The: half hour set by the. Defendants for 2/2/2021 is 1nsufﬁc1ent

- -Submltted thrs 27th day of .lanuary 2021

'Willmm M Wmdsor
~ . 100 East Oak Tetrace Dnve Unit B3
' Leesburg, Florida 34748 '
. 352-577-9988 . =
bﬂlmndsorl@outlook com -~ blll@bﬂlwmdsor com

-
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'CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY thata o s been furnished by Electroriic Mail

~tor .

Dav1d I Wynne and Scotty Astrin
Law Offices of Scott L. Astrin
100 N. Tampa Street Suite 2605
Tampa, Florida 33602 _
dav1d wynne@aig.com, tampapleadmgs@alg com,”
emlly chnstopher@alg com, scott.astrin@aig. com
813-526-0559 - 813-218 3110 : '
Fax: 813~649 8362

This 21st day of Deqefnber,QOZO-, '

Wllham M. Wmdsor -
100 East Oak Terrace Drive, Umt B3
’ Leesburg, Florida 34748
352-577-9988 .
‘billwindsorl @outlook.com .~

bill@billwindsor.com
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INTHE msrr APPEAL 2

FIFTH DISTR!CT

CASE NO 201 8-CA—01027 0

IN THE CIRGHIT GOURT OF THE NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, =
- IN-AND FOR ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA ~ -

Wﬂhdm M Wmdser
Peﬂtwner .

R '~g G ot . :

: | E,1?\0133311’1* KEITH LONGBST,, an, md;mduai, and BOISE CASCADE BUILDING
TER[ALS DISTRIBUTION L L. C 2 Forelgn lelted L1ab111ty Company, P

Respondents RS

100 East Oak Terrace Dnve, Umt B3 Leesburg, Flonda 347 48 _
352—577-9988 bﬂlwmdsorl outlook com bﬂl@bﬂlwmdsor com o

Dav1d L Wynne and Scoﬁy Astrm .
syt Taw Offices of. swttL Astin .
100 N Tampa, %‘i:re ; Campay Florlda 33602
id.w (@ : pleadings@aig.com,’
+senily chﬂstopher@mg fcott Astrin@aig.com”
813—526-0559 813-218—311‘(}' Fa;x 813-649 8362 '




N oL
N o



- 1 ’Putstlant to F IolndayR ,s of VAppella V.Procedure (“FRAP”) Rule. |

. 9 100 and ﬂ’llS Court’s Inherent Power Petmoner WILLIAM M. WNDSOR

- (“Wmdsor”), respectfully pet1tlons thls Court for a Wﬂt of prohlbmon restrammg
the Honorable J ohn Marshali Kest Judge of the C1rcu1t Court of the Nm’ch .Tud1c1al |
Cll'Cl.llt m a.nd for Orange Cou.nty F londa ﬁ'om presnhng as a clrcult Judge in the

matter: of WILLIAM M. WINDSOR Vs, ROBERF KEITH LONGEST (“Longest”)

and: B@ISE CASCADB BUILDING MATERIALS DISTRIBUTION L: L (oA}

' Court to declare that Pro Se parties are not Sllbj eet to the Flonda Bar Rules of

x Professmnal Conduct deelare that Wmdsor has no hou:cly restnct:ton on-,

| deposmons, and order a newly-asmgned 3udge to reconmder the orders of Judge
'J ohn Marshall Kest and. Judge Llsa T Munyon (“Judge Munyon ’) | |
e '2 | ThlS Petmon follows the demal of a hmely-ﬁled mot1on to dxsquahfy .
E . [APPENDIX 61] in whwh Wmdsor estabhshed that he has an Ob_] eetwely |
reasonable fear that he has not recezved 8 famr trlal from Judge Kest and the
A | prejudloe of Judge Kest assures h1s January 5 2021 Jud101a1 replacement will be

" requxred to move the case” forward Wlth the unfa1r ai unlawfuI orders of Judge c

L

- KE The Pef.itlon Vas prem1sed on FRAP 2 330 Flomda Statutes and the Flor1da '

Code of Judlc1a1 Conduct all of whlch requlre that a Judge dlsquahfy hunself once

N , .'
W |



:-.ﬁ=:-.BASIS FGR INV‘ GE JU RISDICTI.N

P N Artlole V sectlon 4(b)(3) of the Florlda Cons‘ututmn authonzes

district: caurts of appeal te 1ssue wnts; of prohlbmon See also FRAP 9 030(b)(3), "

FRAP 9 100 ThlS 1s an'o or 1nde1' Rule 9 100(&) of the FRAP ThlS . ;

, _Cou.rt has orlgmal Junsdlctwn purquantito I‘RAP and Art1cle V Sect:ton 3(b)(8) of
| -f'the Flonda Constltutwn See Bundy v Rudd 366 So 2d 440 (I'Ia 1978) (grantlng |

- .wm: Where cn:'cult court er:coneously demed mouon to recuse Judge)

The demal of 3 motxon to dlsquahﬁr a successor Judge 1s rev1ewed for |

N
N



L ,County, Flonda on Sepiiember 20 '2018

6 On May 5 2017 Wmdsor Was h1t by an 18-whee1er at 70—m11es-per— EEE

hou:r H.IS car was totaled and he was disabled Wmdsor suffered four hermated -

| / chscs ni hls back, five hermated dlSGS in, h1<' neck a:nd an. allegedly moperable

abdommal m;ury, D1a5tas:s Rect1

i Th1s oase was msmtuted i the Nmth Judwml Clrcwt ini Orange N

t Was ﬁled by Dan Newlm & Partnere
. :(“Newhn”) [APPENDIX 1 ] The eaSe was asswned to Judge L1sa T Munyon i
8 . Plamuff’ $ Request for Adm1ssmns to Bmse Cascade was. ﬁled on
'..9/2()/2018 [APPENDIX 2 1 Plamtxff’s Request for Adxmsswns 0 Longest was
/ ‘ﬁled 'Ol 9/20/2018 [APPENDIX 3 ] P] amtlff s Imerrogatones to Bo1se Cascade .
‘was ﬁled on 9/20/2018 [APPENDD{ 4 } Plamtlff s Intexrogatones to Longest was \

| 'ﬁled en 9/20/2018 [APPENDIX‘ 5, -AAPlamﬁtffs Request to Produce to Bmse N L

| 'Cascade was ﬁled on 9/20/2018 [APPENDIX 6. ] Plamt:lffs Request w© Produgé

o to Longest was ﬁled on 9/20/2018 [APPENDEX 7 ]

N
o 1



er to Plamtlﬂ"sOngmal . "

1 On Apnl 29 2019 NeWIm' ﬁled lenuff’e Request for Cop1es

~[APPENDIX 9. ] These documants‘have never: been produced

11 On May 16 2019 Dav1d v;Wynne (“Wynne”) became the attorney
for the Defendants [APPENDIX 10 ] On Ma:reh 19 2020 Newhn was termmated

. .by Wmdsor [APPENDIX 11 ] Thls was because Wmdsor was completely unhappy |
Wlth thelr Work and lack of: Work '

.} 1. Wmdsor began: representmg hnnse’lf Pro’ se He is ot an: attoruey, but | :
' 'he has mdebendently stud1ed law and has represented hlmselfm various actxons for
| over 20 years, moluding several petmons to the Umted States Supreme Court
- 1 3 ; When Wmdsor obtamed the ﬁles from Newhn he, dlscovered that
, ewhn had done a horrendous Job He ’oegan Work on problems W1th mot1ons to+
eompel mterrogatorles, compel productlon and objecuons 1:0 ad;tmssmns 8

o .14 Plamtlff’ § Mot1on to Compel Incomplete Answer to In’cerrogatory’
- was ﬁled on 6/3/2020 [APPENDIX 12 1o | o

o .1 Plamtxff’ S, Motlon ’ro Compel Productlon of: Purported Pr1v11eged

‘Documents was ﬁled on 6/3/2029 [APPENDIX 13 ]

N
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16, Plalntlff’ S Obj ectmn iR h 'Longest’s Answers to
Interrogatones and a Motlon fo : fendant Robert Ke1th e "
'Longest (“Longest”) was: ﬁled 6/24/2@20 AE’PENDIX 14 ]

Plalntlff’ §: @b_] ectwns to '.Boxse _Caseade s Answers to Interrogatones o

s1gned by Ivan Wayne Laster ‘:and-. for :Sanc‘aons agamst Defendant Bo1se
Cascade (“Bmse (‘ascade”) Was ﬁled 6/24/2(}»40 , [APPENDIX 15] 1

' “51. ' P1a1nt1ff’ s Motlon to Deter*mne ﬂsewSufﬁmeney oi‘ the Answers t0. ; |
Requests for Adnnssmns ’to Defendant Rebert Kelth Lengest (“Longest”) was ﬂled

)

]6/24/2020 [APPENDIX 16]

Plamt1ff’ s Monon to Detemnne the Sufﬁezency of the Answers to
- Requests for Adm1ss1ons to Bmse Caseade was, ﬁled 6/24/ 2020. [APPENDIX 17.1.
| y' 20 Plamtlff’s Amended Mo‘tlon for Sanctmns agamst Longest was: ﬁled

) ,’_on 7/1/2020 [APPEN)IX 18] -

Plamhff’s Amended-M tion ior Sanc‘nons agamst Bo1se Caseade Was
 filed o 7/1/2020 [APPENDIX 1 Uy 1 '. N : L

,' 22 ;-‘ The DEFENDAN] responﬁed by tﬂmg ene of the most ﬁwolous |
B mo’uons 1n the );nstory of Flonda eml courts e Defendants Emez gency Mot1on |

' ~Requestm g the (,ouﬁ Determme 1f Plamntf Wﬂham Wmdser is Mentally

\

- Competent Ho’ Represent I—hmse‘ f w‘ :

fﬁed 7,'20;'2020 [APPENDIX 20]

N
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23. ‘Pl-a.intiff’s.MotiOn't C 2020Hear1ngand Motionto

'Strrke filed 7/27/2020 [APPEND

'24;: Plamuff’s Motlon to Cancel September 29 2020 Hearrng and Motlon S

R for Sancuons was ﬁled 7/27/2020 [APPENDIX 22 ]

25",; | Plamtrff’s Motlon to Stnke Conﬁdenual Infonnauon and Motmn for B
: Sanctlons was ﬂled 8/4/2020 [APPENDIX 2’3 i It Was 1gnored by Judge Munyon
and Judge Kest . ‘

26 - Plamtlff’ s l\/Iohon to Find Borse Cascade m Contempt pursuant to

: Florlda Rules of C1V11 Procedure (“FRCP”) Rule 1. 380 Was ﬁled on 8/4/2020
[APPENDD( 24, ] e

' 27 ;‘ Plamtlff’ S Mo’aon to Compel Deposmons was ﬁled on 8/4/2020

| [APPENDIXZS] o " | R
28 Plamtlf:t’ S Motlon to Compel Defendant Bmse Cascade to Produce . |
'. "’Decuments pursuant @ FRCP Rule 1 380 was ﬁled on 8/4/2020 [APPENDIX 26 ]' o
Plamtlff’ s Mouon to Compel Defendant Longest to Produce o
» Documents pursuant tc FRCP Rule 1 380 was ﬁled orl 8/4/2020 [APPENDIX 27. ] )
. 30 Plamtlff’ $ Motmn to C‘ompel Subpoena for. Documents from Dr." ‘

: Stephen Goll pursuantto FRCP mcludmg Rule 1351 was filed 8/4/2020 A

: [APPENDIX 28] i

N
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31 Defendants’ Comp ehe £ Protectrve Order on All

Dlscovery Pendmg Determmauon-q ‘Compete ncy and D1sm1ssa1 was flled
| 8/4/2020. [APPENDIX 29 1 > |
32, Plamtrff’ s Amended Response to Mot1on for. Protectrve Order and
Motion to Strrke was ﬁled on 8/ 1 1/2@20 [APPENDIX 30. ]
33. Plamtrff’s Request for Fmdmgs of Fact and Concluerons of Law ou

. Order Grantmg Protectlve Order Was ﬁled on 8/ 1 9/2020 [APPENDIX 31 ]

' ;34. _ The Notrce of Appearance of Scott Astrin was ﬁled on 8/ 19/2020
| .[APPENDIX 32 i

- 5 Plamtlff’s Reques or Fmdmgs of Fact and Conclusrons ot‘ Law on -

Order Eeny

) 'etron to Exeeed 30 Interrogatomes and 30. Requests for

Admlssrons w ‘ ﬂled on 8/22/2020 [APPENDIX"

: Order Denym : ~P1atnt1ff’ s Motlon to Strlke Defendants’ mergency Motron
' Requestrng the Court Determme i P'ro Se Plamtrff W1111am Wmdsor is Competent :
to Represent Hlmself was ﬁled on 8/22/2020 [APPENDIX 34 1 |

| 3 Plamtrff’ S Mot1on for Reconsrderatron of Order on Motron for |

, Sanct1ons Agamst Defendant Roberthelth Longeqt foj' Fraud on the Court Was

filed on: 8/23/2020 [APPENDD{ 35 }

N
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38. CP lam’ufPsMotmn or Re  of Order on. Mot1on for '

: 'S'a'netions -'a'gainst DefendantB01se Césea Ie:fo ud.on the Court was ﬁled on

; .8/24/2020 [APPENDIX 36 ]

3 lentlff s Ver1ﬁed Response to Motlon to D1sm1ss Mot1on to S’mke, - -

/ )

L and Mot1on for Sanct1ons ‘was: ﬁled on 8/25/2020 [APPENDIX 37 ]

' 0 P1a1nt1ff’s Response to Motwn for Competency, Motlon to Str}ke and :
Motlon for Sanctlons was ﬁled on 8/25/2020 [APPENDIX 38 ]

| : 41 . On August 25 2020 Wmdsor ﬁled 4 Motxon to Dlsquallfy Judge Llsa

~ 'T Munyon The Order Grantmg Wmdsor sMo’aon to D1squahfy Judge Munyon

Was filed on 8/25/2020 [APPENDIX 39 }

1

L4 On August 25, 2020 Judge John Marshall Kest (“Judge Kest”) was

| named to: replace Judge Munyon e CE ‘

3 "/25/2020 requestmg 18
t1ff’ $ Thlrd Amended Mot1on K

. for Leave t0 ﬁle an Amended Complamt was the only motlon set for a hearlng

,4.4;""' Plamﬂff’sMotm, ot Sanictiors to:Strike th ’Answer ofLongest for

_ ,Fraud on the Court M ules, and Mouon L

" .for Ewdentlary Heaxmg'vvas ﬁled on:8) 9/2@2@ [APPENDIX 41 ]

(€8]
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Plam‘uff’ S Mo’aon fo” 'San on trike the Ahswer of »Boise

46 Plamuff sent a; letter 10 'Judge Kest-.requestmg two rnot1ons for fraud

to be set for ev1dent1ary hearmgs th1s ‘Was sent on 8/29/2020

[APPEND]X 43 ] ’.Ne1ther Was set for hearmg

_.47;,- Judge Kest 1ssued an “Order Requrrmg Compha.nce by Attomeys and |

PRO SE L1t1g " "'ts. ' ,
o 202@ [APPENDIX 44, ] Thls Order states

) “Attomeys and pro-se. l1t1gants re remmded that all attorneys and pro se s
¢ st oomply with; ‘and follew, the. Administrative procedures '

i Administrative orders, Umform Administrative. Policies and Procedures of

.« .the Courts:in the Ninth: Judicial Circuit, as well as the Gurdelmes of each

;f_--r;.mdlwdual Judge before whom a party erl appear

B Iﬁ:“F or example Admunstraﬁve Order 2012—03 requ1res that a mandatory meet.
.. _and.confer be undertaken before before a hearing or motion is scheduled ‘It is'the
responsxblhty of the party. scheduling the, hearing to-artange the conference,

Failure to “ineet and confer” on each motion will result in a hearing =
‘being cancelled if 1tAwas scheduled and/or sanctmns may be imposed.”

" femi) "hasrs yadded T

'-.._': 4 Admmrstraﬁve Order 2012‘ 03 states

- “A mandatory meet and con er rocess is hereby estabhshed as set forth
2 helow, for all-iotions to be set for hearing in the cireuit civil division and to
~ occur before schedulmg the hearm except for the following motions:
1n3unct1vc welief without notice: gtnent on the. pleadmgs, summary
Judgment or to permlt mamtenance of a olass actron '

w |
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| "‘Counsel w1th full authord

. scheduhng the hearing on:

- narrow the issues raised iti’the

. "Comphance (attached hereto as.
occuired in the Notice of Heari

. respon51b1hty of counsel wh
conference : :

fhatter shall confer before
mpt to resolve orotherwise -
it clude a Certificate of
xhibit ) that the conference has -
ed W1th the court, It shall be the -
the hearing fo arrange the

“The term “confer” requxres a .bstantwe convei'satmn in person or by
o teLphone ina good faith eff effort to resolve the motion without the need to Lo

schedule a hearing, "and. does does not envision an exchange of ultimatums by
fax, e-mail or. letter Counsel who- mereiy attémpt to confer have not
conferred for purposes of th1s Order {e mphasm added I

' “Counsel must respond promptly to mqmnes and communications from
' opposing counsel who notices the hearing and is attempting to-schediile the
conferetice. If counsel who notiges. the. hearmg is unable to reach opposing
} counsel to conduct the:conference after three (3) good faith attempts,
- counsel who notices the hearing must 1dent1fy in'the Certlﬁcate of
“Compliance the dates and. tlmes of the efforts made to contact opposmg
counsel - o

-“Counsel shall mclude in the Net;ce ef I—Iea:rmg the Ceruﬁeate of .
e Comphance certifying that the meet and confer occurred (or did not occur
- and setting out the good faith attempts 10. schedule the oonference) and
“jdentifying the date of the conference the names -of the partlclpatmg
ttorneys, and the SpeCIﬁc resnlts obtamed

X “Counsel who notices the hearmg shall ensure that the court and the court S
" judicial assistant are aware of s any narrowmg of the issties or other resolutlon
asa result of the conference ; : :

e 449 The Nlnth C1rcu1t doesn’t evenf address the 1ow1y pro se partles, but

1164‘??99?@?.95?!; '
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- 50. An Order Denylng Motiori for.Sanctions to ,Strike the | |

Answers of Longest a.nd B01se Cascade for Fraud ‘on the Court ‘Motion for

o ’Sanctlons for Vlolatlons of the Rules E Metxon for EV1dent1ary Hearmg was

'ﬁled on 9/2/2020 [APPENDIX 45 ]

51, On 9/2/2020 Wmdsor filed a Motmn for Recons1deratlon of the Order B
-dated 9/2/2020 [APPENDIX 46 ]
Judge Kest: had hlS ﬂrst hve mteracuon w1th Windsor at a Case

Management Conference on 9/21/2()20 . o

- 53. On 9/21/ 2020 Wynne filed a docurnent t1t1ed “Defendants Response
to PRO SE Plamuff’s Motlons for Reconszderatlon 2 [APPENDIX 47 ]
| - '54 { Wmdsor came 1o the realmanon on 9/21/2020 that Judge Kest Was
.prejudwed and biased. Wmdsor sent a letter to Judge Kest adv1smg that he was

filing a motion to dxsquahfy him; thl Was sent ofi 9/23/2020 [APPENDIX 48. ]

55. . On 9/27/2020 Wmdsor ﬁled a Motzon to Cancel September 29, 2020

e Hearmg and Motlon for Sanctlons [APPENDIX 49 ]

Wmdsor ﬁled a Venﬁed Motlon to Dlsquahfy Judge

- 56, On9/28/2020_,“

John Marshall Kest [APPEND]X 50 ]

. On. 9/3 0/2020 J udge Kest entered an Order denymg Wlndsor s Motion

‘ bto Dlsquahfy [APPENDIX 51 ]

S R ¢
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58, on 11/19/2020 wmdsor‘ led 4 oo d'Motion 0 'Disqﬁaiify udge

J ohn Marshall Kest [APPENDIX 52 ] On 1'1/2@/2@20 J udge Kest entered an Order'e.

| -'denymg Wmdsor s Second Motlon to Disquahfy [APPENDIX 53, ]

9 Wmdsor s Supplement to Venﬁedv Motren o' Drsquahfy Judge J ohn |

| Marshall Kest was filed on 9/28/2020 [APPENDIX 54 ]

b _<6 Plamtrff’ 8 Motlon for Reconsrderatron of Orders of Judge Mu.uyon
was ﬁled on 9/29/2020 [APPENDIX 55.] ..... . | _
61. An Order Denying Wmdsor § Verlﬁed Motlon to Dlsquahfy Judge
.J ohn Kest was ﬁled on. 9/ 30/ 2020. [APPENDIX 56 J
| 62 An Order Denymg Defendants’ Mo’uon to D1sm1ss and Emergency .
| Mot1on to Determme Competency Was ﬁled on 10/ 1/2020 [APPENDIX 57 ]
63; : Orders on Mu1t1p1e Mouons were ﬁled 10/20/2020 [APPENDIX 58 ]
| Plamtlff’ s. Motron for Reconmderatmn of Orders of Judge John |
Marshall Kest was ﬁled on 1 1/3/2020 [APPENDIX 59 ] L
- 65 Plamtrff’ S Motmn for Reconsrderatron of Orders of Judge Kest dated/
Octeber 20 2020 was. ﬁled on 11/6/2020 [APPENDIX 60 ]

: 66 PIa1nt1ﬁ" 5 Second Venfied Mo’uon to Dlsquahfy Judge Kest was ﬁled

on. 11/19/2020 [APPENDIX 61 ]

A 67 “ An Order Denylng Wmdsor s Second Verrﬁed Motron to Dlsquahfy

| Judge J ohn Marshall Kest ‘was ﬁIed on 11/20/2020 [APPENDIX 62 ]

w
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.+ 08, 4;'."W.ind'sor-’:s Afﬁda\kitS:;\OfPtej.udch ?Stﬁtedf.\jflery: Clédrly.‘fhe: factsi an'd'?' .

reasons for the behef that b1as and pre;u i ce e:snsts Dates, tlmes, places,

clrcu:mstanoes and statements are 1tem ze' f The reasons for the bel1ef are ma.tenal

| and stated w1th partlculanty [APPENDIX 50 t Exlub1t A 1. [APPENDIX 61
Exh1b1t A ] | |
Judge Kest WRONGFULLY ordered sanctmns agamst Wmdsor for

ﬁlmg his Obj eotlons to Robert Kerth Longest’s A:nswers to Interrogatones and
Motmn for Sanctlons agamst Defendant Robert Kelth Longest [APPENDIX 58
Pages4and5] P R -

%70 Judge Kest .clatms, w1thout legal auth,orlty, that Wmdsor s objeotrons K
'. were not made in: good fa1th [APPENDE( 58 Page 5 ] Th1s is laughable See
- APPENDIX 14 espec1ally ﬂ 18-42 The Objectlons Were made under oath under |

., penalty of per;]ury Wmdsor s swom statements of fact are uncontroverted

o Wmdsor 1dent1ﬂed ﬁve false answers Wmdsor 1dent1ﬁed several counts of

per_]ury, and he prov1ded ev1denoe ; Wlndsor 1dent1ﬁed mcomplete answers that
Longest knew wete: mcomplete, completely madequate answers Longest

comrmtted 55 v1olatlons ‘of Flonda Rules of varl Procedure (“FRCP”) Rule l 340 )

: (a) [APPENDIX 14 1[ 44} Longest gave false sworn answers to hlterrogatones

Number 6 8 10 1 1 23 Longest fa1led to answer Interrogatory Numbers 5 and 7

w
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ofy Numbers 2, 10,13, 18,24, and

c’"o"mmifted fraud. ori‘- the coﬁri;, y

‘.And Judge Kest has let h1m get away’g with, 11:‘ and has sanotioned Wmdsor

1. FRCP Rule 1 380 prov1des ‘rhe'mles for fallure to make d1$eovery._. 3
Proper not1ce was prov1ded [ |

72.. FRCP Rule 1 380 (a) (2) prowdes'that if a"deponent falls to answer a

' question propounded or. submltbed undervrale 3 10 or-l 320 ora corpora’uon or s

other en’aty fads to make a des1gnat1on under mle 1 310(b)(6) or 1, 320(a) or a. |

_ party falls to answer an mterrogatory submrtted under rule 1 340 or 1f a party 1n

- response to a request for mspeetlon submatted’under rule 1 350 falls to respond that
. mspec’uon wﬂl be penmtted as requested or fads to permrt mspectlon as requested

» o, 1f a. party 111 response 1:o & request fo exammatron of a person submltted under '

rule- 1 360(a) objects to: the exammatlon, faﬂs to respond that the exammatlon Wﬂl

J

be perrmtted as requested or faﬂs to submrt to or to produce a person m that

' party s custody or 1egal eontrol for exammatron the dlseovermg par’cy may move :

for an order compellmg an. answer i FRCP Rule 1§ 380 (a) (3) provrdes that an
evasxve or moomplete answer shail be treated asa; fa11ure to answer Judge Kest’

" order v1oIates the law [APPENDIX 58; Page 59 Judge Kest LIED bivd hls order -

e clalmmg Wmdsar d1d not eomp vith, 'the Rules Thrs Court should snnply read .

L APPENDIX 14 15 and 58 and see at Judge Kest hed to 1nﬂ1ot hlS preJudlce

w
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'73_. Judge Kest cla1ms the ‘ ‘ egal basrs to obJ ect to Longest’

answers to request for adrmssmns FRCP 'Rule 1 370 (a) prov1des the legal

: authorlty that Wmdsor clted The ans ' 'ere.false and Longest knew they were

false FRCP 1 370 requ:rres “The answer shall; specrﬁcally deny the matter or. set

forth in detaﬂ the reasons why the answermgv party eannot truthfully admrt or deny :'.
‘_the matter A demal shall falrly meet the substanoe of the requested adm1ss1on, and . g |

“when. good falth requlres that a party quahfy an answer or deny only a part of the :
is true and quahfy or deny the rernamder » FRCP { 370 prov1des “The party who '_
| has requested the admrssrons may move to deterrmne the sufﬁcrenoy of the ..
. answers ‘or objectlons P 3 : %,' S ‘ | . . e oo
74 T he: aet1ons of Longest 1n tlns case have been fraudulent Longest has
ﬁled a fraudulent answetr, false sworn answers to 1nterrogator1es false answers to
.requests for adniissions,and he has h_edfsn hrs :'de,pos}rtron‘.‘andln court )
.“4[APPENDIX41] B . L 3
L 75_'. ‘ J udge Kest’s demal of all ’b}ectlons to Bmse Caseade s Answers to

‘ Interrogatorres and Monon for Sanctrons agamst Defendant except 15 and 24 -are '_

' ‘s1m11ar1y wrong. [A.PPENDIX 58 P 5]

7 6 Judge Kest ela.nns there is no vahd 1ega1 bas1s to ob_] ect to Bo1se s

' answers to request for adnnssmns [APPENDIX 58 P 6 ] The answeis Were false,

Y
N
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' and Bo1se knew they were false . : A“The ansvtrer shall

spee1ﬁca11y deny the matter or set ’fo"»_ v i detail the reasons Why the answerrng L

party eannot truthﬁﬂly adrmt or deny th atter A demal shall falrly meet the

substance of the requested adrmssron,‘ and ,,,hen good farth reqmres that a party

,quahfy an ansvver or deny only a part of the matter of whrch an. admlssmn 1s L

requested the party shall SpGley S0 rnuoh of 1t as 1s true and quahfy or deny the N .'

remamder . FRCP 1 37 0 prowdes “The party Who has requested the adm1ss1ons ;
may move to determme the sufﬁ01ency of the answers or Ob_} ectrons " | A‘

. 'Judge Kest cla1ms Plalntrff’ s Motron for Sanctlons to Stnke the o
'Answer of Bo:tse Cascade Mouon for Sanotlons to Stnke the Answer of Longest

, Motlon for Fraud on the Court Monon for Sanctrons for V1olattons of the Rules

- and Motton for EV1dent1ary Hearmg d1d not provrde ev1dence [APPENDD( 58 P.‘-

o ] There is masswe ev1dence, and ‘the cof” £ Would have been rermnded at the '. )

: requested ev1dent1ary hearlng Judge Kest ‘as amazrngly sa1d that Wmdsor 1s

ob11gated to comply w1th the Florrda Bar Rules of Professronal Conduot Wthh the -

for he Court to sanetlon

pursuant to the- rules of: o1v11 prooed e Thxs 1s prejudlce and blas Judge Kest 1s : "

o d:tshonest and hkely corrupt s




An obJeetlve observ 1y.0b: Yd/or dlsmterested observer

,must entertam s1gmﬂeant doubt of the s _:f Judge Kest A reasonably

prudent person w111 be in, fear of not recewmg a fa1r and 1mpart1a1 trlal

). = :-Orders of Judge Kest demonstrate s1gmf1cant prejudlce and b1as and '

-----

. he has 1gnored the law and the rules [APPENDD( 44 45, 51 53 56 57 58 62. ]
R0, 'Judge ’Kest has falsely stated that many of Wlndsor S mo‘nons are not
based on statutory or Flonda case law and some are not legally sufﬁclent N
[APPENDIX 58 ] Judge Kest has not 1dent1ﬁed these Wmdsor has comphed w11:h
’ all statutes and Rules, and h1s motrons are legally sufﬁ01ent Judge Kest Just wrote
t}ns to mﬂwt h.1s prejud:lce agamst Wmdsor . .4 | . . | |

1 An honest Judge Would have strlcken the pleadmgs of the Defendants .
[APPENDIX 18 19 35 36,41,42,45.1 Judge Kest is not honest B '

Judge Kest obJ eets to Wmdsor ﬁhng SO many motlons T he only ” .. ‘

reason Wrndsor has ﬁled muoh of anytmng rs the Wrongdomg of the Defendants.
“and the Judges Judge Kest is; termmally bxased . .

- 83, J udge Kest d1d nothmg about the totally fr1volous Defendants

e motlons for competency and motmn to dzsmrss Wmdsor~s motlon for sanctlons

~ was IGNORED

SITEL s s LR




84. Judge Kest deni_e'd i o “'to compel t‘he Defendant-'sito

produoe documents and for sanctlo.,_ s Wlthout akh eanng [APPENDIX 58 ] Thls is

, OUTRAGEOUS There was nothmg 1mproper about these requests

5 Judge Kest has hrnlted Windsor to one hour per deposmon, apparently .

.' asa sancuon [APPENDIX 58 P 3 ] Th1s 1s totally 1nadequate as to the tWo e
: — Defendants Wmdsor has never taken a deposmon and he is dealmg Wlth hars -
_J udge Kest Wants to do Whatever he ca;n to screw Pro Se. Wmdsor before he ret1res
‘ Wmdsor w111 ﬁle a Bar Complamt agamst him | | o
| 8_6 . Judge Kest demed Wmdsor s Motron to Cornpel Subpoenas for
o Doeuments from Dr Stephen Goli [APPBNDIX 58 P.3. 33 The Motlon fully ‘ :

v‘vre11ed on the notes he made whrle exam;tnmg Wmdsor and these are d1scoverable B |
L 87 Judge Kest has outrageously demed Wmdsor S 1\\/Iot10n for Sa’notmns.

. agamst eaeh of the Defendants for Fraud on, the Court He has demed hearlngs | |

He claxms the ﬁndmgs of the pnor Judge are vahd but she d1d not address the o |

issues that were clearly stated ThlS smacks of cormptlon Perhaps Judge Kest has

....

' _, 88 Judge Kest estabhshed a clearly ﬁxed V1evv about substantlve pendmg

..str1a1 matters, so th1s must ra1se concems about the “appearanoe of 1mpropr1ety, _

standard that must be safeguarded under apphcable reeusal law _

1S
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Judge Kest has effectlveiy' denied Wmdsor”:é'i"i.ghf;é:‘ef the equa1 j'__'. o

: ;proteetlon under the law under Art1e1e VI of the Constltunon
- 90. 3 ]udge Kest’s zaetlons preue thay he'fhas exe1;e1sed hle power 1n th1s e1V11- 3
action: for h1s ewn personal purposes rather.than the W111 of the law
B | 9 1 : Wmdsor has not recerved fas,r and;nnpa;tlal treatment W1th Judge "
.. Kest He 1s pre]udlced agamst Wlndsor o | |
9 All Wmdsor wants is ’co have ‘s'otneone.f;alr andylnaparualh w1ﬁ an enen -
‘ d to 11sten to the faets and rewew as mueh of the ev1dence as is needed to nrove |

_each of h1s ela;lms ' It is obv1ous to Wmdsor that Judge Kest doesn t care about the - |

- facts and deesn’t want to apply the law

o j 93 : The Umted States Constmmon guarantees an unb1ased Judge who w111 ‘
| .always prov1de lmgants wnh full protecnon of ALL RIGHTS Judge Kest is -
blased agamst Wmdsor I-Ie has demonstrated thls aga;m and agam and agam 3
: 94 Wlndsor 'S monons, afﬁdawts certlﬁcates of good falth and
' | memcdd*anduﬁ of authontles meet the reqmrements for -, motlon to dlsquahfy
' [APPENDIX 50 61 ] | | N

Wmdsor has a well-grounded fear that he w111 net recelve a falr tnal

He hasn’t recewed a fa1r tr1al

an e

N
|._\




- 96.. 'Judge‘Kest.establ_i:sh d'a clearly fix &ﬁe‘vv‘ ebeut substuntive pendiug'f "

trial matters, so this muSt rais'e .tfbncei‘-?iSf boiit the' appearance of i 1mpropr1ety,

standard that must be safeguarded under apphcable recusal law o |

STAN DARD OF REVIEW
The demal of a motlon to dlsquahfy a cxrcmt Judge is rewewed de

novo. Parker v. Sz‘ate 3 So 3d 974 982 (Sup Ct Fla 2009)

LEGAL ARGUMENT o

The test to be used by the trlal cou:rt in rev1ew1ng a motxon for o
dlsquahﬂcatlon has been determmed by 'the Monda Supreme Court In MacKenzze -
V. Super szs Bargam Store Inc 565 So 2d 1332 (Fla 1990), the Supreme Court s
well-grounded fear that the movant wﬂl not recewe a fa;lr trlal The test to be
_ut111zed is whether the facts alleged Would place a reasonably prudent person m »

fear of not rece1v1ng a- fa:tr and 1mpart1a]; f;nal MacKenzze 565 So 2d at 133 5 see.

also Fz,s'cher v Knuck 497 So 2d 240 (Fla.f1986)

-
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reasonably questmn a Judge s 1mpart' : ot than the ju'd"ge"s perception of the .- '
Judge 5 ab111ty to act falrly and 1mpart1 y ) |
100 In order to de01de whether the motmn is legally sufﬁ01ent Wmdsor

_must only show a well-grounded fear that he w111 not recewe a fair [heanng] at

the hands of the Judge Tti is not a ques‘uon ef how the Judge feels, itisa quest1on R

‘of what feelmg res1des in the afﬁant’s mmd and the bas1s for such feelmg State ex. A'
' rel Brown V. Dewell 131 Fla. 566 573, 179 So. 695 697- 98 ( 1938). See also
Hayslip v. Douglas, 400 So 2d 553 (Fla 4th DCA 1981). The quest1on of
Av dlsquahfica:tlon focuses on those matters from whloh a l1t1gant may reasonably
, ’ quest:,on a Judge s 1mpart1a11ty rather than the Judge s pereeptmn of his ab111ty to
- act fa1r1y and 1mpart1a11y State v. szmgsz‘on, 441 So. 2d 1083 1086 (Fla 1983)
101 The prejudme ofa Judge is a dellcate questlon for a 11t1gant to raise but '
- when ralsed as a bar to the trial of a eause 1f preehcated on grounds W1th a
| modlcum of reason, the Judge in questmn should be -prompt to recuse hlmself No
: Judge under any elreumstances is warranted in sitting in the tr1a1 of a eause whose
neutrahty is shadowed or even questloned. chkenson v Parks 104 Fla 57 7, 140
| So 459 (1932), State ex rel Aguzar i Cho:ppell 344 So 2d 925 (Fla 3d DCA

1977) State V. Steele, 348 So 2d 398 4@1 (Fla 3rd DCA 1977)
102 The Umted States Supreme Court has explamed that in dec1dmg
whether a paxtlonla:r . J-u_dge cannot ggemde over a 11t1gant’s trial: the 1nquu~y must be




- not only whether there was a¢f1i' "'"bi on fespondent’s part, but also whether there

was ‘stich ahkehhood of: b1as or an app_: ran , ilaslthétvthe jlidg,e;wes':unnbl : ’Fb'. a

hold the balance between vmdtcatmg the mterests of the court and the mterests of :

'the accused Ungar V. Saraf te, 376 U S 575 5 88 (1964) ‘Such a; stnngent rule
ma.y sometu:nes bar tﬂal by Judges who 'have no actual b1as and Who Would do therr
' very best o welgh the scales of _)ustlce equally between contendlng part1es, but
due process of 1aW reqtnres no less In re Murchzson 349 U S. 133 136 75 S.Ct.
623, 625, 99 L Ed 1942, (1955) Taylor W Hayes, 418, U 8. 488, 501 (1974)

o (emphas1s added)

| 103 The appearance of 1mprepr1ety '\rrolates state and federal constltuuenel.

.r1ghts to due process A faxr hearmg before an 1mpart1al trlbunal 1s a basw

| requ1rement of due process‘ See In re Murchzson, 349 U S 133 (1955) “Every
htlgant[] is ent1tled to nothmg 1ess than the cold neutrahty of an impartial ]udge

State ex rel Mzckle V. Rowe, 131 Se 33 §~332 (Fla 1930) Absent a fa1r tnbunal

. there ca.n be o full and farr hearmg :

} 104 The test for: determ1mng the legal sufﬁe1ency of a mot1on for , -
dlsquahﬁcatmn isan obj eetxve one Wh]Gh asks Whether the facts alleged inthe

motlon would place a reasonably prudent persen in fear of not. recewmg 3 fa1r and

: imparttal heanng See szmgston v ,S’tate at 1087 “When the Judge enters mto the ,

St




- proceedings and becomes a participant, a shadoyfs cast upon judicial seutrality 50
‘d;s?fiﬁéiv."Brobme; ~at-:295 REES

NY. REASONABLY PRUDENT
OF NOT RECEIVIN G A FAIR

105 Thet'e are a host of reasons why any I:easonable prudent person Would :
be.in. fear.of not reeewmg ‘a faxr trlal 1n tlxe case But the cons1derat1on is easy by
lookmg at what Judge Kest d1d when conSIdermg san ct1ons S

106 Wmdsor swore under oath under penalty of perjury that “L1es, .
.,consp1racy, false statements to law enforcement alleged bnbery, fraud attemtated ,
-~ fraud, false pleadmgs, a host of dascovery tnolauons, numerous leatmns of the
Flonda Rules of Professmnal Conduct concealment of the key ewdence, ‘.

' eoncealment of the 1dent1ty of one of 1he key fraudsters, perjury, alleged fraud bya
- pa1d expert W1tness V1olat1on ofa court erder contempt mahcxous prosecutlon,
. and. fraud on. the Court The Defendants and their attorneys have done 1t all »

| '[APPENDIX 18 and 19; APPENDIX 34 and 35 APPENDIX 41 and 2. ]

' ' 107 Surely 298 v;101at1ons 1s destmed for the Gumness Book

108 Judge Kest demed the motions Wlthout the requested ewdentlary

hearmg elamlmg they were motmns ; “‘reeonsxderatmn ”, [APPENDIX 45, Page '

l ] On September 2 2020 Judge Kest 1ssued an ORDER ON MOTIONS FOR A' '

AN
Ol



absolutely false clanmng the August 29, 3

'B. JUDGE KEST DEMONSTRATED D ]IS

Qimotrens ﬁled by, W1ndsor were e

“motlons for reconsrderauon » [APPENDIX 45 P 1 ] The opemng paragraphs of '

the motlons state that on June 24 2020 Wmdsor ongmally presented 98 counts to
- ,show FRAUD ON THE COURT by each of the Defendants And that “smce the

o8 counts were ﬁrst presented the Defendants and 1ts attorneys have each o

'.l_r.'.

_ comrmtted another 51 counts Fraud on the court requ;tres a clear and convmcmg

'showmg, S0 thts Motron mcludes all. of the counts that are part of the scheme

[APPENDIX 41 43, ] 102 new counts agamst the Defendants does not constrtute a

‘ “mot1on for reconsrderatton » Thrs 1s mexcusable :

109 Whlle thls alone should be enough i) udge Kest outrageously

.sanctloned Wmdsor [APPENDIX 58 ] There rs no logrcal explanatmn for the

actrons of Judge Kest He is clearly pre;uehced He may have other problems

1 10 A reasonably prudent person Would NOT be in fear of rece1v1ng a fa1r

1a1 They’d be scared to death* S _;f_ g

 PREJUDICE AGAINST PRO

SE PARTIES REPEATEDLY

R 1 Judge Kest’s pre)udlc "“agamst pro se parttes llterally JU]WPS OFF THE i

N PAGE He has the term pro se” 1talrcmed in hrs orders [APPENDIX 44 45 5 1,

N
®



)
A

2 Judge Kest ordered The Ccm‘t ﬁnds that th@ M@ﬁ@lﬂ is 1@%@3?

_ msufﬁclent.” [APPENDIX 62 - ORDE& P 1, ‘{ 3, ] He, gave n@ @;@mﬁaﬂ@a,

AIndeed he couldn’t. It wﬂl be. sxmple for tlvs Court 16, detemﬁne thazé Fudge Kest

Ladl Lse Ji{ “1} .‘! g r i AR ,' . L s ﬁ a0 -
was s1mp1y mﬂwﬂng hlS blas and- pre;udzce ye’c again. RN
- dabadi i s 3K a“ ~ides it

by Flonda Statute 38 10 a:nd

N Ls’mdl'aj .se a;\
FRJA2330 and Wmdsor metallreqmrements [APP N?DIX%] E

11’3 A Motwn to D1squahfy 13 s

, “A mo'uon to, d1squahfy is gOVemed substamwely by sectmn 38 10 Flonda-
Statrites . . and procedur ally by Florida Rule of J udicial Administration
2.330. Greg@ry v. State, 118:86:3d4 770, 778 (Fla.'2013). (quotmg Gorev.,
State, 964 So.2d 1257, 1268 (Fla 20@7)) “«The statute requires that the

-moving party file an affidavit in goed faith ¢ stating fear that he or she will.

- not raceive & fair trial ....On account of the prejudice of the judge-as well as
‘the facts and the reasons for the belief that any such bias or pre_]udlce ,

. ekists.”™ Peteison vi Stafe, 221 So. 3d 57 1 581 (I‘la 2017) (quotmg § 38.10,

_, '.,,__l‘la Stat (2014)) SR e R 'i" _ E

1 14.° MOTION AND AFFIBAVIT~ The Motion to Dlsquahfy wasin |

wntmg Wmdsor ﬁled an Afﬁdavfc of Pre;udme stamlg hxs fear 'that he would not

. receive a fazr tnal due to the pxe;udme of Eudge Kest It prov1ded the facts and the

27

47



reasons for the be11ef that such bxas a.nd pre 1 dwe ex1st_ Thls Mouon was s1gned
 under oath There had been one'_- prevmusly .grante_.d mouon to dlsquahfy the former _
Judge A Ceruﬁcate of Good Fa1th Was also ﬁled [APPENDIX 52 Exhlblt B]

; The Mouon to Dlsquahfy was ﬁled Wlﬂ’l“; ' ‘Clerk and a copy was’ sent by emaﬂ to

Judge Kest c/o h.lS asswtant Dlane Iaoone [APPENDIX S52. ]

i1 15 GROUNDS The Motlon to Dzsquahfy showed that the Plamuff ) |
feared he Would not rece1ve a. fa.lr tr1a1 because of speo1ﬁoally descnbed pre_} ud1ce :
or b1as of Judge Kest | e I | - “

116, TIME‘ The Motlon to Dzsquailfy was: ﬁled wuhln a reasonable t1me

"not to- exoeed 10 days after d1scovery of the faots consutuung the grounds for the -

Mouon and was promptly presented to the Court for an lmmedlate rullng

AMOTION TO .DIS AUALIFY WAS NOT LEGALLY SUFFICIENT
117 In hlS Order dated NOVember 20 2020 Judge Kest found “the Mo‘uon

I

is 1ega11y 1nsufﬂc1ent i [APPENDIX 62 ]

118 Judge Kest 1dent1ﬁed nothmg that was 1ega11y msufﬁelent

119, The Mouon to D1squa11fy AJudge Kest Was legally sufﬁc1ent and |
«

procedurally adequate, and Judge Kest Was supposed to so determme ThlS wasd -

proper apphcauon for a change of 3udge The PETITION I‘OR WRIT OF

/PR(DHIBITION should have bee

O
o |




R Wmdsor at a Case Management Conf renc

E.. WHEN JUDGE KEST FIRST NG ERACTED WITH [TH WINDSOR. HE"
- _,_.-;,_.‘.FALSELY ACCUSED HIM OF LYING ' '

| ':-z""120 Ot September 21 2020 Judge_Kest had,h1s ﬁrst 11ve mteractmn Wlth .

'vvta‘Zoom Judge Kest cla1med
, 'Wmdsor made a. false statement to the Court denymg that the case had been stayed, | E
_ The 0asé was never stayed and saymg Wmdsor made a false statement to the L
| , Court Wwas both 1mproper and en*oneous :' o | /
121 USLegal com defmes “stay” as “a court order preventmg ﬁ.lrthet

N action until 2 future event oceurs.” » In this case Wmdsor expiamed that there was
. only a protecttve order 0 blook any ﬁn‘ther dxsoovery, but Judge Kest reﬁxsed to |

| hsten [APPENDIX 63] The Order clearly states “Dlscovery 1s stayed : e In | )

o d1rect conﬂ1ct W1th the Order of 8/ 19/2020 Iudge Kest branded Wmdsor as

| d1shonest He seemed to have httle mterest Whatsoever in what a lowly pra se had ;

to say: - Proven prejudme ﬁ%‘f’ o

F’. JUDGEKEST VIOLATED ‘RULE 2.9 “c ‘:OF‘ THE CODE IOF o
JUDICIAL CONDUCT ANB I EATENED WINDSOR |
122 Judge Kest 1nd1eated at the € ase Management Conference that he had K

- 1ndependently researched cases vadsot had been mvoived m and he threatened

. Wmdsor w1th sa.nc‘tlcns for frxvolous A mns mlder Florlda Statute 57 105

. 4Wmdsor has never. ﬁled anythmg frwo!eus; it the D

i
(D]




o

123. Rule 2. 9 (C) of the ,c ‘deug{sgfasz « A.judgef_ghau not

1nvest1gate facts inar matter mdep ' 'demtl-' nd shalk _cons1der only the' ev1dence

| presented L Judge Kest v1olated-_th1 Rule Andv_then he threatened Wmdsor

124 At the Case Management ( nference, Judge Kest 1nd1cated to the

. partles that he had prejudged Wmdsor hem mdependently researehmg cases _ .‘ a
— Wlndsor had been mvolved in and 'then threatemng h1m N

Whﬂe itis Well—settled that a Judge may form mental 1mpress1ons and
opinions during the course of hearing evidence, he or she may not prejudge .
the case.”?-See. Wargo V. Wargoy 669 S6:2d 1039°(Fla. 1st DCA’ 1996), .
.. LeBruno Alummum Co I/zc Yo Lane 436, So 2d 31L, 312 (Fla an DCA
",1999) C s

- ' 125 The comment of J udge Kest can be reasonably mterpreted to mean
7 udge Kest. had crossed the line from ferming mental 1mpress1ons to prej udgmg the

issue.” (Barnett V. Barnett 727 S0.2d3 L‘l, 312 (Fla 2nd DCA 1999) )

| H JUDGE KEST IGNOREDTHE,PREJUDICE AND BIAS OF JUDGE
LISA T‘“’MUNYON

126 Wmdsor has a well—gomaded fear that he W111 not receive a fa1r trial.

Judge Kest 1gnored all of the prejudl an ;_as of Judge LlsaT Munyon Judge

| Munyon granted a pretectwe orde:r to step d.tseovery when there W4S DO legal

authonty tor de 80, ; Judge Kest allowed that te) eontmue [APPENDIX 29 54 ]

1 JUDGE KEST ALLOWED AN I‘TORNEY WHO HAD NOT FILED |

b

A N@TICE OF APPEARANCL TO FILE MOTIONS IN THE CASE,

“oh
D



 INCLUDING AN OUTRAGE()USLY FRIVOLOUS MOTION TO
.. HAVE WINDSOR DEC] ARED MEN 5 LYT INCOMPETENT TO
" ._.REPRESENTHIMSELF e i e )
| | 127 Judge Kest allowed _an attorn who had not ﬂled a Nouce of

Appearance 1o’ ﬁle an outrageouslyfnvolous motmn to have Wlndsor declared

mentalIy mcompetent {o representhi.‘ se :[APPENDIX 20 32 37 38]
-Accordmg to the law, the rnotlon had to be smcken, but Judge Kest 1gnored h1s .
legal duty because of hlS b1as o |
128, . APPENDIX 38 PP 2-5 and APPENDIX 21 deta11 the wrongdomg of
ScottL Astrln(“Astnn”) DS o | : - ._ " |
129, Judge Kest d1d not address Florlda Rule 2 505 (e) (3) ofthe Rules of
T ud1c1a1 Admmlstrauon or. case law that provzde THE COMPETENCY MOTION .
) _of Astrm was clearly a nulhty | e | ‘ A SRR |
130 J udge Kest d1d not address the false pleadmg Astrm ﬁled w1th the '.
'Court m hls purported Notlce of Evzdennary Hearmg J udge Kest d1d not address
that Astrln had Vlolated Rule 4- 3 1 Rule 43 3 and Rule 4—3 4. of the Flor1da Rules_
| of Professmnal Conduct [APPENDIX 2,1 04tz T

13 On 9/21/2020 Judge Kest Aordered a September 29 2020 hearmg on

‘ Defendants Robert Kelth Longest & ise. Casca Aate)
Dlstnbutlon, LLC along w1th the Law .ﬁﬁces of Scott L. Astrm and Attomey

DaVld Wynne S: Emergency Motxon Requestmg the Court Determme if Pro Se

SRR L R

a1



: Platntlff Wllllam Wlndsor is Competent ¢ Represent I—hmself Motlon Enforcmg

Pro Se Plamuff Wﬂham Wmdso 46 Coriy " ""-'end‘ A dhere to Flonda Bar Rules of -

-Profess1ona1 Conduct and Motlon"‘for ard of Monetary Sanctlons Th1s ,

estabhshed that Judge Kest was allow ; g thls‘cempletely and totally fnvolous

: motlon to move forward Wmdsor 'S Response to the Motlon filéd 8//25/2020

;detalis Why this'is. such a frtvelous motion {APPENDIX 38: ] I Judge Kest was an
honest 1mpart1a.1 Judge, he would have 1mmedlate1y dlsmlssed 1t

| J_.» JUDGE KEST ALLOWED H;EAR}NGS ON FRIVOLOUS MOTIONS

~ AND IGNORED THE RULES AND HIS ORDERS IN FAVOR OF
.-THEDEFENDANTS S L

, '132 Judge Kest has allowed hearmgs on frtvolous mot1ons by the -

Defendants whlle 1gnor1ng v1olat10ns of hle eWn rules and orders‘ Tudge Kest
stated at the Case Management Conference that lt was essenttal that mot1ons be - . "
| supported by law but he V1olated thlS 'reqmrement

e

' 133 Judge Kest 1gn0red the fact that' there was no Iegal ba31s glven by the

Defendants for e1ther of the motxons& at: ‘_,udge Kest ordered to be set for hearmg
- 134 Judge Kest outrageousiy statedm an order that two motlons were not |
: bemg set’ for heanngs because they we e mottons for reoons1derat1on when clearly

they were no suchthmg {APPENDIX%,\ L

date-for anoth'ef v.eai* when ,he \,xrill.not

135 J udge Kest extended the tﬁa‘;‘;

even be a Judge, w1th ne cons1der'1tton ven,to Wmdsor s medmal conchtl.on

)
N



136 J udge Kest announced atth CaSe 'Management Conference that he

' treats pro se partles the same. as attomeys -'but this is’ nerther falr nor the law

137 .Tudge Kest argued Wlth _W":: ser'»OVer-‘Whether there had bee’n the

requrred eet and confer Wlth the Defendants attorneys Judge Kest clalmed

| _ 'that a telephone bullylng by Attorneyv Astrm amounted to al confer ? Wrndsor
tr1ed to; explam that confer means an actuai dlscussmn 3 udge Kest rej ected that,
‘yet he knew the spec1ﬁcs of the law While pro se Wmdsor d1d not.: Wmdsor was
. absolutely right about the requn'emente te cenfer, and Judge Kest lied and cla1med -
~he was Wrong- | v V

138 Judge Kest ordered sanctrona agamet Wmdsor when he dId nothmg
| 1mproper, whlle he 1gnored hterally hundredc of vrolatrons of the rules and laW by .‘ o
the Defendants and thelr attomeys [APPPNDD( 58] . | |
| 139 Judge Kest isa past presrdent and Governor‘of the Bar Assoclatron, S0
* he has been a Very actrve member ofa club that the Defense attorneys belong to
that Wmdsor W111 ne'ver belong to Iuoge K st has been an attorney for 48 years

and a judge for 17 years. He hae seemmglv developed d1sda1n for pro se partres

over the- past 48, years Wmdsor has taeee feelmgs because after studymg the

developments in thls case, he sees Iudge _Ke ‘. actmg Wrth blas agaln and agam

’ The motlon is legally sufﬂment llf 11; shqws the party s well—grounded fear ’

- thatthé party will notrécéive a’ : al.See Livingstor v: Staie, 441 S0.2d
1083, 1087 (Fla. 1983) In ether words; would the facts (which must be taken
astrueina motmn to dxsquahfy) promp‘f a reasonably prudent person to fear

"':1_-:;-.‘3‘_3;_";- SE RIS Ay
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' that he.could not get a fau' and 311’1' _amal tridl; See e.g., Peterson 2
Asklzpzous, 833 So 2d 262- Fla. 4th CA-7002)., S

y show.t that “the party making it has
awell grounded fear that he wi L e ve a fair trial at the hands of the -
judge.” Dewell, 131 Fla. at 573, 179.80. at 697. “If the attested facts

' -supportmg the. suggestmn are reaSonably sufficient to create such a fear, itis -
not for the trial judge to say that it is notthere.” Parks, 141 Fla. at 518,194 -

- So. at 614. Further, “it is a question: of what feeling res1des in the affiant’s

. 'mind and the basis for such feeling.” Dewell, 131 Fla. at 573,179 So at
_ 697-98 (szmgston V. Sz‘ate, 441 So 2d 1083 (Fla 10/27/ 1983))

The faets alleged in the motlon

140. In determmmg the legal sufﬁeiency of a mo’uon to d1squal1fy, a court

. looks to see whether the facts alleged Weukl place a reasonably prudent person in

| fear of not rece1v1ng fan' and 1mpart1&l treatment from the trxal Judge See e. g o

) In the mstant case, a reasonably

' prudent person, would be i fear that Judge Kest because of l;us prej udlce or b1as, ‘

A pmdent persen would KNOW he

depnved hxm of fa1r and unparnal tre *t o

or she is screwed

| 141 ;%li;dge{;l@est}v@as-ﬁehlifgeﬁ_tegij;e‘ ) ept‘the fruth-.of Windso.r"s:‘s_tetements.

 “Whena party seeks to d1squa11fy a judge under sectmn 38. 10 the Judge
cannot pass ofi the truth of the statements ‘of fact set forth in the affidavit. -
- State v. Dewell, 131 Fla. 566, 179 So. 695 (1938) ‘The facts.and reasons for
- the belief of ‘prejudwe must’ be taken as true, and the judge may: only ‘pass.on. .
the legal sufficiency of the motmn -aind: supportmg Affidavits fo inyoke the-
statute. Raybon v, Bunette, 135 Zd 228 (Fla, 2d DCA 1961). Section ..

38.10 creates a. substantwe ,Al_c the dlsquahﬁcatmn ofa tr1a1 Judge,
o ibut the. pI'OCQSS of l:he d,lsquaﬁi tion 18 procedural L zvzngston v State 441
' 5302(11083 (Flal983) S e e .

| o ‘.-'-f
._F> o L ; .




142, Judge Kest allowed the iolate his Order [APPENDIX -

42] and Adm1mstrat1ve Order 201 2.0 1ng 'iﬁ a'Case Maha'gement\

_Conference that these orders do not requ tat they Very clearly requlre

143 As apro.se party, Wm, 1si1ega1 educatlon from “the

_ un1ver51t1es of’ Google and Yahoo as WGH as Versuslaw oom The People S Law
_ D1ctrongry has thls to say about “meet and confer

.a requlrement of courts that before certam types of motlons and/ or
petruons will be hedrd by the Jddge, the Iawyers (and sometlmes their
‘clients) miust, *meet and confer? t6 try to resolve the matter or at: least .

~ determine the points.of conflict. Thishas the beneficial effect of’ resolvmg

. many matters, reducing the time for arguments, and making the lawyers and '

- clients face up to the realities of their positions.” The People sLaw -
D1ct10nar;z by Gerald N Hlll and Katlﬂeen T Hﬂl '

| _144 The Legal Informatmn Instxtute ef Cornell LaW Sohool deﬁnes “meet |
| and confe

R “a reqmrement in somé Junsdlctrons tha’c pames to a suit must meet and
-disouiss various. matters-and attempt to resolve disputes without court action. -
.. The purpose of meet and’ eon‘fer mles 1§ to save the parties time and .
-money and increaseé Jud1c1a1 eeonomy by encouragmg part1es to resolve their
drsputes W1thout the need for court mterventlon

| -1'4,5 ‘But most 1mportant of. al g 1) #‘“:text of the -ac-tﬁaf -:Orders. |

@ ,».:Qrder makes ﬂns clear “Faﬂure to

‘meet and confer on each motmn Wﬂl‘ result ina hearmg bemg cancelled 1f it was

Schedulcd » Wmdsor filed an. emergeney i o’cion to have the hearmg cancelled

Judge Kest v1olated h1s own order ot gam ,[APPENDIX 44 ]




147 Whﬂe Wmdsor had "'rev1

i :"-‘:l‘-“A manda o1y meet and confer proeess 1s hereby estabhshed as set forth

: _below, for all motions to be set for hearmg inthe circuit- ¢ivil division andto *
‘ occur before schedulmg the hearmg except for the followmg motxons

[ “Counsel w1th full authonty to rese}ve the matter shall confer before J
Soheduhng tﬁe hearlng on the motiori to attempt to resolve or otherwise
" 155 jes raised i "‘the miotion, and include a Certlﬁcate of -
e =;-~?'Complrance (attaohed’ hereto as “BExhibit A”) that the: conference has °
* occurred.in'the Notice of Hearing filed with the’ court, It shall be the.
L ‘responmblhty of counsel who. schedﬁies the hearmg to arrange the
R "»conference : RN

e '7";schedule a4 heamn"" and dogsng
fax, e~mail or letter. Counsel W. merely attempt to. confer have not

_.,;a..-,,‘.:conferred for: purposes of thrs , «;-.;[e'xlnghams added. ]

f"‘Counselff' Atist. resp "d‘prom’ ﬂ 'toimqumes and commumcatlons from .
“hw '_""opposmg counsel Who' ring and s atfempting to. schedule the .
- eonference Jf counsel Who. iotices the }:geartng lis unable to reach opposmg
- .. eoungel 1 10 conduct the’ cc)nferen( fter three: (3) good faith attempts, -
_counsel who nouces the hearmg must identify in the Certificate of
' eSO effor’cs made to eontact opposmg




__tto' schedule the conference) and

and settmg out the good ferth att“ pt
: '”:_es of the part1c1pat1ng

identifying t the date of th
attorneys, and the specrﬁ

“Counsel who notices the hearmg; shallvensure that the court and the court’
 judicial assistant are-aware.of ¢ 'ng of the issues or- other resolutxon
asa result of the conference : '

149 Durmg the Case Management Conference Judge Kest argued w1th

Windsor over whether there had been the reqmred “meet and confer” w1th the
3 . |

Defendants attorneys J udge Kest claimed that a telephone bullymg by Attorney
Astrin amounted to a “confer ». Wmdsor tned to explam that confer means an

g actual dtscussmn Judge Kest rejected that‘ yet he lcneW the 3pe01ﬁcs of the Rule

-whlle pro se Wmdsor d1d not Wmdsor was absolutely r1ght about the S

requn'ements to confer, and J udge Keet- nnproperly clatmed he was Wrong When
| Wlndsor read Adm1mstrat1ve Order 2912 03 he 1mmed1ately began draftrng h13

Motton to Dtsquahfy Judge Kest

K. ' THE ]MPARTIALITY OF JU})GE KEST MUST BE UESTIONED

150 An ob_] ectrve observer, lay observer, and/or dlsmterested observer
-must entertatn 51gn1ﬁcant doubt of the mlpartrahty of Judge Kest.
151, The Code of Jud1ctal Conduetsreqmred that J udge Kest dlsquahfy

hunself

) The Code ef Judmml Conduct set:s forth bas;tc prmmples of how Judges :
L .should conduct themselves in carrying out their judicial duties. Canon 3-.

“TUC(1) states that “[a] judge should drsquahfy himselfin a. proceedmg in
o j{_.Whlch his. 1rnpart1a11ty rmght reasonabiy be: questtoned 22 Thisis totally -




consistent W1th the case law of thiS ,’Court whloh holds that a. party seekmg |
- to d1squa.]1fy a Judge need only she
' teceive-a fair trial at the. hands' ,
. judge feels; it is.a question of wh ehng resxdes in the affiant’s mmd and
the basis for such feeling.” Stat 1. Brown v: Dewell, 131 Fl3. 566, .
573, 179-So. 695, 697-98 (1938) See also Hayslzp V. Douglas 400-So. 2d o
553 (Fla. 4th DCA 1981). The question. of msqualtﬁcatlon focuses on those =
- matters from which a. 11t1gant ‘may reagonably-question‘a judge’s 1mpart1a11ty
rather thahfthe’ judge’s percepti ' ab111ty to act falrly and 1mpart1a]1y |

L JUDGE KF KEST FAILED TO ADBRESS ALL OF TI-IE LEGAL
| -'GROUNDS FOR. DISOUALIFICATION

152 The Mot1on to Dlsquahfy [APPENDIX 61, Page 1] asked

. that J ohn Marshall Kest (“Judge Kest”) be dlsquahﬁed from.the above
B entltled matter under Flonda Statute 38,10, Florida Rule of Judicial '
, Admmlstratmn 2 330 and Canons 2 and 3 of the Code of Judicial Conduct,
~ all other relevant statutory and state: and federal case law, .as well as the
. First, Fifth, Sixth, E1gh1:h and’ Fou:rteenth Amendments to the United States
| Constltutlon, the Due Process: Ciause of the Fifth Amendment to the U.S. . .
Constltu’uon, the Constltutlon ,Of the S‘tate of Florlda, and the Court’
‘1nherent powers : B

153 Judge Kest stated that ered only Florlda Statute 38 10

‘ Canon 3(E)(1) of the Code of Judma:t 'du ,;’and Flonda Rule of Jud101al
Ad;m1mstrat10n 2 330 [APPENDIX 62 P ‘L ] |
154. Judge Kest dtd not ' onft'dder C e on 2 other seotlons of Canon 3 of the:

Code of Jud1c1al Conduct, other rele ant ory and state and federal case law

as Well as the Furst, F1fth, S;xth Fourteenth Amendments to the U S

: Const1tut10n, the Due Process Clause of the Fiﬁh Amendment to the Constltuuon,

the Constltunon of the State of Flonda and the Court’s 1nherent powers _

al
op




to “avmd 1mpropr1ety and the 2

bench and off ” Judge Kest has de{_

155 Canon 2 of the Code of Condu

.ofonitéd «Sta“c"eSvjudgee teils judges- :
prlety m all act1v1t1es, on the

h1s‘prejud1ce by v1olat1ng Ca.non 2

M WINDSOR IS ENTITLED TO- THE COLD NEUTRALITY OF AN

IMPARTIAL JU DGE "
156 Wmdsor is en‘utled to an’ 1mpart1a1 judge, and thist: 1sn’t Judge Kest

“Every llugant is enutled to nothmg Iess ’chan the cold neutrahty of an -

' "'< ;‘ 1mpart1a1 judge. It is the duty of Courts to sorupulously guard this right and ,_

under color of laW

: to.refrain: from attemptmg t0.exercise Junsdmtlon in any matter where his
quahﬁcatxon 16 do s0'is ser1ous}y brought in question. Hayslzp \Z Douglas, -
- 400:S06.2d at 557 (quotmg State ex rel Davzs v: Parks 141 Fla. 516 194 So._
613 615 (1939)) syl _

“We ﬁnd that the motlon and supportmg afﬁdav1ts were legally sufﬁc1ent
-« anid the' preper procedure, in light o the serious allegatlon of bias, was-for (..
" thie fudge to grant the miotion. {James v Theobald 557 So. 24 591 15 Fla L,"
Weekly D215 (Fla App D1st 3 01/ 16/1990) ) :

“‘Where there is any legally sufﬁcwm bas1s, whether factually accurate or-

=qot, for afounded: fear of possible: prejudxce to-exist inthe mind ofa . .

" deféndatit, recusal is mandated » See, e.g., Mariagement: Corporatzon of
Amerzca, Tnc: v. Grossman, 396 sé 2d 1169 (Fla. 31d DCA 1981). .

: GE _KEST FAILED TO PROVIDE:DUE PROCESS AND E 0 UAL
] lfROTECTION TO. WINDSOR. e 4 - o
157 Judge Kest has v1olated Wmdsm s c1v11 and constltutlonal nghts

V 4' L [t]nal before an- unblaeed ge" is essermal to: due process » Jahn&on W
Z\/Ilsszsszppz, 403 U.S. 212, 216:’(197 1) accord Concrete Pipe & Prods. V '
'Constr. Laborers Pension Trust US 602, 617 (1993) (citation .
omltted) (See also Levin és, 362 U.S. 610, 80 S.Ct.. 1038

(1960), cmng Oﬂuttv Uni 348 U8 11,14,75 8.Ct. 11, 13

al
w -




QT

L (1954) $:319, _3,44'(19."76);zieté';'»s‘-’v.mﬁnoz,
| US8.493,5020197) R R

o ,,158 Wmdsor has Just cause to‘__ eh v

'both the Flonda and the United States o

Const1tut10ns guarantee a party an 1mpa and dlsmterested trlbunal in ClVll o

cases Marshall 2 Jerrzco Inc 446 J S 238;‘:242 100 S Ct 1610 1613 (1980)

T 'Pa.ruahty 1n favor of the govemment may raise a defendant’s due process
‘concetns.” i1 re United Stdtes of - Amerzca, 441 ‘F3dat 66 (cmng Inre
_Murchz.s'on, 349 U S 133 (1955}

L 28 U S.C. 155 may- sometlmes ba;r tnal by Judges Who have no actual bias -
.-and Who would do thelr very | best to We1gh the scales:of j Justlce equally
) between contendmg parties, but due Process. ‘of law requires:no less? Taylor" ’
' 1Hayes, 418 U.S: 488, 501 (1974) (cltatxens and quotatmn marks omltted) o
e ,See also Murchzson, 349 U S at ‘{36 :

160 Judge Kest has effectwe y demed Wmdsor s rlghts of the equal

. protectlon under the laW under Amclb ; : of the Constmmon

o.. JUDGE_,KESTVIOLATED
= WINDSOR

161 Judge Kest has v101ated Wmdsor S Constltutlenal nghts

'j ‘T\e Constltutlonal rxght to self- -

. .representatlon ’I‘hat I‘lght should be engoye }Wﬂ:hout fear of harassment or _]ud1c1al

he cannot been glven a fa1r trlal_.i o




the promotton ef pa:rtlmpatmn and d1a10g11e ;by affected md1v1duals in the dec1s1on.. -
: ’makmg process See Carey v Pzphus, 435 U S 247 259—262 266-267 (1978) The

_neutrality reqmrement helps}to guarantee that hfe, hberty, ot property w1ll notbe

.....

taken on the bas1s of'z erroneous er’dxsterted concep’uoﬁ of the facts o the law

~1.976)‘ At the sa:(netlme1 1t.preserves .

' he may present h1s case w1th assurance that the arb1ter s not prechsposed to. find.- -

'agalnst hlm Marshall 7. Jerrzco In “5446 U S 238 242 (1980)

roceedmg “m Whlch the :

The"-‘d1squa11ﬁcat10n rules .

| reqmre _]udges to avo1d even the appe ' ; ! nmety I’c s the estabhshed '

law: of thls State that every 11t1g an e

==



— neutr'ality'of an imPartial judge It 1sth duty cf 'ﬁre'court to'scrupuI'Ously guard

- 'thls r1ght of the htlgant and to'1¢ ratn

any’ manner Where h1s quahﬁcauon t0 do sois serrously brought mto ques’uon The

) ,,,,,;mg to exerc1se Jurlsdlc’aon in

exercise of any other pohcy ’tends todxscredxtv a:nd place the Judlclary 1n a

comprom1smg atutude Wthh 1s bad for -the admmlstratmn of Just1ce Crosby V.

| ‘State, 97 SO 2d 181 (Fla 1957) State px}»ez Davzsv Par]cs 141 Fla 516 194 SO‘ |

613 (1939), chkenson V. Parks, 104 Fla 577 140 So 459 (1932), State ex rel,

Mzcklev Rowe, 106) Fla 1382 131 So. 3331 (1930) * * L e

. 165 For due process and to secure the Const1tut10nal rlghts of Wlndsor, '

Judges may not take the law 1nto then' owrr hands But th1s 1s prec1se1y What Judge

B Kest has done He has 1gnored the 1aw, 1gnored the facts aqd clauned laws and

) rules provrde somethmg that they do;not provrde, _whﬂe abusmg and

d1sadvantag1ng Wmdsor DN '
166 For due process ’co be secu:red the Iaws must operate ahke upon all
and not subj ect the 1nd1v1dua1 to, the arbitrary exerc1se of govemmental power '

, (Marchantv Pennsylvama R R 1~ ': 380 386 (1894)) Judge Kest has

: v1olated Wmdsor 'S rlghts by usmg his:; ower tc mﬂmt hls bras

167 For due process, Wmds b ’che rrght ’co protectlons expressly R

created in stamtc and oase laW Due Drocess kallegedly ensures that the government o

W111 respect all of a person s legal rrghts and guarantee f\mdamental fa;rrness '

62



deS1gned to safeguard the legal rlghts
- process that is “due” 1s unconstltutlon
is that the Judge w111 ablde by the rule

: and v1olated rules for the purpose of |

' the Code of Judlc1a1 Conduct

under the law Of course, m Judge K

- the Court o enter a wrlt prohlbﬂ:i g

168 Due process requrres"an estab shed'course for _]udICIal proceedmgs

idual. Action. denymg the S

Inhérent- m;thef eprec‘:tation of due proc'ehé_s"i’ -

Kest has mterfered w1th the prooess

f ag'v g Wmdsor

169 An mherent Const1tut10na1 rzght IS the honesty of the ]udge Judge

‘:

Kest has not been honest Judge Kest has v101ated Canon 2 and other Canons of

ey "-}.' PR _:'; PR S S

170 Due prooess guarantees baswxfa:mess and to make people feel that

they have been treated falrly Wmdsor

‘h not been treated fau‘ly

171 Judge Kest has effectwely emed Wmd{sor s r1ghts of equal protect:lon' |
< the g ' :“World a pro se party 1s unequal o
WI-IEREFORE Petmoner, W LITAMD
I_. i ge J ohniMarshalI Kest from proceedmgs

Sin’ thls case, declare that Pro Se pames Hre. not subj ect to the Florlda Bat* Rules of

Miam M. Windsor

(@)]
w:
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Dav1d I Wynne an(l Seotty Astrm -
. Law Offices of Scott L. Astiin -~ -
- 100 N. Tampa Street, Suite. 2605, Tampa, Florida 33602 |
c}awd Wynine@aig:con; tampapieadmgs@alg com,
‘emily.christophet@aig.com, scoit.astrin@aig.com
813 526-0559 813~218~3110 Fax 813-649-8362

- | udge Jolm M&rshall Kest ‘
c/o Ms Dlane Iacone Judigial Assistant to Judge John Marshall Kest
R Courtroom: 18—’ Orangg‘ County- Courthouse

bﬂ}wmdsoﬂ@ouﬂook com blll@bﬂlwmdsor com

~- .
D




F 'persann‘yifaspearea Befdre?mé‘;‘th *ect‘Notary Pubhc duly authonzed o

i adm1mster oaths Wﬂham M Wmdsor, who ! : duly sworn deposes and states that he 1s” 2 '

B authonzed to make tlus venﬁcatmn and ‘tha ; alleged 1n fhe foregomg are true and
‘ correet based upon lus personal knowledge, as vto the matters herem stated to be alleged
'l *"on mformatmn and be11ef and that as te those ] -Vatters he beheves them to be 11'ue
v I declare under penalty of perJury that the foregomg is true andl correct based upon Iny
jpersonal knowledge ' e

| This 17¢h day ofDecember, 2020,

\\ N

. Notarypbhc . = i

Ui

-~







, IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF APPEAL; =
~ OF THE STATE OF FLORIDA ~
FIFTHDISTRICT

CASE N() ""'20_18—CA-010270

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT 'OF -.THB NINTH .TUDICIAL CIRCUIT
]N AND FOR ORANGE COUNT Y FLORIDA E '

Tre wmiam;M. ﬁWind;sor'

Wﬂham M Wmdsor, .
| Petltxof r f

-

) .'V.'v g

= ‘ROBERT KEITH LONGEST an mdmdual and BOISE CASCADE BUILDING '~ | |
. MATERIALS DISTRIBUTION L.L. G, aForelgn Limited Llablhty Company, i L

o ‘_Respondem:s b

605, Tampa Florida 33602
papleadmgs@alg com,

Nt
w




' : ComesNOW, Wllllam M. Wm | i 'dsor or “Pet1t10ner”), and prov1des |

8 Vhlm to be Jalled or 1ose h1s case Wmdsor has suffered serlous mjunes caused by

. ‘,_the Defendants, a.nd he is ,destmed for a mlserable emstence untll he dws unless he




”_-has falsely and malrcrously elamr .

iy January 5 2021 He should not‘be

& 6 Wmdsor 1s 72-years-o

‘l ”.‘.“1”“"Wr1tofProh1b1tron TN

o Submrtted thrs 2lst day of Deeemb..e

I secking o have a new Judgs >
recons1der all of the orders in the L e

5 JudgeKest w111n0 1ong he' Judge m thrs Tr1a1 Courtvas of
-zgs.any éeclsxons m thls case

,vorced:' and drsabled by the Defendants

‘He 1s pro se: and has absolutely no‘f{v,”elp Wlfh , ,”sflegal work Wmdsor S sole source

\

" ‘of 1ncome 1s socral securlty, and he 1s $1 500 000 m debt He cannot afford an . .
) .attorney ora sanctron He 1s 1n constant pam from the Defendants He cannot

1'} }vafford surgery or medleal treatment hls auto msura:nce coverage has explred

‘ 7 Wmdsor requests a stay untrl;,the Frfth Distrrct rules on the Petmon for |

ﬂlwmdsor eom

~J -

d ]




* CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE i

ple dlngs@alg com,
cott. astrin@aig.com. .
-Feic: 813-649-8362

- 1. em11y chnstopher@alg
| 813 526 0559 813;’;“ :

Judge J h“"_Marshall Kest

Courtroom 18-C; Orange County Courthouse
425 N: Orange Avenue, Orlando Florida 32801
: ' ctjadﬂ@ocn; cc. org '

~ Tms 21 st day of December, 202 0* e

: nlllam M Wmdsor .
OO East Oak Terrace Dnve, Umt B3

; ,_/o; Ms Dlaﬁe Iaédne JudlczalvAsénstant to Judge J ohn Marshall Kest
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Filing # 118498470 E-Filed 12/19/2020-08:20:0

. ]ENTHE IREXIITCOURTOFTHE
WILLIAM WINDSOR ;
) ROBERT KEITH Iiéﬁéﬁs'r! :
QRDER DENYING EMERGENCY MOTION TO STAY
Fr T.lns matter canie before the Court,mChmbers,onDecember 18 2020, onﬂ:e ‘
a2 e pro se Plamuff’s Emetgency Mo‘aon for Smy ﬁied Wlﬂl the clerk of the court 'I‘he. motmn
N appears ta seek,a stay because he is; “askmg the appellate court” to revnew a pnor order of thls

T Joim Marshall Kest
ERREDRE SIS (%i#ﬁ"ﬂudse |

' ‘amtifr alleges thai; the judge “isbeing forced to retire.”
'I'hls ;lidge haﬁeompi_eted his thlrd full term as judge’ and has deuded not to

o “’Thé :notbeing forced to.tetire.
L prevent him. from compietmg a fourth term

U, for e—electmh in that h|s age would

=N
8]




i ol v b !Z',:,',,e?:-_m.'ss,.,,.

. Todicial Asistat o Judge JohnMarShaHKeSt







CASE NO ;D2020-2666

~ INTHE DIST‘ : JURT.OF APPEAL

| FIFTH __,.ISTRICT

= CASE NO 2018—CA-010270

IN TI—IE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE N}NTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
- o IN AND FOR GRANGE COUNTY FLORIDA :

" Tn re William M. Windsor

_\ROBERT KEITH LONGEST an. 1nd1V1dual and BOISE CASCADE BU[LDING‘, .
MATERIALS DISTRIBUTION L. L C lalForelgn Limited: Llablhty Company, R

Respendents




- Gomis N Willam M: Wmds" Windsor” or “Pefitioner”), and provides

B thls Emergency Motmn to Wawe Con

pe

Rule 9.220. ‘Winds()l"‘éhows‘, i

the Court as follows:

1 . The Petltloner s Append, 0 largefor j(,),1’1’_1i1-1e' ﬁllng The A’_) :
Petitioner requests a waiver of comp j hRule9220 o | s

: .2. . The Petltloner attempted to uploadv the 63 Appendlx documents (total
~ ﬁle s1ze of over 200 MB), but the ﬁve sublxussmns (1 185 19776 118520422

\

1 18520810 118521’25 1, and 118522208) were all re_]ected

The Clerk’s Ofﬁce mformed the Pet1t1oner that the Appendlx must be

- one file

o : ‘4." The Petltloner bought sofcware onlme to convert ‘the 63 ﬁles mto one. :

__One 200 MB ﬁle was created but the on]me ﬁlmg 11m1t is 50 MB The Petmoner "

o then bought software onlme to compress the':ﬁlemze but 1t faﬂed
| 5 - A second ﬁle compresswn purchase managed to get the ﬁle reduced ‘

to Iess than 40 MB but 1t was re;ecte by‘the Clerk as‘the 1 600 pages are not :

consecutlvelynumbered(thou ',1sA' clearly numbered and

| presented conseoutwely) and “Appencb shot ] »d aIso be bookmarked— mstruct1ons ': :

4

- ‘may be found on our webblte WWW
I] .

o 6 The Petltmner has foilo e msu-uotlonsfoundon 'S,dga,qrgg butthe

~-at,tempt to convert the pdf to Wo to pdf did not work. Documents:

[ o X0 I
ol




4‘

 He dahnctafford’an aﬁorﬁey,"héi;;;i orasanctmn Hé'i's 'in\c’onstant pain from the .
'Defendants Unless he Wlns thls case, he cannot afford surgery or medlcal
' -treatment, h1s auto msurance coverage has explred Judge Kest is bemg asked to

declare the amount of monetary sanctxons agamst the Pettttoner, and 1f he or h1s

: replacement do so, the Pet1t10ner w111 be mthout legal recourse ‘The Petmoner e

- will be unable to' pay, and the Petmoner 1s unSure if that will: cause hnn fo be Ja11ed :

- _or lose hlS caSe. ‘ The Petltloner has suffere rmus mjunes caused by the o

_'Defendants, and he 1s destmed for a miserable ex:stence untﬂ he dles unless he can"_ '

L

win thls casé and obtam the funds needed for multiple surgenes

The Pet1t1oner is computer hterate he has used a computer daﬂy since

1982 But he ca:n’t ﬁgure "out'a way toldo ) _hat the Clerk requests




 This 215t day of Deoember, 2020.

IR S PN e & Judge John ,-arshall Kest S ‘ :
i o/o Ms Dlape Iacone Judmal sistant to Judge John Marshall Kest e
§n ‘:Coul'trOOI]]fl IS”C.. an"‘;.:Coumy Courthouse e R

erreice Drive, Unit B3 -
rida 34748 '

‘orl.@auﬂook com L e
@b "mdsor com

. .1 .
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Filing # 120446384 E-Filed 01/28/2021 05:08:21 PM

- INTHECIRCUITCOURTOFTHE
' NINTHJUDICIAL CIRCUIT, IN AND
 FOR ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA

: 2018-—CA—010270—O
WILLIAM WINDSOR
Plaintiff(s),
7 vs.
ROBERT KEITH LONGEST
Defendant(s). /

‘ORDER DENYIN G MOTION TO STAY AND/OR CONTINUE _

THlS MATTER comes before the Court on Mo’aon to Stay and/or Contlnue and the
Court, havmg reviewed the file and bemg otherwnse fully mformed finds as follows

Motlon is hereby DENIED. The matter that are the subject of the Wiit.of Prohlbmon has -
been rendered moot. by the retirement of Judge Kest and the reasmgnment of the matter to the'- !
| -undersngned | | ' ‘ |

DONE AND ORDERED in Chambers at Orlando ()range County Florida, on 28th day

—of January 2021

Pagelofl
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The foregoing was filed with the Clerk o_f the-,Comt thls 28th day of January, 2021 by using the

Florida Courts E-F 1lmg Portal System Accordmgly, a copy of the foregomg is being served on

this day to all attomey(s)/mterested partles 1dentlfied,0n the ePortal Electronic Service Llst, via -

transmission of Notices of Electronic Fllmg_generated by the eP(_)rtal System.

. Page 2 of 2
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Filing # 120450632 E-Filed 01/28/2021 06:28:49 PM .

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT'GF THE
~ NINTHJUDICIAL CIRCUIT, INAND
~ FOR ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA

WILLIAM WINDSOR - ..+ CASENO. 2018-CA-010270-0
‘Plaintiff, ‘ 4 ' s SR

VS.

ROBERT KEITH LONGEST, an 1nd1v1dual and BOISE CASCADE BUILDIN G MATERIALS
DISTRIBUTION, L.L.C.,a Forelgn L1m1ted Llablhty Company,
| Defendants : '

MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION OF ,
EMERGENCY MOTION FOR STAY AND/OR CONTINUAN CE -

Comes,Novv,. William M. Windsor (“Windsor? or “_Plahlti_ff’ "), and provides this Motionf
’ for ReconSideration of his Emergency Motion for Stay and/or Continuance. ‘Wirldsor shows the
g Court as follows
1. Th1s Court’ Order denymg Wmdsor 8 Emergency Motion for Stay and/or
‘Contmuance was demed w1th the clalm that the Wnt of Proh1b1t10n is moot The Court must not
: have read the paragraph in the monon that crted the Rehef Sought
| 2.‘ The Motlon stated A | |
“Windsor is askmg the Fifth District to. deny Iudge Kest partlc1pat10n in any matter . _
. regarding Windsor. He is asking the Fifth Disirict to declare that the Florida Rules of :
- Professional Conduct do not apply to pro se parties as Judge Kest falsely and maliciously .
claimed. Windsor is also seekmg to have the new Judge recons1der all of the orders in the
case.” e A :

3 . The Petltlon for Wﬂt of Prohlbltxon states.in Paragraph 5

“NATURE OF RELIEF SOUGHT

' The nature of the relief sought in this’ Petmon is'a Writ of Prohibition precludlng Judge

Kest from conducting proceedmgs in this case. Windsor also seeks to have this Court. . .

declare that Pro Se parties are not sub]ect to the Florida Bar Rules of Professional -
) Conduct' declare that Windser: has no hourl mtrlctlon on de osmons' and order

—89



N

a newlv-as51gned judge to recons1der the orders of Judge John Marshall Kest and
Judge Llsa T. Munvon ” {emghasns adde ] ‘

4, Wmdsor requested a stay unttl ihe Flfth Dlstnct rules on the Pet1t10n for: Wr1t of
Prohlbmon This short delay wﬂl not affect anythmg in ﬂllS case.

5. The appellate court has not mdlcated that the Petition for Writ of Proh1b1t1on is
“moot, l‘ | , | " | V' |

6. This Court ie asked to re~elleel; llle*l\(lettiqn allid'the Peﬁlion.' The Ol‘d_ef of this
.Ceurt 1s inlpropel‘. | R | o | |

Submitted this 28th day. of January, 2021.

- William M. Windsor S
100 East Oak Terrace Drive, Unit B3
Leesburg, Florida 34748 -
352-577-9988" !
' bﬁlwmdsorl @outlook com. -~ b111@b111w1ndsor com

(@)
o



' CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy. of the foregomg has been' furnished by Electronic Mail
to:

David I. Wynne and Scotty Astrin -
Law Offices of Scott L. Astrin
100 N. Tampa Street, Suite 2605
Tampa, Florida 33602
david.wynne@aig.com, tampapleadings@aig.com,
emily.christopher@aig.com, scott.astrin@aig.com
813-526-0559 - 813-218-3110 -
Fax: 813-649-8362

William M. Wmdsor
100 East Oak Terrace Drive, Umt B3
Leesburg, Florida 34748
- 352-5779988 ‘i
bﬂlwmdsorl@outlook com|
~ bﬂl@bﬂlmndsor com |

I

This 28th day of January, 2021.

()
e
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Filing # 120532728 E-Filed 01/30/2021 06:33:18 AM

' INTHE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE
NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, IN.AND
”FOR ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA

WILLIAM W_INDSOR . CASENO. 2018-CA-010270-0
Plamnff ’ ’ A e AE SRS AR

V.
'ROBERT KEITH LONGEST an lndlwdua] and BOISE CASCADE BUILDING MATERIALS

DISTRIBUTION,:L L: C ,aF orelgn leited Liahihty Company,
Defendants ‘ _

- SECOND EMERGENCY MOTION FOR STAY AND/OR CONTINUANCE
Comes Now, William M. Windsor (“Windsor” of “Plamtlff”) and prov1des this Second
Emergency Motion for Stay and/or Continuance. - Windsor shows the_ Court as follows:.
1. -~ Windsorhas a medicaI emergenCy, and this provides another reasonvwh'y the -

| ,hearmg on Pebruary 2,2021 must be rescheduled Wmdsor hias heard nothlng in response to hrs
‘. 2 emalls ;nd mot1ons | | N ) | | o |
2 o Wmdsor is 72—years—old and i in poor health since the Defendants 18-whce1er h1t |
| him at 70-rn11es-per~hour He is in constant pam from nine hermated d1sks in h1s neck and back,
‘ and Walkmg is a problem. ‘,He ‘Was 1n excellen’c, s_hape before the accldent. : »
3. In 20.1(.) | Windsor had ftwo catarac‘e‘-surgeries Th‘e: snrgery on both eyes caused
.problems, mcludlng a hole poked into the renna of hls left eye 'He began seemg thlngs » It

began with what could best be descnbed asa ﬁreworks show “ 1n h1s eyes when hlS eyes Were

' closed in bed at mght Then he saw big ﬂres and even brgger roaches aH around h1s desk Next ;

came a ew:tam closmg baﬁk and forth a@rose hle ﬁcld of vmlon

o4 He raced to the eye: doctor and hls 1eft eye was qu1ckly scheduled for surgery 5

The'doctors drscovered a hole in theletlna;of W;ndsor s,L_eft __e_y_e. A Weeklater, his nght eye was

93




done. The strange visions went away, but 1t to k along t1me 10 ~recoye_rﬂ his _reading:eyesight;

» Wlndsor s v1s1on has been 20/20 after 'cataract;rep}_aeement lenses: wete implanted in his -

eyes.

{ 5. In 2016 Wmdsor was dlagnosed w1th (wlaucoma In 201 8 and 2019, he had two
more eye surgerles in Leesburg i P

B 6.* Last Fnday, Wmdsor had the ﬁrst COVID—19 vacc:1nat1on .That night, he saw a_ .
| ghost He d never seen a ghost before but he saw a ghost It Was a slender brunette very
‘animated, talkmg vnth someone in the kltchen Wmdsor Was not asleep or dreammg He “saw”
.ﬂllS Whlle awake at night. He snapped a photo and 1t is: dark and spooky lookmg, but doesn’t
show a “ghost.” | |

7. The ghost d1d not return the next mght S0 he chalked 1t up to perhaps some type

of reactron from the vaccmauon A few days 1ater, the ghost returned Same Woman, same
out'fit ‘sarne place in the kltohen He snapped a ph_otc , but it doesn’t show a ghost —justa
,sqmggly green neon ﬂash where the’ ghost was. » A | -

8, o Thls a]l sounds pretty crazy, ‘but Google reports that .hal_lucinatiOns_are‘ a side |

- effect of the COVID 19 vaccine. There are some brzarrevideo"s-on;YouTube with people telling

their COVID hallucmatlon stones

9. . But Wlndsor has become concemed that the problem may be related to the retina
in hlS left eye. H1s left eye has been cloudy and moderately pamful of late Untortunately,

Wlndsor rmssed h1s regular Glaucoma check-ups due to the Pandermc he s supposed to be

checked every Six. months and it has been a year H » tned on Ii*“nday to get an appomtment thh

. the 1 eye doctor he has used but she does not accept the Crgna HMO Medlcare Insurance ‘that

Wmdsor has as of J anuary 1 w1thout a referral from the prnnary care doctor. That doctor is new;




: Wmdsor has never seen him and is unable to get a referral wrthout ﬁrst schedulmg a full

physwal

10.  Fi 1rst thmg Monday mommg, Wmdsor WIH call Clgna and see what he can do He
~ should at least be able to go to the Emergency Room wrthout a Prrmary Care Doctor referral

11. As Wlndsor has prev1ously commumcated, he recerved notlce from the Court’
Jud1c1al Ass1sta;nt too late to prépare for a 2/2/21 heanng Wmdsor also needs to subpoena the -
attomeys for the Defendants prior to the hearmg on attomey s fees An afﬁdawt was just ﬁled '
that requires 1nvest1gat10n The examrnatron of the attomeys is. hkely to take several hours.
k Wlndsor has found the attorneys to be extremely dlshonest The balf hou;r set by the Defendants
for 2/2/2021 is msufﬁc1ent | N ‘ |

»12.’ Wmdsor wﬂl also be ﬁhng a motron to have Judge Ashton reconsrder the

'outlandlsh orders of Judge Kest

Submitted this 30th day of January, 2021. o

.. William M. Windsor
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CERTIFICATEOF SERVICE

1 HEREBY CERTIF Y thata copy of the foregomg has been furnished by EIectromc Mall :

to:

Dav1d I Wynne and Scotty Astrm
Law Offices of Scott L. Astrin
100 N. Tampa Street Suite 2605
‘Tampa, Florida-33602.. \
dav1d wynne@a:g com, tampapleadmgs@a:xg com _
emily. chnstopher@alg com, scott.asirin@aig.com
: 813-526-0559 - 813-218- 3110
Fax 813—(;49 8362

This 30th day of January, 2021.

e , S Wllhaml\'l Wmdsor ‘ ‘
S S » "'100Easte:}ak1"erraéennve, UmtB3
R | 7" Leesburg, Florida 34748
©352-577-9988: . -
- billwindsorl@outlook.com
B blll@blllwmdsor com -
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Filing # 120537555 E-Filed 01/31/2021 05:42:

' 'IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE -
~. . NINTHJUDICIAL CIRCUIT, IN AND
X _,,-;_____.FOR ORANGE COUNTY FLORIDA

'WILLIAM WINDSOR, I CASENQ{,_ZQIS-G A-010270- Q e
Plamtlff e EE A L e e

O'ROBERT KEITH LONGEST an 1nd1v1dual and BOISE CASCADE BUILDIN G MATERIALS "
DISTRIBUTION L L C i Forelgn Llrmted Llabrhty Company, A e

‘ Defendants o

.. MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION - = = - .- ..
-_QEORDEBSO;F JUPGE} JOHN MARSHALLKEST . . =

COMES NOW Wllham M. Wlndsor (“Windsor or “Plamtlff”), and ﬁles thrs Motron for |

. Reconsrderatlon of Orders of J udge J ohn Marshall Kest and shows the Court as follows

FACTUAL BI‘” KGROUND AT

o 1 O Qe e C r fil d aMotron to Dlsquahfy Judge John

Marshall Kest

,. '2. - On September 29 2020 Wlndsor ﬁled a Mo’uon for Reeons1derat10n of Orders of .

Judge LlsaT Munyon

T On October 1 2020 Wmdsor ﬁled aNotrce of Intent t0 ﬁle Petltlon for Wrrt of
b, Prohlbrtron regarchng Judge John Marshdll Kest‘ |

o "'4.”' On October 1 2020 Judge .Io‘A '»;Marshall Kest entered an order

On Oetober 20 2020 Judge .Iohn ., ,arshall Kest entered anorder ';, R

©
o




6. On November 1 2020 Wmdsor ﬁled an Emergency Motron for Stay that would

- ;stay the case unt11 a new Judge is assrg 1) d followmg the r”"rement of Judge Kest on December -

31, 2020

7. " On November 3 2020 Judge John Marshall Kest entered a.n order g1v1ng the
Defendants ﬁve days fo ﬁle a response to Wlndso s Emergency Mot:lon for Stay

8 f On December 17, 2020 Wmdsor fded a Petrtron for Wrrt of Prohrbrtron wrth the
Fifth DCA

ARGUMENT

- .9. The orders of Judge John Marshall Kest demonstrate 51gn1ﬁcant prejudtce and

PR P

-.blas a.nd he has 1gnored the law and the rules

Wmdsor seeks recons1derat10n of the orders of Judge J ohn Marsha]l Kest or to o
»

‘have the orders set asrde The 1ssues to be recon51dered are expressed 1n the Petn:ton for Wnt of

Prohrbltlon Wrndsor emphatloally beheves Judge John Marshall Kest 1s corrupt No honest.

. -ﬂjudge in hrs or- her nght mmd would do What he dld o f o : f - e

"1 1' If thrs Court wﬂl not conduct a hearmg and reconsrder all the orders Wmdsor A
“would hk'e to app'eal. R PERAEE M I S DS AN
vvvvvv PRAYM);&__RM‘F

e
- 12 Wherefore Wmdsor moves the Court to reconsrder a11 orders of Judge John

' Marshall Kest conduct heaxmers on the matters upon whrch Judge J ohn Marshall Kest 1ssued -

, orders, and grant such other and: further rehef asis .deemed _]llSt and proper

(o)
O




‘This 31st day of January, 2021,

 IHEREBBY CERTIFY that a copy of the forcgoing has been fumished by Blectrorio Mail -

. Dav1dI Wynne
Law- Ofﬁces of Scott L. Astnn
100 N. Tampa Street; Suite 2605 -
: . Tampa, Florida 33602
dav1d wynne@aag com; tampapleadmgs@a:lg com, :
ST emlly chnstopher@a1g com; scott.astrin@aig. com ?
PN T '813:526-0559.- 8'13~218 3110 g B
Fax 813-649 8362

. Tlns 31st day of: January} 2021

SO WllllamM Wmdsor ) :
ST 100 Bast ‘Oak Térrace Dnve Umt B3
L f“f"Leesburg, Flonda 34748 o
L 352-577-9988" Ll
CoT e ’l’blllwmdsorl@ouﬂook com :
T bﬂl@bﬁlwmdsor com;:
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Filing # 120539553 E-Filed 01/31/2021 03:34:53 b ©

_ WILLIAM WINDSOR
Plamtlff » A '

ROBERT KEITH LONGEST an 1nd1v1dua1 and BOISE CASCADE BUILDING MATERIALS :
DISTRIBUTION L L C aForergn Llrmted Lrablhty Company, sl “

Defendants ”

... AMENDED. MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION
s _'_OF'ORDERS OF"J"UDGE,JOHN MARSI-IALL KEST

COMES NOW W1111am M Wmdsor (“Wmdsor” or “Plamtrff’), and ﬁles thrs Motron for o
‘ Reconsrderauon of Orders of Judge J ohn Marshall Kest pursuant to the Court’s Inherent Powers

L ,and Arnold v Massebeau, and shows the Court as follows

FACTUAL BACKGROUND N e D T A

.. 1 On September 28 2020 Wmdsor filed aMotr to“Dlsquahfy Judge John e

MarshalIKest s e
2 On September 29"" 2020 Wmdsor ﬁled a Motron for Recons1deratron of Orders of _'
_Judge LrsaT Munyon k . . .. i
.- 3 On October 1 2020 Wmdsor filed a Not1ce of Intent to ﬁle Petltlon for Wr1t of

. I’rohrbr’uon regardrng Iudge John Marshall Kest T T e o

o 4 o On October 1 2020 Judge John MarshalI Kest entered an order .

o 5 On October 20 2020 .Iudge John Marshall Kest entered an. order - B

R
D
N



: 'llncorporated hereln as 1f attached hereto ‘ -

p
¢

m1nd would do what he dld

6. On November 1, 2020 Wxndser.‘ﬁled an Ernergency Motron for Stay that ‘would

stay the case untll a new Judge is as31 : " er rement of Judge Kest on December

31; 2020.

¢

A On November 3, 2020 Judge John Marshall Kest entered an. order g1v1ng the B

Defendants ﬂve days to ﬁle a response to Wmdsor s Emergency Motron for Stay )

o 8 On December 17 2020 Windsor ﬁled aPetrtlon for Writ of Prohlbrtron w1th the '
FlfthDCA \ e T .

| ARGUMENT |
9 B The orders of Judge J ohn Marshall Kest demonstrate 31gmﬁcant prejudlce and
blas and he has 1gnored the law and the rules . BRI : o N
o o 10 The facts are set out in Wmdsor 'S, Petltlon for Writ of Prohtbltron (Exlnbrt A) and

Wmdsor s Motlon for Recon51deratton (Exhrblt B) The B}dubrts to the Petrtlon for Wnt of '

o Proh1b1t10n w111 be presented at the heanng on thrs Motlon Those exhlblts are referenced and :

o 11, - Wmdsor seeks recon51derat10‘ of the orders of Judge 3 ohn Marshall Kest or to B

have the orders set asade The 1ssues to be recon31dered are expressed in the Petmon for Wrrt of

Prohlbltlon (Exhlblt A) and Wmdsor s Motlon for Reconsrderanon (Exhlblt B) Wmdsor

emphatrcally beheves Judge J ohn Marshall Kest 1s corrupt No honest Judge in h1s or her rrght

,1-’2; . '-The Flﬁh Dié&iétﬁhas 'ﬁ;adeﬁ it ehﬁial;_cout-"t_-has;'thefi'nher'ent-., L

d1scret10nary power to recons1der any ord, to the rendmon of ﬁnal Judgrnent in the

xxxxx

R
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* Hospital, Inc.v. B'arb'et,_j‘14'3 SoZd84 'vr'czal Garden Mall V.. Success

PRAYER FOR RELIEF

: l 4 Wherefore Wrndsor moves the Court to reconsrder all orders of J udge .T ohn

. Marshall Kest conduct hearlngs on the matters upon whrch Judge J ohn Marshall Kest 1ssued

_ orders, and grant such other and further rehef as 1s deemed Just and proper

- William M. Windsor

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregomg is true and correct based upon my

'.personal knowledge ._‘ .

SR Tﬁis;.jﬁ_:is'z day-:ét-zanuw?. 20215




tor

Dav1dI W nne o
LaW Ofﬁces ‘of Scott L. Astrm
100 N Tampa Street, Suite 2605
- Tampa; Flenda 33602
daV1d wynne@alg com; tampapieadmgs@a;g com o L
PR erme chnstopher@aig com,;: scott. -astrin@aig.com " A e
B 813-526-0559 - 813—218—3110 T
. Faxi 813-649-8362.

This 31st day of January, 2021.

R .,;WllliamM Wmdsor : : S
b oo w2100 Fast Oak Terrace Didve, Unit B3i‘
- Leesburg, Florida 34‘748
1 350.577.6988 R
T 'frblllwsndsorl@outlook com ;
o ﬂbﬁl@blllmndsor com. R







I-N THE BISTRICT OURT ;.OF.APPEAL
.. .OF THE STATE OF .FLORIDA
FIFTH DISTRI, T

CASE NO 2018~CA-010270

N THB ciReUIT COURT'OF THE NINTH TUDIGIAL C]RCUIT e,
e 7N ANDF@R ORANGE. COUNTY FLORIDA .~

w0 I re Williaan ML Wikdsor <0 C

WﬂhamM Wmdsor,‘ L e
Petmoner

N e LT . . .

- “ROBERT KEITH,LONGEST anmdxmdual and BOISE CASCADE BUILDING.;. .

N TERIAL ‘DISTRIBUTION L.L.C, a Foreign Limited L1ab1hty Company, |

Respondents P G e T

L e Wﬂham M. Wmdsor 4 o B '
BT 100 East Oak Terrace Dnve, ‘Unit B3, Leesburg, Florlda 34748 o
:‘ 352 577-9988 b1llmndsor1@ouﬂeok com b111@b1llwmdsor com g o

Dawd I Wynne' t‘nd Scotty Astrm

e ..IOON Tampa.Street; Smte 260 ;‘Tampa Florld-a 33602 e
- david. Wynne@a:lg com, tampaplead1ngs@a1g com, S
S enuly chnstopher@aag com; scott: astrm@a1g comi

813 526m0559 813~218—3110 Fax 813 649—8362
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’ 1 Pursuant to Florlda‘., P _cedure (“FRAP”) Rule .' B \

9 100 and thrs Court’s Inherent Power Petltroner WILLIAM M WINDS@R

L (“Wmdsor”), respectfully petmons thls Court for a wrlt of prohrbmon restrannng |

“: the Honorable J ohn Marshall Kest Judge of the Crrcurt Court of the Nmth Judlc1a1

L C1rcu1t m and for Orange County Flonda ﬁ'om preS1d1ng as a cxrcu1t Judge in, the B

matter of WILLIAM M WINDSOR V8. ROBERT KEI’I‘H LONGEST (“Longest”)'
and BOISE CASCADE BUILD]NG MATERIALS DISTRIBUTION L L C
' '_(“Bo1se Cascade”) in Case No 2018—CA—01270-O Wmdsor also petltlons tlns

| 'Court to declare that Pro Se part1es are not subject to the Florrda Bar Rules of

B 'Professmnal Conduet declare that Wmdsor has no hourly restmc’uon on

A depesmons, and order a newly—ass1gned Judge to recon&der the orders of Judge :
}’J ohn Ma:rshall Kest and J udge Llsa T Munyon (“Judge Munyon”) ..
- _"" 2 Th1s Petrtlon follows t;he demal of a tlmely—ﬁled motron to dlsquallfy
| '[APPENDIX 61] in whmh Wmdsor estabhshed that he has an ObJ ectxvely '

- "‘reasonable fear that he has not reeewed afai trlal ﬁ'0m_ Iudge Kest, and the :




a pa,rty has estabhshed a reasonable fear tha,t he Wﬂl not obtam a,,fan‘ heanng;'. '.See } , |

| 'Florlda.Rlﬂes oflJudlcml Admm 60;. . :.Ia Stat;:§§ 38-.02 : . | :

’ The nature of the rel ﬁ seught in th1 Petmon ‘is*a=W1“itviééff:~i>5‘roﬁiﬁiﬁéﬁ <

: precludmg Judge Kes’c from i ,uctmg proc “‘;dmgs in thls case Wmdsor' also

o
(> R FE ‘




seeks to have thrs COurt declaref"'l

Bar Rules of Professronal Cond ot:

-on deposrtlons and order a. newly~assrgned Judge to recons1der the orders of J udge' .

~John: Marshall Kest and Judge L1sa T Munyon‘

STATEMENT OF THE FACTS AND PROCEDURAL IﬂSTORY ; -
6 On May 5 2017 Wmdsor was hrt by an. lS-wheeler at 7O-m11es—per-. :

ate rrot subject to.the E_l'orida' ‘

'ndsor has o hou‘rly Arestrietion: S

| hour Hls car Was totaled and he was dlsablecl Wmdsor suffered four hernmt_'e(l

| d1scs in, hlS back ﬁve hermated d1scs m lns neck and an allegedly moperable 3
abdommal mJury, Drastasrs Rect1

SR 7 Th;\s case Was mstrtuted m the Nmth Judwral Clreurt 1n Orange _

E County, Flonda on September 20 2018 It Was filed by Dan Newlm & Partr ers
o _-‘f(“Newlm”) [APPENDIX 1 ] The case was assrgned to Judge Llsa T Munyorl, ‘;. ;: :
S 8 ' Plamtrff’ s Request for Admlssrons to Borse Cascade Was ﬁled on o
9/20/2018 [APPENDIX 2 ] Plamtxffs Request for Admrssrons 10 Longest was
ﬁled on: 9/20/2018 {APPENDIX 3 ] Plamtxff’s Interrogatones to B01se Cas ,ade
: was ﬁled on 9/20/2018 [APPENDIX 4 } Plamtrff’s Interrogatorles to Longest was'
| ﬁled on 9/20/2018 [APPEND]X 51 Plamtrft‘s Request to Produico fo oBoisg

| Cascade Was ﬁled on 9/20/2018 [APPENDIX 6 . Pla1nt1ff’ S. Request to Pra duee. :

. to. Longest Was ﬁled on 9/20/2018 [APPENDIX 7. ]
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9. The DEFENDANTS filed their Aniswer to Plaintiff’s Original
Complaint on 10/10/2018. [APPENDIX 8] | |

10.  On April 29, 2019, Newlin filed Plaintiffe Request for Copies.
[APPENDIX 9.] These documents have never been produced.

11.  On May 16_; 2019, David I. Wynne (“Wynne”) becaﬁe the attorney
for the Defendants. [APPENDIX 10.] On March 19, 2020, Newlin was terr_ninated
by Windsor. [APPENDIX 11.] This Was because Windsor was completely unhappyﬁ
with their work and lack of work.

12.  Windsor began representing himself pro se. He is not an attorney, but
he has independently studied lawﬂand hasvrepresented himselfin Vanous actions fer
over 20 years, including several petitions to the United States Supreme Court.

13. When Windsor obtained the files from Newlin, he discovered that
Newlin had done a horrendous job." He began work on problems with motions to |
compel interregatories, compel production, aind obj ections to admissions.

- 14, Plaintiff’s Motion to Compel Incornplete Answer to Interrogatory
was filed on 6/3/2020. [APPENDIX 12.] |

15. Plaintiff’s Motion to‘Compel Prpdnction of Purpofted Privileged

Documents was filed on 6/3/2020. [APPENDIX 13.]
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16. Plamnft’ s Obj ectrons to Robert Kerth Longest’s Answers to

Interrogatones and a Mot1on for Sanctrons agamst Defendant Robert Kerth - ;

Longest (“Longest”) Was ﬁled 6/24/2020 [APPEND]X 14. ]

Plalntlﬁ’ 8. 0133 ectrons 10 Borse Cascade s Answers to Interrogatones

s1gned by Ivan Wayne Laster and Motron for Sanctlons agamst Defendant Borse
: Cascade (“B01se Cascade”) was ﬁled 6/24/2020 [APPENDIX 15 ]
o 18 Plamtrff’ s Motron to: Detennme the Sufﬁelency of the Answers to

Requests for Admrsswns to: Defendant Robert Ke1th Longest (“Longest”) was filed -

' 6/24/2020 [APPENDIX 16]

Plamtlff’ s Monon to Determme the Sufﬁcrency of the Answers to
' Requests for Admrssrons to Bo1se Cascaée was, ﬁled 6/24/2020 [APPENDIX 17 ]

" 20 Plarntlff’s Amended Motron for Sanctllons against Longest Was flled

.‘on7/1/202'.0 [APPENDIX 18] l i, et

s -'12 Plamtlff’ s Amended Motlon for Sanctrons agamst Bo1se Cascade was.

filed oni 7/ 1/2020 [APPENDIX 19 ] . s |
- 22 The DEFENDANTS responded by fihng one of the most fnvolous

: mo’uons in the hrstory of Florrda c1v11 conrts e Defendants’ Emergency Motion- -

Competent {o: Represent Hthelf was ﬁled 7/20/2020 [APPENDIX 20. ]
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2. Plaintiff’s Motion to/€ancel A

4§2020 Hearing and Motionto
: Strike ﬁled 7/27/2020 [APPENDIX 21 ] | |

_ -24'. _ Plamuﬂ”s Motlon 10 Cancel September 29 2020 Hearmg and Motlon

for Sanctlons was ﬁled 7/27/2020 [APPENDIX 22 ]

2 Plamtlffs Motlon to Stnke Cenﬁdentlal Informatmn and Mot1on for

'Sanctmns was ﬁled 8/4/2020 [APPENDIX 23 ] It was 1gnored by Judge Munyon -

, and Judge Kest

-26._ P1a1nt1ff’ s Mouon to Fmd B01se Cascade in Contempt pursuant'to
'Florlda Rules of C1V11 Procedure (“FRCP”) Rule 1 380 ‘was ﬁled on 8/4/2020
.[APPENDIX24] L . | |
27: | Plamuff’ s Motlon to Compel Deposmons was ﬁled on 8/4/2020 | ,. !
'._'_[APPEND].XZS] | T
o . 28 Plamtlff’s Mot1on to Compel Defendant Bo1se Cascade to Produce B
| iv ADoo"uments pursuant to FRCP Rule 1 380 Was ﬁled on 8/4/2020 [APPENDIX 26. ]

’ 9 Plamuff’ s Monon to Compel Defendant Longest to Produce T

Documents pursuant to FRCP Rule l 380 Was ﬁled on 8/4/2020 [APPENDIX 27 ]
30_. Pla1nt1ff’ s Mouon to Compel Subpoena for Documents from Dr

| ‘Stephen Goll pursuant to FRCP mcludmg RuIe 1 351 Was: ﬁled 8/4/2020 s

[APPENDIX 28 ]
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3L Defendants Comprehensr ' " r‘ Protectlve Order on AII

| Dlscovery Pend1ng Determmatmn of Cem etency and D1smrssal was ﬁled

| '8/4/2020 [APPENDIX 29.]

Plamtrft’s Amended Response te Motron for Protect1ve Order and o

Motlon to Strlke was filed on 8/ 1 1/2020 [APPENDIX 30 ]
. 33 Plalntlff’ s Request for Fmdmgs of Fact and Conclusmns of Law on-.
Order Grantmg Protectrve Order Was ﬁled on 8/ 19/2020 [APPENDIX 31 ]

The Notree of Appearance of Seott Astrm was ﬁled on 8/ 19/2020

[APPENDIX 3"" g

. 35 Plamtlffs Request fo ':Fmdmgsaof Fact and Conelusmns of Law on

Viotion to Exeeed 30 Interrogatones and 30 Requests for s

Admlss;ons w‘ ' ﬁled on 8/22/2020 [APPENDIX 33 s

g »

Order Deny" o Pl it1ff’s Motlon to. Str;ke Defendants Emerg,eney Mot1on )

B Requestmé the Court Determme 1f Pro Se Plalnnff Wllham Wlndsor is Competent ‘

to Represent }ﬁmself Was ﬁled on 8/22/2020 [APPENDIX 34 ]

- 37 . 1a1nt1ff’ s Motron for Reconsrderatlon of Order on; Motxon .f r. o

Sanctlons Agamst Defendant Robert Kelth Longest for Fraud on the Court Was

' filed on 8/23/2020 [APPENDIX 35] R ' ) L

s’ Request for Fmdmgs of Fact and Conelusmns of Law on -
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P1a1nt1ff’s Motmn fo‘ :Order on: Motion for

Sanctlons ag;amst Defendant Bo1se Caso ade for Fr ,d on the Court Was ﬁled on

8/24/2020 [APPENDIX 36]

39 Plamtlff’ S Verlﬁed Response to Motmn to D1sm1ss, Mo’uon to Stnke,

. and Motlon for Sanctlons Was ﬁled 011 8/25!2020 [APPENDIX 37 ]
b 40 lent:ff’ 8 Response to Motmn for CompetenCy, Motlon ’éo Strlke, and
Motlon for Sanctlons wWas. ﬁled on 8!25/2020 [APPENDIX 38 ]

Lo 4 On August 25 2020 Wmdsor ﬁled @ Motlon to Dlsquahfy T udge L1sa

1 L S

.T Munyon The Order Grantlng Wmdser £ Monon to Dlsquahfy J udge Munyon

was ﬁled on 8/25/2020 [APPENDIX 39 }

e for Ev1dent1ary Hearlng Was ﬁled on 8/29/2020(. APPENDIX 41 ]
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. 45 PlainﬁffsMotion fo anciions to Stri ej‘the Answer of B01se g

, Cascade for Fraud on the Court -Motaon for ancuons for V1olat1ons of the Rules,

' and Motlon for Ev1dent1a;ry Hearmg W

filed on 8/29/2020 [APPENDIX 2]

EE :46. Plamtlff sent ar letter to Judge Kest requestmg two monons for fraud

2020 [APPENDIX 44] ThlS Order«states, e

RO ,5.5;“Attorneys and proese 11t1gants re remmded that all attorneys and. pro se s

57 st comply ' nd:follow,’ the. Adm1mstratwe procedures,

T Adnnmstratrve “orders,’ Umform Adrmmstratwe Pohcles and Procedures of
il the Courts:in the:Ninth: Judicial Circuit, as well as the Gu:ldelmes of eaeh
| i_:mleld Al Judge before whom a party Wﬂl appea:r e g

| f."::,:-;f}:: “For example, Adrmmstratlve Order 2012»03 requlres that a mandatory meet. =
. . and confer be: undertaken before a: }:1ea;rmg| or motion is scheduled 1t is the -
"fj;..'.;;..':fresponsyLb lityof the party scheduling the; ‘hearingto-arrange the: ‘coriference; .

" Failure to “meet and confer” on sach motion will result in a.hearm e
_beln - cancelled if 1t_was scheduied and/or sanctmns may be im _osed »o
o Tem ”hasns added.] 7 R S W

Admm;stratwe"@rder 2012-03 states

"proeess zs hereby establlshed as set forth

""’"""!be”low, for’ aﬂ inb’uons to be set for hearing in the circuit civil division and to‘ o

. occur before soheduhng the hearmg except’ for the’ follong motlons‘ '
L »mjunctwe rehef without. potice; 3udgment on ‘the pleadmgs* sumfnary
Wk Judgment;, or, to perm1t mamtenance of a class act1on




narrow the issues raised inlthe fotio

1 atter shall confer before :
empt to resolve or othermse
t Tinclude a. Certrﬁcate of
. Comphance (attached heteto.as “Exhrbrt A”) that the conference has
 occurred in the Notice of Hearing filed with. the court. |t shall bethe =
" ‘responsibility of counsel who schedules the heanng o arrange the '
conference. T Tt : : |

" “Cotumnsel with full authority 1o resi
. scheduling the hearing on the motior

o “The term “confer” re ulres a substanﬁve conversatmn in erson or‘b .

.schedule a hearmg, and-does not env1sron an. exchange of ultnnaunns by. .
fax, e-mail or letter. Counsel who merely attempt to confer have not
- conferred for purposes of thlS Order [emghasns added ]

" “Counsel must respond promp‘dy to mqmnes and commumcatmns from
. -opposing counsel who notices-the hearing and is attempting to. schedule the
conference. If counsel-who notices.the- hearing isunable to reach opposmg
. counsel to conduct the conference after three,(3).good faith attempts,
-counsel who notices the hearing must 1dent1fy in the Certificate of
B Comphance the dates:and times of the efforts made 0 contact opposmg
,‘ counsel | : :

o A“Counsel shall include in the Noh.\ce of H anng the Cert1ﬁcate of
' Comphance certlfylng that. the meet and confer occurred (or did-not occur
- . andsetting « ou‘t the good faith attempts to, schedule the conference): and

o 1dent1fy1ng the date of the.conference, the 1 names of the. partlclpatmg o

attorneys, and the speclﬁc results obtamed S

o “Counsel Who notrces the hearmg shaﬂ ensure that. the oourt and the court’
. Judrcral assistant are aware of “any 1 narrowmg of the 1ssues or other resolu’uon
asa result of the conference RN LI S
: el

7.

§ 49 The Nrnth Cn'curt doesn?t even address the lowly pro se partles, but

' they have done a brﬂhant Job of showmg Iudge Fest to be dlshonest Judge Kest T

}

hed about the orders;‘_“‘,. JUSERRTYY B
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50. An Order DenyingW'" or.Sanctions to Strike the

Answers of Longest and Boise Cascade ‘for Fraud on the Court Mouon for

. Sanc‘nons for Vlolatlons of the Rules and Motzon for EVldentlary Hearmg was

filed on 9/2/2020 [APPENDIX 45 ]

51, - On 9/2/2020 Wmdsor ﬁled a Motlon for Reconsideration of the Order
dated 9/2/2020 [APPENDIX 46 1.

52 Judge Kest had h1s ﬁrst live mteractlon w1th Wmdsor at a Case |
. Management Conference on 9/21/2020 | |

53. On 9/21/2020 Wynne ﬁled a document titled “Defendants’ Response
to PRO SE Plam’uff’ s Mouons for Reconmderatlon i [APPENDIX 47.] |

54 Wmdsor came to. ‘rhe reahzation on 9/21/2020 that Judge Kest was
prejudlced and blased Wmdsor sent a letter to }udge Kcst adv1smg that he was

’ ﬁhng a motlon to dasquahfy h1m thls was sent ot 9/23/2020 [APPENDIX 48 ]

55 On 9/ 27 /2020 Wmdsor ﬁled a Motlon to Cancel September 29 2020
Hcanng and Motlon for Sanctions. [APPENDIX 49 ]

, _5.‘6. On 9/28/202 "",';Wmdsor ﬁled a Venﬁed Motlon to D1squa11fy Judge

57. On 0/3 0/2020 Judge Kest entered an ()rder denymg Wmdsor 8 Motlon

John Marshall Kest [APPENDIX 50 ]

to D1squa11fy [APPENDIX 51 ]

;o4
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58" On 11/19/2020 Wm' Moﬁon.w -Disq'ualify,judge..;. |

'John Marshall Kest. [APPENDIX 52.] 'On 11/20/2020 Judge Kest entered ai Order.
denylng Wmdsor S Second Motron to Dlsquahfy [APPENDIX 53 ]

9 Wmdser s Supplemen’c to Verrﬁed Monon to D1squa11fy Judge J ohn

: AMarshall Kest Was ﬁled on 9/28/2020 [APPENDIX 54 ]

. " 6 | Plamtlff’ s Motmn for Recon81derat10n of Orders of Judge Munyon |

)

was ﬁled on 9/29/2020 [APPENDI,X 55 ] | ‘ |
: '6‘1_.' An Order Denymg Wmdsor S Verrﬁed Motlon to Drsquahfy Judge :
John Kest was ﬁled on 9/3 0/2020 [APPENDIX 56 1 |
| : | .. . Ar1 Order Denymg Defendams’ Motron to E1sm1ss and Emergerrcy
Motmn to Deterxmne Competency Was ﬁled on 10/ 1/2020 [APPENDIX 57 ]

Orders on Muluple Motlons were ﬁled 10/20/2020 [APPENDIX 58 ] ~

| *Marshall Kest was filed on11/3/2020 |[APPENDIX 59] ' \'_‘ ,-.5- PRI I

65 lentrff’ 8 Motlon for. Reconmderatron of Orders of Judge Kest dated

. 1
October 20 2020 Was ﬁled on’ 11/6/2029 [APPENDﬂX 60. 1

: ‘ . 66 PI aintif s Second Venﬁed Motren to Dlsquahfy Judge Kest was ﬁled

_on 11/19/2020 [APPENDIX 61 ]

6-’fl AIl Ordcr Dcnymg Wmdsor s Second Verlﬁed Motlon to D1squa11fY

- Iudge John Marshall Kest was ﬁled on 11/20/2020 [APPENDIX 62 ]
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o 68 Wmdsor s Afﬁdawts of Pr

stated 1y . ry;clearly the facts and
' Teasens for the behef that b1as and preju stts Dates, tnnes, places, .

. ciroumstances, and statements are 1temlzed The reasons for the behef are materlal

: and stated Wlth partlcularﬂ:y [APPENDIX 50, Exh1b1t A ] [APPEND]X 61

Exhlblt A ]

Judge Kest WRONGFULLY ordered sanctlons agalnst Wlndsor for
ﬁlmg h1s ObJ ect10ns to Robert Ke1th Longest’s Answers to Interrogatones and

. Mot;ton for Sancuons agamst Defendant Rebert Ke1th Longest [APPENDIX 58

: Pages 4 and 5] i

i ‘0 g Judge Kest clalms> thhou‘* ol uthonty, that Wmdsor & objecttons o

. were not mad 'n»»good falth [APPBNEIX, Page 5] Th1s is :laughable See

- iAI’PENDIX 14 espeelally ‘w 18-42 T he Objeotmns were made under oath under

penalty of perjf"n"' Wmdsor s sworn statements of fact are uncontroverted o -

Wmdsor 1dent1ﬁed ﬁve fa'lse answers Wmdsor 1dent1ﬁed several counts of




]
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27[APPENDIXlS APPEND

Longest gave incomplete answer§

oA

:umbersz 10 13 18 24 and

, _omm1tted ﬁ'aud on the court _' L




Judge Kest cla1ms th il ‘gal bas1s to object to Longest’

answers to request for admlssmns FRCP Rule1.370 (2) prov1des the‘ legal

_ '1s true and quahfy or deny the remamder X

s has requested the adm1ss1ons may'move.to determme the sufﬁc1enoy of

S; faIse answers to

[
N
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and Bmse knew they were false.'{- es "‘Tﬁe "aueWer shall g

speo1fiea11y deny the matter or set ferth in. detaﬂ the reasons why the answermg

~ party cannot truthfully admit or deny the matteri aA demal shall fa1r1y meet the

' substance of the requested adm1ss1en,

,quahfy an answer or deny only a part of the matter of thch an. adm1ss1on is -
:requested the party shall speorfy so much of 1t as 1s true and quahfy or deny the :. -

" _remamder ¢ FRCP 1 37 0 prov1des “The party Who has requested the adrmssmns |

: may move to determme the sufﬁcrency of the answers or ob;ec’aons
7 7 'Judge Kest elalms Plamtlff’ § Mouon for Sanctlons to Stnke the

. Answer of Bo1se Cascade, Motmn for,S i cnons to Smke the Answer of Longest L

{

requested ev1den 1ary heanng;i J,_l-

' obhgated to comply Wlth the Tl

drshonest and hkely corrupt '.‘f.

'an ?'When good fa1th reqmres that a party\
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An objecuve observer V:’d/er d1$1nterested observer

must entertam s1gn1ﬁcant doubt of the- 1mpartrahty ef Judge Kest A reasonably

: prudent person wrll be 1n fear of not regelving a falr and 1mpart1al tr1al o ) Ny

i-::j-.rders of Judge Kest dem " nstr te s1gn1ﬁcant prejudlce and b1as, and

- he has 1gn0red the law and the mles;..[APPENDIX 44 45 51 53 56 57 58 62]

Ju ge Kest has falsely stated that many of Wmdsor s motmns are not

based ot statutory'or Florlda oase law a;nd some are not legally sufﬁcrent

' IX 58.]7, 'Judge Kest has not 1dent1ﬁed these Wlndsor has comphed wrth

'/ all statu _es and Rules, and hlS motlons :are» 1ega11y sufﬁelent Judge Kest Just wrote

_ and the Judges Judge Kest 1s termmall biased s
' \

». ' ..;Judge Kest d1d nothmg about the totallf -‘fr1voleus Defendants R

' _motlons‘

MK
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' ompel the Defendants to )

| 4

' produce doeuments and for sanctlons Avitheut'a hearmg : [APPENDIX S 8 ] Th1s 1s

' TR T g gl M : - l
dssuesthat weie clearly stated.. This smacks of corruptwn Perhaps Judge Kest has

176



89 Judge Kest has effec ' .:01‘ s r1ghts Of the equal

| '.‘_9 Wmdsor has not rece1

Kest. He 1s prejudlced agamst Wmdsor

9 All Wmdsor Wants is to have someone fa1r a;nd 1mpart1al Wlth an open

- mind. to 11s’oensto the facts an rev1ew as much of the ev1dence as 1s needed to prove

.each of h1, laims: It is obv1ous to Wmdsor that Judge Kest doesn’t care about the

: facts and doesn»t'want to apply the laW H ) :,’ e

fw,;gﬁxeheg@u

ov1de htlgants_mth ﬁ,ﬂl p|roi

' memorandum of authormes meet the requxremente for a mot1on to dxsqualhfy~ - I

LAPPEbHID(SO 61] ;f;;,fgoﬁq_gggfi;ﬁﬁ\j;;;;,,fﬂjﬁgt.fﬂ;

He hasn’t recewed a falr tr1al

ey




L 96 Judge Kest estabhshedi‘?a'cle wrly fixe ~1e‘w about substantwe pendmg

'-trlal matters, 50 thls ‘must ra.lse concems abouyt the ‘fappearance of 1mpropr1ety, ‘2 . E

- standard that must be safeguarded tind apphcable recusal law

cuitjudge is reviewed de © * .

e }97 The demal of a motlon to vdrsq‘ ahfy ;9{' i

‘novo Parkerv State, 3 So 3d‘-‘974 "v""'Zz:(Sup Ct Fla"2009)

The test to be used by the tna& eourt i rev1ew1ng a mo‘uon for i

'msquahﬁcatlon has been determmed by th Florxda Supreme Court In MacKenzze-' o




reasonably questmn a Judge g lmp Sy . thfeiju@gf.’;'s' perception: ofthe'

- Judge s ablhty to act falrly and 1rnpa1’aa1 v

100 In order to declde Whether.the_,_, 'otron is legally sufﬁcrent Wmdsor

-must only: show ‘@ Well-grounded fear that he wﬂl not recelve a fa1r [heanng] at,

~ the hands of the Judge I1: is not a questlon of how the Judge feels, 1t 1s a questwn
-.'of What feehng reSIdes m ‘the afﬁant’s mmd and the ba51s for such feehng State ex
rel Brown v Dewell 131 Fla 566 5'73 179 So 695 697— 98 (1938) See also
"Hayslzp v. Douglas, 400 So Zd 553 (Fla 4th DCA 1981) The questlon of
dlsquahﬁcahon focuses on those matters from wh1ch a lmgant may reasonably -
3 questlon a Judge s nnpamahty rather than the Judge s perceptlon of h1s abrhty to

- act: fe‘urly and 1mpart1a11y State v szmgston, 441 So 2d 1083 1086 (Fla 1983)

\ 101 The prejudrce of a Judge is a' dehcate questlon for a htlgant to raase but '
When ra1sed as a bar to the tr1a1 of a cauSe f’predrcated on grounds W1th a

K modlcum of reason, the Judge in ques‘non O d' be prompt to| recusehxms‘elf No

Judge under any clrcumstances 1s warranted m srttmg m the tnal of a cause Whose

neutrahty is. shadowed or even q : chkenso ‘vf' arks 104 Fla 577 140

- S0.459 (1932),‘ State axrel Agwa_, C}fqup}ej}lg'g}f{S%o’,Jdegﬁs (‘__li,laz.Bd DQAAJ,‘;'

1977) S’taz‘ev Sz‘eele 348 So.! 2d 398 4@1 (Fla 3rd DCA 1977) S

102 The Umted States Supreme : m't has explame!d that n dec1dmfé_

Whether a part 1ar Judge oannot pres1de over a 11t1gant’ § tr1al the-inquiry must be

o
N
(D)



4
1
1
i
i
{

; very best to wergh the scales of Ju Stice

. 'due process of 1aw requrres no less In re: Murchzson, 349 U'S'

not only whether there was. actua viason -spendent’ a.rt but also Whether there .

was such a hkehhood of b1as or an- appearance of. b1as that the Judge Was unable to'

hold the balanee between de1catmg the 'terests of the coux“t and the g terests of B

the accused Ungarv Saraf ite. 37’ US:5 75' 588 (1964) ‘Such a strmgent rule ; o

actual blas and who would do therr :

qually

. ween contendmg partles,’ but

:‘133 136; 75 s ct.

623 625 99 L Ed 942 (1955) Taylor vi Hayes, 418 U S 488 501 (1974)

(emphas1s added)

rcqulrement o‘ d

\
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| proceedmgs and becomes a paxt101pan .st upon 3ud1c1a1 neutrahty so_

that dlsquahﬁcauon [of the cu'cult] 1s re 1red 2 Chastme v Broome, at 295 :

A WINDSOR SHOWED__ THAT ANY. REASONABLY PRUDENT
T f_,;_,.PERSON WOULD BE.IN. FEAR 'F{NOT RECEIVING A FAIR

el 05 There are 8 host of reasons Why any reasonable prudent person would L
 be it fear: of not recelvmg a falr tnal in the case But the cons1derat1on 1s easy by
1ook1ng at what Judge Kest d1d When comldering sanctlons

106 Wmdsor swore under oath under penalty of petjury that ‘L 1es, & ;

‘ \ e \ i

/Flonda Rules"'of Professmnal Conduct concealment of the key eVIdenGe, g

‘ e ‘
t‘

L conceal _nt of the 1dent1ty of one ef the key fraudsters, peijury, alleged fraud.byi o

] -.'pald expert w1tness, V1olat10n of a court order, eontempt mal1c1ous prosecutmn, { :
. [ \

‘\i
”

Wmdsor presented Judge Kest W1th 298 auses of actlon for sanctlons : f- ! 3

nness Book

thou’d the requested ev1c1ent1ary‘ ’

108 Judge K.est demed ﬂ

" heamng clam:ung they were moucms fo reoonsxderatmn e [APPENDIX 45 Page

1 .} Of: September 2 2020 Judge Kest 1ssued an o ER C)N MOTIONS FOR .

S __" 25 _: -




RECONS]DERATION REQUE.

98 counts Were ﬁrst presented the Defendants and 1ts attomeys have each
; commltted another 5 1 counts Fraud on the court requ1res a clear and convmcmg
: showmg, SO thls Motlon mcludes all of the counts that are part of the scheme

. [APPENDIX 41 42 ] 102 new counts agmnst the Defendants does not constltute a |

“motlon for reconmderatmn ” Thls 1s 1xlaexctxsable

o ugh .‘Tudge Kest outrageously

A érev is= n‘o'f lsoglcal 'explanatlon -.for the; o

PAGE He has the term “pro se” 1tahclzed 111Ah1s ;orders [APPENDIX 44 45 51

=
w
N




.'53 56 57 58 and 62] ThlS is ol anhsh usage Latm terms are not-

1ta11clzed, nOr are, everyday legal .terms Wmdsor be 1eves Judge Kest 1ta11c1zes pro :

se as a slap in the face of pro se part1es and: as a'means of mdmatmg pro s partles are N

a lesser class of htlgant whx,ch is:clear

C.. JUDGE_ KEST .FALSELY CLAIMED THE MOTI()N TO

DIS‘ ‘UALIFY WAS NOT LEGALLY SUFFICIENT

1 12 Judge Kest ordered “The Leurt fmds that the Motlon is legally

msufﬁclent » [APPENDIX 62 - ORDER P 1, 1[ 3 ] I—Ie gave no explana‘uon

Indeed he couldn’t It W111 be snnple for t}:ns Court to determlne that § udge Kest

was. s1mply mﬂletmg hlS blas and prejudiee yet agram 4?. j ‘

113 A Metlon to D1squa11fy 1s govemed‘ by Florxda Statute 38 10 and

| FRJA 2 330 and Wmdsor met all requirements [APPENDIX 52 ] e

v “A motlon to d1squahfy is.gove med substanuvely by sectxon 38 10 El_orida.:_ '
- Statutes and procedu:rally by Flonda Rule of Fudici 1 A_dmmmtratmn
23307 Gregorjy v, State, 118 SOl3d 790,778 (Fla 2013)-‘(quot1ng Gorev. .
;‘Sz‘ate, 964 S0.2d 1257, 1268:(Fla ;;2007)) “The statute. requlres thatthe . +
", moving party file an afﬁdawt ood Faith ‘stating fear that he of she will
T Uinetreceive afair: tfiali-. on decount of the préjudice-of the judge’as well as
outhe faets and the- reasons for the belief tt at any such blas or prejudlce B
T exists.? Pet‘efson Vi St"*‘e, 221 So d 5715 2017).(quotiing § 38

1-1.4 MOTION AND AFFmAVIT' Thé Motééﬂ. t‘&Dfs qﬁ ah-fywég .




reasons for the behef that such b1as and . . 'st;l Th1s Motlon was slgned

| under oath There had been one pr 1ous1" granted motlon 1:0 dlsq‘u:‘ fy' the former K

Judge A Cern: -1cate of Good Fa1th Was 'also ﬁled [APPENDIX 52 Exh1b1t B]

The Mot1on to! D1squa11fy Was ﬁle i '-,Ierk' nd a copy Was sent by emaﬂ to. '

" Judge Kest c/o hlS ass1stant Dlane ¥ ;', PENDIXSZ] L

1 15 v GROUNDS- -'-The Motion to: Dlsqua,hfy showed that the Plamﬁff |
feafed he would not recelve a fa;tr trial : ecause of speolﬁcally descnbed prejudme -
- or b1as oqudgeKest ' ' | i M SURTRTER | .

1 16 TIME The Motlon to Disquahfy was- ﬁled W1tlun a reasonable t1me

. not to exceed 10 days after d1scove“' _‘of the|' faots constltutmg the grounds for the
ke | ]

: Motlon and Was promptly presented h' oi ] rt for an 1mmed1ate ruhng

"]ICIENT B
ld “the Motlon ‘

q» alify Judge Kest was legally sufﬁmeT and

; | e
d_{to so‘ determme 'll“hls was. a

=
W
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ED WITH WINDSOR, BE
_FALSELY_ACCUSEDf.VI_QF;LYING;_, AT A

120 On September 21 __’202, 'st had h1s ﬁrst 11ve 1nteract1on W1th -

Wmdsor at a Case Managemenv onf via Zoom,_: Judge Kest clanned

- Wmdsor made a false statement to the eurt'denymg that the _case had been stayed.

_ The case was never stayed and §ay 1ng Wmdsor made a3 false statement to the

‘_Court vvas both unproper and erroneous S e

' -actton untll 2 future event occurs » In tlns case Wmdsor explamed that there was

hsten [APPENDD( 63 ] The Order clearly states “Drscovery is. stayed 7 In -

dn‘eet conﬂrct wrth the Order of 8/ 19/2020 Judge Kest branded Wmdsor as. s

'a‘ﬁdrshonest I—Ie seemed to have 11tt1e 1nterest Whatsoever in wha j'a 10w1y pr -‘1: se had

T

to say Proven prejudrce B "_"‘:":'jf '- 1l

| F JUDGE KEST VIOLATED RULE 2.9 ,,C: ‘OF THE CODE OF : N '

(o . eAManagement Conference that he.l-ha'd |

: , i
had been mvolved m, and he threatened

Windsor ias never filed anything frivolovs; but the DE _,ENDANTS sure {hlave

29

-
W
an



ial £ nduct states “A Judge shall not__

di shall con81der only the ev1dence

presenteﬁ' E J udge Kest leated th1 v ul' And then he threatened Wmdsor

S JUDGE IIBST.PREJUDGED WINDSOR’'S CASE, U _;.‘._:,-;;' .

124 At the Case 'Managem dge Kest mdmated to the
’ part1es that he had prejudged Wmdsor.from mdependently researcmng cases

Wmdsor had been mvolved 1n and then threatemng h1m

 “Wh ile it is well—settled that 4. Judge may form. mental 1mpresswns and

o .opimons durmg the’ course ‘of hearing evidence, he or’ she may hot. prejudge .
+ . thecase™ See Wargov: Wargo, 669 So. 241039 (Fla 1st DCA’ 1996), ,

Ly .LeBruno Alummum Co Inc v Lane? 436 So. 2d 311 312 (Fla an DCA

1 be,,reasonably 1nterpreted to mean

125 The cor?ment of Judge t oz
al im ,ssm stp preij“‘% i

R Judge Kest had crosarsed the hne ‘fmm

: 1ssue ? (Barnett'v'siszrnett 727 So 2




e s because e ofhisbias. R "

128 APPENDIX 38 PP 2 5 and APPENDIX 21 detaﬂ the wrongdomg of . |

a ScottL Astnn (“Astrm”)

_:.TI'E COMPETENCY MGTION o

of Astrm }was clearly‘r 8 nulhty

Dav1d Wynne s Emergency Motm Requestmg the Court Determme 1f Pro Se L

|—A
w



Plalntlff Wllham Wmdsor is Compete_ ] 'l'epresent H1mse1f Mo’uon Enforcmg

Pro Se Plam‘uff Wﬂham Wmdsor‘ | Ad ,ere“:to Flonda Bar Rules of

~Profess1ona1 Conduct and Motion for aanward of Monetary Sanctlons Th1s

estabhshed that Judge Kest was allowmg thls completely and totally fnvolous

motion to move _forward Wmdsor "szesPense te the Motlon ﬂled 8//25/2020

: detaﬂs why th1s 1s such a fnvolous motlon [APPENDIX 38 ] f If7 udge Kest was an* .

| honest 1mpart1al JUdge, he would have 1mmed1ate1y dlsrmssed 1t S

1 :JUDGE- KEST :ALLOWED;HEAR}NGS ON FRIVOL_QW
THE DEFENDANTS e
N ’. 132 Judge Kest has allowed heanngs on frwolous mot1ons by the L a

' Defendants wh11e 1gnonng v101at1ons of h : wn rules and orders Judge Kest

stated at the Case Management Co “er' ce at.lt Was‘ essentlal that motmns be -

L supported by law, but he V1olate£ ‘thls requlr ment | '_‘ g

-« Defendants for e1ther of the: mouons that Judge Kest ordered{ t0.be set for hearmg

f34 Judge Kest outrageously stated m an order that ’mo motmns Were not

l

mgs because they We 'motlons for recons1dera.t10n when olearly

13 5 Judge Kest extended the.; _;a;l ate for another .' ;ear when he w111 not -
even be a Judge, wnh no eon31derai1on ngen to Wmdsor s med1ca1 condmon -

=
w
o -



136 Judge Kest announced -‘at e Case: anag'enient‘Confe'renceithat:he '

‘ treats pro. se pames the sare. as attorneys ut th1s is ne1ther falr nor the laW. =

137 Judge Kest argued W1t W dsor'over whether there had been the :

reqmred “meet and confer” W1th the , fendants attomeys Judge Kest clalmed

that & telephone bullymg by Attorney , r_strm amounted tc a “confer 2 Wmdsor

: .tr1ed to explam that confer means an acmal dlscussmn Judge Ke{l rejected that

' yet he knew the speclﬁcs of the law wh;tle pro se Wmdsor d1d not Wlndsor was o

absolutely rlght about the requlrements to confer and Judge Kest hed and cla1n1ed |

138 Judge Kest ordered sanetions agamst Wmdsor When he d1d nothmg

nnproper, Whlle he 1gnored 11tera11y hundreds of vmlations of the rules and law by '

" and a Judge for 17 year‘s He has seemlngly devekl)ped dlsdam for pro se part1es

| 1083 1087 (Fla. 1983) »In o W
as true ina mot1on 10 d1squahfy) prompt 2 reasonably prudent person to fear

B
w
©



”"""'"'The facts alleged in the motmn 1

697—98 (szzngston V. Stdt,@,

t'nly show that “the party makmg lt has. =

RS 2 well grounded fear that he W;{l eewe a fa1r tnal at the hands of the

Supportmg the suggestlon are - reasonably- sufﬁc1ent to create such a fear, it is .'
o not for the trlal Judge to say that it

'ing*’ Dewell 131 Fla. at 573 179 SO at
441 80,24 1083 (Fla. 1027/1983))

. 'mlnd and fhe bas1s for sﬁch

| 140 In determmmg ‘rhe legal sufﬁc1ency of a motmn to d1squahfy, a eourt }

1ooks to see: whether the facts alleged Weuld plaee a reasonably prudent person in .

L :When a part' eeks to d1ﬂ ?

o ,'.s_the behef of Prejudwe mu .be takeh as true, ai s Qa's's on

b1353 -

I ;‘ -‘ .W.he

~ "cannot pass - on the truth. o»the st ement‘ ‘ ' ,;mthe}afﬁdfmt |
'.._.:_Statev Dewell 131 Fla"’ “ 19 | ts and reasons for

etthere ?. Parks, 141 Fla at 518 194 __ :

HB- :
I
o N




142 Judge Kest allowed the Defenda”t X 1olate hrs Order [APPENDIX

42] and Admm1strat1ve Order 20 12-03 Whrle clarmmg 1n a Case Management

Conference that these orders do notf‘ C ; hat they very clearly requxre o

: xS L
143 As a pro se party, Wlnds et "'sxlegal educatlon from ‘th = L

| chuonaxy has thls to say about ‘5meet _d eonfer : 'f_i : o

: ..a requrrement of courts that before oertam types of motrons and/ or
R ‘--petltlons will be hedrd by the Judge, the: lawyers. (and. sometrmes the1r
o chents) must *meet-and confer” totry:to resolve the mafter or at least -
4 determine the points of confliet: This has the beneficial effect of resolvmg
e many. matters, reducmg the thme 'for arguments, and maklng the. lawyers and

. . "chents face up to the realities of’ their -positions.” ” The People s Law :~ o ‘
B _-D1ct10ng§y by Gerald N H111 and Kathleen T Hﬂl

= 144 ~.",1I‘he Legal Informatlon Instltate of Comell Law School deﬁnes “meet

and o

t‘ actlon

.and,,coiifer"’fas:*‘ S

% requrrement in some ‘Jurl ,
discuss vanods matters and aftem

i _-..w._The purpose of meet and confe
< money and incréase 3ud1c1a1~ econ
d1sputes thhout the need for court f

145 But most mportant

ok, thi 's' olear;'."‘Failure to ~

| :'f) gcancelled 1f 1t was




e matter shall ccnfer before

Yol '-g-_on the’ motion to attempt to tesolve or otherwme
""the.mot:@n _and include a Certificate of -
) as “Bxhiblt A”) that the conference has

th|e court Ttishaltbethe: o .

>arrangethe

N of | earmg the Cemﬁcate of
the meet and o fer_occurr _d;(or d1d not occur

=
N
N -




and settrng out the good farth att ""-to*schedule the: conference) and
- identifying the date of the. conference, €. ar_nes of the partrcrpatmg
"attorneys, and the specrﬁc results 'obtamed | N

1L ensure that the court and the court’

thg of the 1ssues or other resolutron

L “Counsel who notlces the heanng,
- Judl()lal assrstant are aware of a_n,
asa result of the conference

149 Durrng the Case Management Conference, J udge Kest argued wrth -
Wmdsor over whether there had been the requrred “meet and confe With‘the .
,_ Defendants attomeys Judge Kest clalmed that a telephone bullyrng by Attorney .A :

| Astrm amounted to a, “ confer » Wmd.sor trred to explam that confer means an
. e,ctual drscussron J udge Kest re;ected that yet he knew the speclﬁcs of the Rule ‘

whrle pro se. Wmdsor d1d not Wmdsor was absolutely rrght about the

requ:lrements to. confer and Judge Kest f properly clarmed he was Wrong When

| Wlndsor read Admmrstratrve Order 2012-03 he 1mmed1ate1y‘hegan draftmg h1s

'Mot1on to Drsqua] 1fy J udge Kest

K. THE ]MZPARTIALITY oF JUDGE KEST MUST BE UES]

f 150 An objectlve observer, 1ay observer, and/or d1s1nterested observer o

. must entertam s1gmﬁcant doubtof the 3mpartral’ e ‘

151 The éode of Judrcr‘

hnnself

The Code of Judlcml Conduet gets forth basic. prmcrples of how Judges
should conduct: themselves in: carryrng out their judicial dutjes. Canon 3- .
C(l) states that “[a] judge: ‘should drsquahfy hrrnself in a proceedmg n.
whrch his: 1rnpart1a11:ty rmght reasonably be: questloned - This is totally

143




¢ Ujudgs feels; itis a qiestion of wh
. -.the basis for such feeling.” State. exre

. JUDGEKEST FAILED:

.. consistent W1th the case 1aW of thl_ Court Wh1ch holds that a. party seekmg
10 drsquahfy a judge need’ only shef' f‘a welli’grounded fear that he will.not:
' receive 2 fair. trlal at the hands of the jt dge. T 1s'not a questlon ofhow the -
;feehng res1des inthe affiant’s mind and
Brown v: . Dewell, 131 Fla. 566,
573, 179 So-. 695, 697-98 (1938) See also. Hayslzp v. Douglas, 400 So. 2d. .
553 (Fla. 4th DCA: 1981) ‘The questxon of! d1squa11ﬁeatlon focuses on, those '
" matters from which a 11t1gant may reasona ably: question a Judge s unpartlahty
- 'rather than the Judge s percept of hlS abthty to act falrly and 1mpart1a11y

fQ_BQ.LJ_NRS..I."QR DISQUALIFICATION

N . ” 152 The Motton to Dlsquahfy [APPENDIX 61 Page 1] asked

= that J ohn Marshall Kest (“Judge Kest”) be d1squa11ﬁed from the above -
' 'entltled matter under Florida Statute .38.10; Florida Rule’of J udicial

- ,»Ad;rmmstratmn 2. 330 and Canons '2.and 3 of the Code of Judtclal Conduct

as wen as the Flrst, Flfth Sxx E

_ Constttutton, the Due Process Clause of th} ‘Flﬂh Amendment to the Constttutl.ort; |

S all other relevant statutory and state and. federal caselaw, as well as-the *

... First; Fifth, Stxth Eighth, and: Fouxteenth Amendments to the Umted States
* Constitution, the Due Process | Clause-of the Fifth Amendment to the U.s.
R Constmmonl the Constltuuon of the tate of Flerlda, and the: Court’s e

L 1nherent powers
1

d:only Flonda Statute 383.31_(‘):,'4 e

L
o

153 ‘Judge ‘Kest sta.tedth t he:oons,ldere

aduct; and Flortda Rule of Jud1e1a“1h 5

\
» }. -
risect: hns of Canon 3 of the .

4 yd federal case 1aw, ‘
bk

_the: Constltutmn of the State of Flonda and the Court’ 8, mherent powers -

—144



15 5. Canan 2 of the Code of - ond' i for “n1ted States Judges tells Judgesff- |

HE COLD NEUTRALITY ()F AN |

d to nothmg less tha.n the cold neutrahty of an. .
duty of Courts to scrupulously guard this right and’”

» to-refrain. from: attempung to.exercise 3unsd1ct10n in any matter where his
uahﬁca‘uon to do-50 is ser1ously brought in questlon Hayslzp V. Douglas =
141 Fla 516 194 So.

LA
400 So Zd at 557 (quotmg State ex. reZ Davzs V. Parks

'.Ve‘ry hugant i enﬁtle
1y parual Judge Itis the

‘-We ﬁnd that‘ ’the motlon:and ’sup mng afﬁdavxts Were legally sufﬁclent
and. the prper. procedu:re, in lighi o _he serious allegation of bias, was fo;',«.. L
S res V.. Theobald 557 So Zd 591 ; la. L,

-to graiit; thie motion: (Je
mlé(ﬂalApp Dis Ol l16/1990>>

-sufficient

basm, Whether factually accural e or ,. -
ydice to exist 1 f‘mmdofaf‘_ o

essenhal to

tirial before ani ‘un
N zsszsszppz‘ 403 U.S.1212, 216 (1971);
" TiConstr, Laborers . Penszon"Trus 508 17.8, 602,617 (1993). (citation.”
'-'-“ommed) (Sée. also Levinev: U States, 362US 610,80 8.Ct. 1038 -
(1960) c1t1ng Oﬁfutt-‘v Unzted States,348US 11 14, 75:8. Ct. 11 13
T T SR """;j,-'i‘{é'g';_'_; : _

accord Concrete Pipe & ‘Prb"&ls,. A L

R
N
on




(1954), Mathews V.- Eldrzdg,i.;" 24T '4 4(1976), Péte;%g szﬁ‘,407, e
US 493 502 (1972) S GO

15 8. ,W 1ndsor has Just cauf to beli e“that he eannot been g1ven a fa1r tr1a1,-_; o

159 T he due process clause £ both the‘-Flonda and the Umted s tes“ e

) and’ d1smterested tr1bunal m c1v11'

Constltutlons guarantee a party an i

cases: Marshallv Jerrzco, Inc. 44611 28, 24"‘ 1008 Ct 1610 1613 (1980)

A..."-;,;.'-‘_:g-'-i;'_-Part1a11ty 1n faver of the govemmem may ralse a defendant’s due: process
_concerns.” In.re Umted States of Amerzca 441 F 3d at 66 (c1t1 _g In re
'.Murchz.s'on, 349U, S 133 (1955) ORI g

28 uss: C 155 may somenmes bar tnal by 3udges Who have no actual b1as '
. ond Whowoulddo thiéir very best G.wsigéh ' -‘$°ales fJ“S““e eq“a“Y

J:,;»:.i;_:_.,v Hay: 418 1. !
o See also Murchzson, 349 U.

éhas effeetlve}y emed Wmdso' s nghts f the equ 1

/ representatmn‘%ﬁ That r1ght should beenjoyed W1thout: fea.r of harassment

=
N
od
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The Due Proce

be; Pprlve

d
o
-

d of hlS

qualificati

|

on rules - -

~!



other pohcy tends to. discredit and, place the Jud1c1ary 11:1 a

exercise of any

» Kest has done ,fI-Ie has 1gnore.d the 1“ W




\

-168. . --Due process :requif S an-estabhshed ' "urse for JudICIal proceedlngs

,des1gned to safeguard ‘the Iegal nghts of the: 1nd1v1dua1;f Actlon denymg the

_J

Inherent in the expectauon of due process

process that is “due” 1s unconsntuti'

s that the Judge w111 ab1de by the rules... Judge Kest has 1nterfered W1th the process

’ and v101ated rules[for the purpose o

-- 169 An 1nherent Cons jal::.;ght IS the honesty of the Judge Judge ‘

Kest has not been honest Judge Kest has vzolated Canon 2 and other Canons of

v_ the Code 'of Jud101a1 Conduct

170 Due pri ess guarantees bas1c falmess and to make people feel that

they have been treated fauly Wlnder | :'as not been treated fe‘urly

: 17 1 Judge Kest has effectl ~e \ ”emed Wmdsor s rights of equal protection

under the law .f co ‘_ fas unequal .

' ~,f_espectfu11y urges:

st 'from'proc"'e“edmgs a

1 Florids Bas Rslesof

=
InS
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' APPENDIX 2 P1a1nt1ff’ s Request
S 9/20/2018 ', "

APPENDD('?;‘E_‘ P1a1nt1ff’ 8 Requestfor Admlssmns to Longest filed on 9}‘20/ 201 8 '
APPENDIX fi Plamtlff’ S In‘terrogatenes to. Bmse Cascade ﬁled oni 9/20/20 1 8
‘APPENDIX 5 Pla1nt1f£’ 5 Interrogatones 10 Longest ﬁled on 9/20/201 8

missio toBmSe Qassaéé.ﬂ;lefdson ‘

i 1ff’ s Request 1;0 Produce to B01se Cascade ﬁled on a -. :

P 9/20/2018 ' " i ' S
E APPEN]DD( 7 H Plamtlff’ s Request to Pre
| APPENDIX 8 Defendants Answer
%},10/10/2018;

"duce b Longest ﬁled on 9/20/201 8
.1amt1ff’s @ngmal Complamt ﬁled on

_ APPENDIX 10 Stlpulatlon for' " ub

1S 10! 1 _v'=rrogator1es
1d Fordavc 3§ ,_V'tLongest ﬁled

7 : ' 150



APPENDIX 15 'plamffs Objeouog;_t-’"‘-- T

APPENDIX

e Answers tor Requests for Adrmsslons and Mo‘uon for Sanctmns .




L APPENDIX 27 e Plamtlff’ S Motl

Motmn fo‘ San




" Ciemp?éiéncif,- ‘_Moﬁoﬁ o

Reconsidera




APPENDIX 48 == Plamtlff’s Lett . d _:1smg h1m that Wmdsor Was Sy
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Davndl Wynne and Scotty Astrm iy
. Law Ofﬁces of SeottL: Asttin
reet, St j“te 605, ‘Tampa,. Flonda 33602
; : tampapleadmgs@alg con,
: emﬂy chrxstopher@axg .com; scott.astrin@aig. com.
813-218 ,’1’10 Fax 813~649~8362

arshall Kegt T
Judmlal sistant to. Iudge Iohn Marshall Kest S
m. 8~C ,Orange County Courthouse B F ;7 e
' Plonda 32801 e

" This st day of]

350-577-90988 "« . AR
Wmdserl@o_ tlook com bﬂl@bﬂlvwndsor com

=
&)
op




,4 admlmster oaths Wi]ham M.‘ Wmdsor, wh aft

" authorlzed to make thls Verlﬁcatlon and tha' the

fon mformatmn and behef and that as to thos matt ,rs he beheyes them to be true fj,

I declare u;nder penalty of perjury that the foregomg 1s true and correct based upon my

personal knowledge

This.-1_7,th:day:6"f-D‘le'bénii5.fef,{2i>’z’0§? L

alleged m the forego g ._etru and

' "otary Pubhc duly authorl d 1:0‘*

' mg .uly sworn deposes; and states that he is

| 'correct based upon h1§ peféqna_l_ knowledge xcep astothematters herem :sffefed to be: alleged

-

~lI







CIRCUIT COURT OF THE
JINTH JUDICIAL. CIRCUIT, IN-AND
‘ OR ORANGE COUNTY FLORIDA

"WILLIAM WINDSOR o ;&SE'NO-?ZO{!S-CA%O.,I02_70—0""'-' o b
_”‘ifPlamtlff T e o
8. | |

",‘A:ROBERT KEITH LONGEST 4n mdm
g DIS'I‘RIBUTION €L, L C.a Forelgn,h v

,"::Defendants

BOISE CA CADE BUILDING MATERIALS'
edelabﬂlty Comp y; L

kit T MOTION FORRECONSIDERATION. |

i _f," tlon of Order of Judge JohnMaxs!;al}iiﬂi_eﬁ@g?@ QOfGQbeI,?fQ 202 C ]

FACTUAL BACKGROUND e Rl

- ;f", >er 8'-' 2020 Wmdsor ﬁled a Mo’uon to Dlscmahfy Judge Iohn ‘_5_‘_._:,. b

o5 -oﬁ;s'?entja?ﬁerszsa‘;_}20.210; Wiidsor fled a Motion for Regonsideration of Orders of -

tento fle Petton for Writof

— 159"



i1 6. On November 1 2020 W r ency Motlon for Stay that Would

| stay the case unhl a new Judge 1s ass1gned foﬁo wWing the retlrement of Judge Kest on December u !

f31 2020 i

7 i On November3 202 ,J : Marsﬁall Kest enteredan order g1v1ng the s

' .‘,'Defendants ﬁve days to ﬁle a respons o Windsor® Emergency Motlon for Stay




13 JudgeKest refused to oo empt, butthe Ib-qfeﬁdénts. o

L v101ated 3 court order, Th1$ reqmr

!madequate as. to the two Defendants .

o w11:h lia:cs One hour 1s msufﬁc1ent




est commxtted 55 v1olatx0ns of

‘knew were incomplete, completely inadequat

.ngest gave false swom answers to

A Interrogatones Number 6 8 10 1 ﬂed’to ansWer Interrogatory Numbers 5 and -

7 Longest gave meomplete answers Interrogator Nmnbers 2 10 13 18 24 and 27

Longest has eomxmtted fraud on the court

" 20 fi_-"' FRCP Rule 1 380 prov:des- -emle*fo f "lure to make dlscovery The rule 5

i prowdes that upon reasonable notme to : ther parlzes and persons affected a party yj apply :

‘_ for an order compellmg dlscovery That no’ace was prov:ded

‘ submltted under rule 1 340, or; 1f a party in response to a request for mspectlon subnntted under o

¥ request for exammatlon of a person A

"\‘- J \.
2 werefalse

Florlda Rules of ClVll Proced e 1 37 () xeqmres The answer shall spec1ﬁca11y deny the matter S

R
o). -
SN



 or ket forth m :detéiiithé %33.39@ Why thie answer nn0t’truthﬁ111y admit or deny the

{

s fraudulent ansvver false sworn answers to mteﬂogatones false answers to requests for =

: .admlssmns, and he has hed i hlS deposmon aﬁdmbcourt | '1‘ ' .

1

requlres

“The'anmer.shall:speczﬁcaﬂy‘ deny the mt: 0

nder ». Florxda' &

L
y Lé’f




T/'Defendant RobertKe1th Longest M' t1 urty Mot&on for Sancuons for | i |

Tfurther de‘iall tbem’eco ideratlon LSsues after Wmdsor sMotI nfor ‘.._._ ?_‘

Wzlham M.Wmdsor LS

e
(0]
S




admlmster oaths, Wﬂham MWmdsorWhO affer ei;f;;(;g.;du}iéw;;m dé}égses*and steteé_ ma‘té‘he ,i‘sf 5

: I declare under penalty of pel:)ury thai the foregomg is true and correct based upon my ‘
personal knowledge T S G

ThIS 6th day of November, 2020

o Nota:ry Publlc '




“ William M. Wmdsor ‘ '
# 100 Bast Oak Terrace Dnve, Umt B3
5 ’A’Leesbu;rg, Flonda 34748 ‘
52:577:9988 e

-bﬂiwnxisorl@ouﬂook cam‘ |
ill@bi -







Filing # 120555876 E-Filed 02/01/2021 10:11:34 AM

_ IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE
- 'NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, IN AND
- FOR ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA

© 2018-CA-010270-0
WILLTAM WINDSOR B

Plaintiff(s),
V8.

ROBERT KEITH LONGEST
BOISE :CASCADE BUILDING
MATER ALS DISTRIBUTION LLC

Defendant(s)

Th;s ‘cavse, having come before the ‘Court on: Plamuff’s Second Emergency Motioii to

Stay and/or Commuame filed January| 30, 2021, and the Court havmg reviewed. the file and -

| ORDEREDandADJUDGED |
: '11_,; Plaintiff’s Second Emergency Mot;on to Stay: and/or Centmuance is Demed

I)ONE AND ORDERED in: Chambers it the Orange. County Courthouse, Orlande, F 1or1da_

‘W
.. day of February, 2021, -
:.é-w'eww ST
Jeffre 4 AShtOn o
CIRCUIT JUDGE
Copies furriished to:

A cepy ofthe fmegmng has been electromcally filed W’lth the Cleik of Courts. by using the: Florida:
Court E~F1hng Portal.
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Filing # 120556135 E-Filed 02/01/2021 10:13:28 AM

. INTHECIRCUIT COURT OF THE
" NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, IN AND.
FOR ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA

) 2018-CA-010270-0
WILLIAM WINDSOR '

ROBERT KEITH LQNGEST
BOIS ‘:CASCADB BUILDING .
-MATERIALS DISTRIBU f ION LLC

Defendant(s),

Th1s cause, havmg eome before the Cmurt on Plamtxff’s Amended Motion. fcn

:Reconsxderatmn af Orders o:f Judge John Marshall Kest ﬁled J; anuary 31,2021, and the Court
having reviewed the file:and otherwise being fully advised in- the premlses 11: is. hereby -
~ ORDERED and ADJUDGED |

"1 Plaintif>s Amended Motxen for Recansmlerahon of Ordexs of Judge John
Marshall Kest is Demed -

. _DONE AND ()RDERED in Chamiﬁers at the Orange County Courthouse Orlando Florida
is | 5#F day ofFebruary, 2021 . /]

Jef@’eyfAshton [
- CIRCUIT JUDGE.

Coples furnished’ 'to

A eopy of the foxegslng hias been ekectrmncai}y filed mth the Clerk of" Com:ts by usiig the Florida
Court E—Fﬂmg Portal -

170






Filing # 120627454 E-Filed 02/02/2021 04:07: 19AM

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE
NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, IN AND
~ FOR ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA

WILLIAM WINDSOR, "C'ASENO. 2018-CA-010270-0

Plaintiff, o il e ,
Vs, | |

)
- ROBERT KEITH LONGEST an mdmdual and BOISE CASCADE BUILDING' MATERIALS‘ |
DISTRIBUTION, L.L.C., a. Foreign Limited Liability Company, ?’

. Defendanis.

./ . . V ) i . : 4

'NOTICJE%QFV FILING AFFIDAVIT DATED FEBRUARY 1 2021

COMES‘NOW the :Plaiﬁﬁff,'William M. Windsor'(“Windsor” or “Plaintiff’) and files

This 1st day of February, 2021.,

o
William M. Windsor
* 100 East Oak Terrace Drive, Unit B3 . '
. Leesburg, Florida 34748 - SR
o 352.577.0088 :
i bill@biltwindsor.com
© billwindsor] @outlook.com
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE , .
I HEREBY CERTLFY that a copy of the foregomg has been furnished by Electromc Mail-

: 'fO! ‘

Dav1d L Wynne and Scotty Astrm
. LawOffices of Scott L. Astrin
100 N. Tampa Street, Suite 2605
, : - Tampa, Florida 33602
dav1d wynne@alg com, tampapleadmgs@a;tg com,
emlly christopher@aig.com; scott. astrin@aig.com
: 813~526~0559 - 813-218-3110
: Fax: 813-649-8362

Thislst-dayofFebmary,,’ZOZlg o ' 4 TR

Wlllmm M Wmdsor 4 '
100 East Oak Terrace Drive, Umt B3 : ' o

e 'Leesbur ,FIonda 34748w-3 444444444444 R e
:352-577-9988 - .- .

.. bill@billwindsor.com
~billwindsorl@outlook.com .
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. INTHECIRCUIT COURT OF THE
- NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, IN AND-
FOR ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA

- WILLIAM WINDSOR, G e '_-."‘CASENo; zOls-cA‘-owzm .
V8.

ROBERT KEITH LONGEST an 1nd1v1dua1 and BOISE CASCADE BU[LDIN G MATERIALS
.DISTRIBUTION L. L C.a F orelgn L1m1 ed Llablhty Company,

Defendants

.wV_m__EI_E_)____FM_FFn)AWT OF WILLI{;M_ M: WINDSOR o

I, W1lham M Wmdsor the undermgned hereby deolare under penalty of pexjury

..................................... : llamoverthea ,e,.o.f.z.l ,@imng.;)erson .Aam‘competent to testify, and have
personal knowledge of the. matters stated herem

2.' | Object to the Court’s plans to »hold.. aiI;ea_.ring tomorrow i‘haf-’I will Ee ﬁnabie to

attend. | o

730 Tam 72—years-old and in poor health since the Defendants 18-wheeler h1t me af ‘

70—m11es~per—hour I am in constant pain from nme hermated dlSkS in my neck and back, and
walkmg is a problem I'wasin. excellent shape before the acmdent I am currently experlencmg
several medlcal emergencws '

4, I broke a tooth and 1t is extremely pamful I ’m havmg serious pt oblems w1th my '

left eye And T inay be havmg a 51gn1ﬁcant s1de effect from a COVID 19 vaccination,' I ﬁnd tlus .

Court’s v01d of compassmn to be absolutely unacc-eptable for any hu:ma.n bemg

\ . . . = . . -




5. Asl have prevmusly commumcated I recerved notlce from the Court’s Judxclal
Ass1stant to late to prepare for a 2/2/21 heanng It was unposs1ble to meet the deadhnes set by

the Judlclal Asmstant ina command sent to me As I commumcated to th1s Court by mohon, I

also need to subpoena the attorneys for the Defendants pnor to a hearing on attorney’s fees Pro
se partles do not have subpoena ughts S0 I have to dnve to Orlando to obtaln subpoenas from
the Clerk of the Court The attorneys for the Defendants have 1gnored my requests to take their

deposmons The attorney for the Defendants recently ﬁled an afﬁdavxt that requires

mvesttgatlon I rece1ved it too late to do anythmg about 1t The exammatlon of the attorneys is:

hkely to take several hours I have found the attorneys to be extremely dlshonest The attorney
~ for the Defendants could not have spent more than 15 mmutes on the motlon to compel that
resulted n sanctlons

| 6. : I have essenttally no money Lhave been declared indigent by the Texas Supreme

approved by the U. S Supreme Court My debts exceed $1,100, 000, and I haven’t been able to

: pay cred:lt card brlls for over a year My total debt reduced from $1,500,000 to $1, 169 OOO since
' -t1s was prepared due to settlement with Sean D. Fleming for $1 and release of my claims agamst
h1m My total monthly expenses at present are $83, 52‘7 if I were to pay all my past due credit - :

card bllls My only assets are $1, 000 equlty inmy. vehrcle and $60 OOO ina condo,

homestead My secured debts exceed my assets. I beheve all of my assets wﬂl be protected in
bankruptcy I beheve the condo assoe1at10n erl tty to foreelose asT: haven tpa1d the $6OO

monthly “dues” for four months If that happens I wﬂl have to ﬁle bankruptcy T have been

-working to stay afloat unt11 I recelve a large ﬁnancial award from ‘the jury in this case.
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7. Sanctlons are supposed to _be'based on an ablhty to pay. I have no ability to pay.

Iwill begrudgmgly agree to have $100 deducted from the payment I rece1ve from this lawsuit.” \
L 8. 1 ﬁled a mot;lon to have Judge Ashton reconmder the outlandlsh orders of Judge
Kest It was JllSt demed I ﬁnd thrs outrageous It seems Judge Ashton is just as b1ased as Judge 3
Kest Denylng thls motlon Wrthout cons1der1ng the evrdence or hoIdlng a hearmg is. absolutely

1mproper | e N o

9, - The Flfth Dlstrrct has made it clear that the tnal court has the mherent

: drscretlonary power to reconsrder any order entered prior to the rendrtion of final Judgment in the

cause (Arnola’ V. Massebeau, 493 So 2d 91 (Fla 5th DCA 1986)) (See also North Shore

| Hospztal lnc 12 Barber 143 So 2d 840 (Fla, 1962); Commerczal Garderz Mail v. Success

Academy, lnc 453 So 2d 934 (Fla. 4th DCA 1984) Cf. Assoczated Medzcal Insrztutzons Inc. v.

1973) ) The only reason I can thmk of to deny the. motron and do S0 wrthout a heanng is 7
3

prejuchce The only reasonI can think of to deny a contmuance of the hearmg set for 2/2/2021

When I cannot partlclpate Is extreme prej judice. Judge Ashton provrded NO reasons for his

|
orders The U. S Supreme Court stated i in Corcor an v. Levenhagen No. 08——10495 decrded -
October 20, 2009 that courts should explam thelr orders |
10, " " Iobjedt to the hearing and bemg demed my rrghts to have the corrupt acts of
o udge Kest and the monumental wrongdomg of the Defendants and their attorneys properly

I

consrdered by thls Court I object to the denlal ot' my motron for reconsrderdtlon of the corrupt

acts ofJudgeKest ~ B o g : f
s | H

11, I Wﬂl ﬁle a motxon to dlsquahfy Judge Ashton and I wﬂl ﬁle an appeal These

are my legal nghts
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122 In 201 1,1 had two cataract smgenes The surgery on both eyes caused problems,
including a hole poked into the retlna of my left eye by the surgeon I began “seem-g things.” It -
began with what could best be descnbed as a ﬁreworks show ‘in my eyes” when my eyes were

1

closed in bed at mght Then I saw b1g ﬂles and even bxgger roaches all around my desk At first;

they seemed real. Next came a curtain ciosmg back and forth across -my field of vision. It '

started as a shear and ended up a sohd red
| 13:.» I raced to the eye doctor 1n Atlanta Georgla The doctors d1scovered a hole in the
retina of my left eye My leﬂ eye was qulckiy scheduled for surgery I was sent home w1th eye
| patches to cover both eyes, and I was 1nstructed to do nothing but recline w1th my head ina

shghtly~elevated position.- Both eyes were done a week apart The left eye had the retlna

repalred and both eves had a “v1trectomy, , sur,g,ery in which the v1treous gel-like substance is

soluuon I used to have ﬂoaters, but they were :removed The strange visions went away, but it

took a long time to recover my readlng ey631ght My vision has been 20/20 after the cataract-

replacement lenses were 1mp1anted In my eyes. Fora week or 50, my reading vision has become
poor. o

14”;;' In 2016 I was dlagnosed with Glaucoma It had been at least two ‘years since my '
eyes had béen ¢ examlned and I lost some of my penphera,l Vlsmn due to the Glaucoma In 201 8

and 2019 I had two more eye. surgenes m Leesburg thh Dr Stacm Goldee of Mld-F lorlda Eye .

Center,

‘ 1'5.' ; _ Last Fnday, L had the ﬁrst COVID—IQ vacematlon That mght Isawa ghost I’d

never " seen a ghost before, but I saw a ghost.- It was a slender brunette very ammated, ta]kmg

with someone inthe k1tchen I was not asleep or dreammg I “saw” this while awake atnight. 1




,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,

snapped a photo and it is dark and spooky-lookmg, but, doesn’t show a g‘ghost.” I'would attach

it, but 1t’s Just adark blur

16. The ghost d1d not return the next mght sol chalked it up to perhaps some type of
reaction from the vaccination. A few days later the ghost retlnned Same woman; same outﬁt '
same place in the kltchen I snapped a photo, but 1t doesn t show a ghost — just a squiggly green
neon flash where the ghost was. 1 Would have been totally freaked out from all of th1s if it

wasn ’t for my experience following eye surgery in 2011

17.  Thisall sounds pretty crazy, but GoogIe reports that ;‘hallucinations” area side

effect of COVID-19 and the COVID-19 vaccine, There are some blzarre videos on YouTube
| v ,

ww1th people telling the1r COVID hallucmatxon stones

' 18";" | ‘Thave become concerned that the problem may be. related to the retina i in my left

missed my regular Glaucoma check~ups due to the Pandermc I'm supposed to be checked every
six months, and it has been a year. Itried on Fnday to get an appointment with the eye doctor I’
bad used bJ she does not accept the Cigna HMO Medicare Insurance that I have as of January
1,2021 w1thout a referral from the primary. care: doctor That primary care doctor is new: I have
never seen hlm, and I was unable to get a referral mthout first scheduhng a full physwal I
spoke with a nice lady there this mormng, and she i zsn t sure they accept my msurance She
-asked me to bnng the Insurance card to thezr ofﬁce to check so T'did. They do accept my .

msuxance, but the first avallable appomtment 1s March 23

19, 1 called Clgna to see What I can do They were of httle or no help /They refeired

me to Dr. Courtney Bovee, an ophtha]mologist I have seen before a doctor I really respect and
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/..

_like. I called Mid—F lorida Eye 'Cente'r to,_iearn isno longe1 with them and they do not take

. my, insurance; The surgeon who operated on my eyes tw:tee Dr Stac1a Goldee is no longer with -
‘the firm elther apparently retlred I have caHed and leﬁ messages w1th the ofﬁce of Dr. Anlsha
Patel, the last eye doctor I have seen.. | v | v |
20. 1 have been on hold w1th Modema for a half hour to report my potentlal 51de o
| effect from the COVID 19 vaccme I Was Just cut. oﬁ' and had to leave a message I’m suppos'ed '
to hear back in 24 hours |

21 © Isee Dr Golub at 10: 30 a.m. on Tuesday and go to the hospttal at 11:00 am,

2. I have been approved by Ctgna to go to the Emergency Room, and T will be there
Tuesday mormng at about 11 00 a.um. My eyes wﬂl be chlated and an ophthalmologlst will -

examine my retlnas The concern is that I have a Vztreous detachment 0ver tnne, the Vlt:reous

/ eyenerve. Those of us who are nearstghted have had cataract surgery (and I’ve had fou.r),
who have had some- kmd of trauma to the. eyes are at a higher risk for PVD. I am told that this is '

very common at age 72 and I amina high-risk category This is not somethmg I can or W111

ignore.

FURTHER SAITH AFFIANT NOT.

Sworn‘hnder, penalty_ of perjury,this‘ ~‘1fst day of February, 2021,

. William M. Windsor
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” ;.;.;\_\._RQYERIFICAHON N

Persona]ly appeared before me, the undersrgned Notary Pubhc duly authorlzed to |
admmlster oaths, Wllharn M Wmdsor, Who after bemg duly swom deposes and states that he is
'authonzed to make ﬂ‘llS Verlﬁcatlon and that the "acts alleged in the foregomg are true and
: Acorrect based upon his personal knowledge, except as to the. matters herem stated to be alleged
on 1nf01matlon and belref and that as to those matte:ts he belleves them to be true.

| I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregomg is true and correct based upon my.
personal knowledge |

This 1st day of\Februari}, 2021,

,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,

Sworn and subscnbed before me thlS lst day of February, 2021, by means of physmal

tesence. : DU AT T f" o \mmmm
:\:\oT m:-\

Mycomm Explres )
Pebruary 01, 2022 5
No. eoiam« &
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UB ‘.o' Q‘
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| | IN THE
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

LS ups
wiL """‘ ~, w‘ mﬁ —-—PETITIONER
' - (Your Name) o

S'Cw D. fLCAMJ-JG’

RESPONDEN T(S)

MOTION FOR LEAVE TO PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS -

The petitioner asks’leave to.file the attached petltlon for a writ of aemem
without prepayment of costs.and to m*oceed i forma paupems Lo letean

............. "..T..,....,..............._.,,,.,,Pled.s,e.,check the appropriate boxes:

fg_Petltloner has prekubly been granted leave to proeeed in fo'rma paupems m.

the ollowmg cour (s _

’CC.XA'? SMM@'N

D Petltloner has ot - prevmusly been granted leave to proceed n forma.- '
POUPETIS m any other court _

O Petlt.loner 5 afﬁdawt or- decla.ranon in support of thls motlon is attached hereto

4 Petltmners afﬁda.wt or declara.tmn is. not a.ttached because the court below .'
‘ appomted counse] i 1n the eurrent proeeedmg, and g

El The appomtment was made under the followmg provzsn‘on of law: .

- NSRRI + N

. E]a copy ‘of' the .or.der of apppinﬁm‘éhﬁ is a.ppende&‘i. e

(Signature) I
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" 1. For both you and your spouse estimate the average amount of money received from each of
the following. sources during the past 12 months. Adjust any amount’ that was receéived
weekly, biweekly, quarterly, semiannually, or annually to show the mont
amounts, that is, amounts before any:deductions for taxes or otherwise,

. . .\
§

S amon . AFFIDAVIT ORDECLARATION =~ =~ °
- IN SURPORT OF MOTION FOR LEAVE TO PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS -

my motion to proceed 4 forma pouperis, I state that because
| the costs of this-case or to give security therefor; and I believe

Income source | . Average mdhthly amqunf-durihg -
' 7 the past 12 months,

You ‘Spouse

'”Employr.nenf e, $ $

' Gifts

' D’iéability‘ (such as social ,
y Uhémplbyment payments

“(such as welfare)

Other (specify): b
. Total-monthly income: $1’%'2'5 $ ‘

¥ OWVORCED Jurt \Z, 2012

$
_ $
CAlimony- 8
“Child Support, . . 3
- Retirement (such.as social * §

“securlty, pensions,
- | annuities, insurance)

o petitioner in the

of my poverty
I am-entitled to redress. «

next month -_

You

o

" Amount expected

- Spou

$

above-entitled case, In support of i
I am unable to pay

hly rate. Use gross

N

n

Selt-employment -

O
ooR

Income fromi real property 5 $

(such as rental income)

Interest and dividends -~

security, insurance payments) - -

Public-assistance: © |

18,3. ——




(,

2. Lxst your, employment history’ for the 'pa.st two years, moét‘ recent first. (Gross monthly pay -
-1 before taxes or other deductmns) o : B '

Employer ~ Address *Dates of  Grossmonthly pay
N : _ PR ~Employment ' B

A& e o Emme 5

s

3. List your spotise’s employment hlstory for the pa,st two years, most recent employer first,
(Gross monthly pay is before taxes or other &eductlons ) o , :

R Empl ;er © ' . Address " Datesof . Gross monthly pay
o adl s : Emlo'ment I o
use 4/;4— S P o 108
. LS )
-

4. How much cagh do you wd.;mu*.spaaae have" $ﬁ g. -
- Below, state any money you eihywx.we have in bank accounts or in' any other ﬁnancla,l
mstxtuuon : WW

Type of account (e.g checking or savings) AT an ou.have - .Ampunt yqur spouge' has

"B L1st the assets, and thelr values, wh:ch you own ot your spouse owns. Do. not list éIdthingj
and ordmary household furmshmgs , , . o .

'm'Home . R R T | E!Otherreal estate

Value_g_.,ﬂim_'_b__.}, L Value‘ '

oter Vehlcle #1 ] Motor Veh1c1e #2
- Year, make & modeﬂfcm w‘“ Year; make & model /} 0“” C
* Value _, 00 © Valwe__ ()

'O Otherassets .~ .~
- Degeription -
_Value. 0 :
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6. State every. porson, business, ;:_Qr:loz.;g";fa;nizaﬁonfowing',you*mqnonéy, and the
- amount owed> ;. TR Coan Y
Person: _éwlhg youor © - Amount owed to you - Amount owed to your spouse
~ Your.spouse money T S ARSI R
pO0M0C B . s 0

20NE o O s 0

7. Statefthe persons who rely on youe!m for support.  For minor childven, list initials
instead of names (o.g. “J.8.” instead of “John Smith”), . ' R

. \\

Name _ - Relatjonship Age

)t )
‘8. Estimate the '":a;izerage monthly experises' of you and your family. Show separ‘atély the émbunts'

.- paid. by your spouse. . Adjust any payments- that arve made weekly, biweekly, ‘quarterly, or
-annually to show the monthly rate. g . R :

Rent or héin&mortQage pé,yment

(include lot; rented for mobile home) BT
| Are real estate taxes included? WVes [ o, .
- Is property insurance included? il Yes o

 Utilities Glectricity, heating fael; . & SEEAE 200
water, sewer, and.telephone) : Co ;

‘s

Home maintenance (repairs and upkeep) -

R -3

Fo.od,‘ :

Q

©
ing e o

0O

IS
1O

La:undiy-'and‘dr'y—clegmxﬁng", L S $o L; 8
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’ Transportatmn (not: mcludmg motor ve}ucle payments) $ l 00 8

A

' Recreatlon, entertamment newspapers, magazmes, ‘etc ..o 0 -§.

Insurance (not deducted from Weiges or m,chzded in m@rtgage payments)

.

- Homeowners or renters - 7 SRR AT S D .

' Life | _ o | $
$

0

B Taxes (not deducted from Wages or mduded in mortgage pa,)nnents)

(specﬂ’y) — _ ‘  T K $‘ O $

Motor Vehicle. . -

Other'

e ® o, wo, -

5

0

Motor Vehlcle o

Credlt card(s)

D‘epart‘ment;‘si;ore(s) s

Othei': '

Ahmony, maintenance, omd support pald to. others '

. Regular expenses for, aperation of busmess professmn O oL
. or farm (attach detalled statement) BRSPS SE AL NSRS LS. (PN

. Other (specify)

Total monthly expei;see - o |
TN Aet ﬂwo |
5&60&\‘?'7" bass gz&{e M
«rmuermes, e—m a0
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i

-9 Do you expect any major chenges to your monthly mcome Or expenses or in your assets or
liabilities durmg the next 12 months"

E] Yes %N If yes, descmbe on an attached sheet

10. Have you pald or will you be paymg an ettorney any money for servmes in eonneetlon
‘with this case, mcludmg the: eompletxon of thls form Ej Yes No ’

': Ifyes hOW much? 0 PR

e 1f- yes sta,te the attorneys name address, and telephone number |

/\// ﬁr

11. 'Have you peud—or will yoii be paymg——anyone other than ax attorney (such as a paralegal or
.- typlst) any money for- services in eonnectmn with this case; mcludmg the completlon of this

cod

e form" . ‘ : | '
\ ' o DY@S e Zvi,‘,v vvvvvvv .......... Cam ; ,,,,,, Sl e <<<<<<<< il bl N """ o
- : Ifyes, how much" SR D SR e T . -

It yes state the person S name, address, and telephone number

/u/k

ﬁ-

‘thf.t the foregomg is true and correet

wm.;h Cuw—w;

(Slgnature)

- Executed on: .
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I declare under penalty of petjury that th‘?'féregoing is true and correct based uponmy

personal fknowledge-.l

' This 5th day of Jantuary, 2021,

A
L William M. Windser - B
e e ..... e . ........ ..... ,,“; .................. TR . :

Sworn and subscribed before me this 5th day of January, 2021, by means of physical
Presence. L i;tfm |
. . \\\‘\Q;%E‘ci ﬁ. O /“;,,"’ | R

5;’”;2‘01“4‘?'}?",:& Z i
L % '
y'Comm, Explres}.
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_j IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE
- NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, IN AND -
- FOR ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA .

WILLIAM WINDSOR

_;CASE_ NO. 2018~CA—_010270 i
Plaintiff, B o

vs. '

ROBERT KEITH LONGEST an 1nd1v1dual and BOISE CASCADE BUILDIN G MATERIALS . ,
DISTRIBUTION L L.C, @ Fore1gn lelted Llabﬂlty Company, S ‘ '

Defendants

il

VERIFIED AFFIDAVIT OF WILLIAM M. WINDSOR

I, Wﬂham M, Wmdsor the underszgned  hereby declare under penalty of perJ ury

1. 1 am over the age,p,f 21 ,a....lmlng ,p,erson, am. competent to: testify,. and have...... SP— e

personal knowledge of the matters stated herem
, | ' ' |

. 2. 1 object to the ;Court S plans to hoid a heanng tomorrow that 1 wﬂl be unable o L
attend. -~ i ; | |
| 3. - lam 72~years—otd and in poor health since the Defendantsb 18-wheeler h1t me at
:70~m11es~oe1;~hour I am in constant pam ﬁ om nme hexmated dlSkS in my neck and back, and
walking is a p1 oblem.- I was in excellent shape before the ac<:1dent Tam currently expeuenmog
. several medlcal emergenmes ' »

4 I broke a tooth and it is extremely pcunful I ’m havmg sTrlous problems w1th my -

left eye And I may be havmg a SIgmhcant snie eﬁect irom a COV]D 19 Vaccmatlon I find this

Court’s void of compassmn to be absolutely unacceptable
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ated': I recerved notice from the Court’s Jud1c:1al o

5. As I have 'prev’iously eorn.'mﬁ

Assmtant too late to prepare fora 2/2/”1 heanng l't was tmposszble to rneet the deadhnes set by
- the Judlcml Ass1stant As I commumcated to the Court by motlon, I also need to subpoena the
attorneys for the Defendants prior to a heaung on attorney 5 fees Pro se parnes do not have
subpoena nghts, sol have to drive to Orlando to obtam subpoenas from the Clerk of the, Court
The attorney for the Defendants recently ﬁled an aﬁidav:t that reqmres rnvesttgatlon I recetved
it too late to do anythmg about 1it. The exammation of the attorneys is l1kely to take several
hours I have found the attorneys to be extremely chshonest The attomey for the Defendants
could not have spent more than 15 minutes on the motxon to compel that resulted in sancttons B
6 . 1 have essenttally no money I have been declared indigent by the Texas Supreme
Court and the Umted States Supreme Cou;tt My debts exceed. $1 100 000, and 1 haven’t been '
able to pay oredtt ca:rd b1lls for over e}tyear My only assets are $1,000 eq\ulty in my yehicle and
$60 OOO ina condo, my homestead lle seoured debts exceedTmy assets. I beheve all of my

assets W1ll be protected in bankruptc 1 beheve the condo assoc1at1on will try to foreclose as I

l
haven t pa:td the $600 monthly “dues”

1
S
i
|

bankruptcy I have been workmg to stay aﬂoat until T recerve a large ﬁnancml award from the

I

for four months If that happens I w1ll have to ﬁle L

jury in thts case.

' ’ |
7. Ifileda motlon to have Judge Ashton reconsuler the outlandlsh orders of J udge
Kest. It was Just denled I ﬁnd this. outrageous It seems Judge Ashton may be Just as b1ased as -

5 Judge Kest Denymg this rnot1on w;thout eonmdenng the ev1dence or holdmg a heanng 1s

: absolutely 1mproper

8. The Flﬁh Dlstrlct has made it clear that the tual eourt has the 1nherent .

dlscretlonary power to reconsuler any. order entered pnor to the renditlon of fmal Judgment in the

3 A
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-cause. (Arnold V. Massebeau 493 So ?d 91 (Fla 5th DLA 1986)) (See also North Shore -

' 'Hospztal ]nc v, Barber 143 So 2d 849 (Fia '962)' C 0

16 _czal Garden Mall V. Success :

' Academy, Inc 453 So Zd 9’44 (Fla 4th I)CA ]984) Cf Assoczated Medzcal Inslztutrons [nc v

) Imperatorz 338 So. 2d 74 (Fla 3d DCA 1976) Ruézn v. Baker 276 So 2d 532 (Fla 3d DCA
1973).) The only reason I can thmk of to deny the motlon and do s0\W1thout a hearlng is
prejudrce T he only reason I can thmk of to deny a contmuance of the hearmg set for 2/2/2021
When I cannot part1c1pate is extreme prejudlce Judge Ashton prowded NO reasons for\hrs
| orders The U S. Supreme Court stated m Corcorcm V. Levenhagen No. 08-1 0495 declded
October 20, 2009, that courts should explain men' orders. - |
9. Tobject to the hearing and being denied myv-nghts."
10.  Iobjectto the denial of aoy'm:o’r,ion'.foi{:;feoonsideration,of the eormpt' acts of Judg_e‘ B
o 111w111ﬁ1e amouontod;lsquahfyjudge Ashtonand T will ﬁle an appeal. These
are my legal nghts AT S
12, In 2010 I had two cataract surcerres The surgery on both eyes caused problems, |
1nolud1ng a hole poked mto the retma of my left eye T beoan “seemg thmgs » It began with
what could best be described as a ﬁreworks shoW “inmy eyes” when my eyes were closed inbed -

at mght Then I'saw b1g ﬂ1es emd even brgoer rolaches aII arou;nd my desk. Next came a curtam

i
! . I

-closing back and forth across my ﬁeld of VlSlOIl

S13. I raced to the eye doctor and my Ieft eye wag. qurckly seheduled for surgery The
: | i I[b | . A

1 A wee:k [later iy #i ght eye was done - The

’ 1

strange v1srons went away, but it took a lo*lg trmo to reeover my readrng eyesrght My v1sron has

- doctors dlscovered a hole in the retma of my

W
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been 20/20 after the eataraet—replacement lenses were 1mplanted in rny eyes. F ora week orso,

my reading vision has become poor

14, In 2016 I was dl‘agnos 1 ( laucoma It had been at least two years since my

eyes had been exammed and I lost some oi‘ my penpheral v1s1on due to the Glaucoma In 201 8
and 2019, I had two more eye surgenes in Leesburg Wlﬂ’l Dr Stacla Goldee of Mld—Florida E_y'_ev g
- Center. ‘J | | - v‘ o
15. Last Friday, I.’had-tihe ﬁrst COVlD~I9 vaecmahonl That mght Isaw a ghost rd. |
never seen a ghost before but Isawa ghost It wasa slender brunette very animated, talking .
Wlth someone in the kitchen. I was not asleep or drearmng 1 “saw” thls while awake at mght I
snapped a photo, and 1t is dark and spooky~lookmg, but doesn’t show a “ghost ” T would attach

it, but it’s just a dark blur.

................................

reaction from the vacematlon A few. days later, the ghost returned. Same woman, same- outﬁt
same place in the kltchen I snapped a photo but it doesn’t show a ghost — Just a squi ggly green
neon flash where he ghost was. 4

;‘17.5 Th1s all sounds pretty crazy, but Google reports that “hallucmanons” are a side
'effect of COVID-19 and the COVID-19 vaccine. T here are some blzarre videos on YouTube
W1th people telhng their COVID hallucmatlon stones

18. I have become con,eemed that the problem may be related to the retina in my left

eye. My left eye has been cloudy and moderately oamful of late My vision has becorne very

' poor out of my left eye and the 1mbalanee between my eyes makes me d177y Unfortu:nately, I
i
missed my regular Glaucoma eheck—ups due to the Pandenuc I’m supposed to be checked every

six mon‘ths and it has been a year. I trled on Frxday to get an appomtment W1th the eye doctor T
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: ; : A
- had used but she does not- accept the Clgna HMO Medlcare Insurance that I have as of January.
1,2021 w1thout a referral from the pnmary care doetor That pnmary care doctor is new, I hav_e- '
: 'never seen Inm -and I was. unable to get a referral Wxthout ﬁrst schedulmg afull physical. 1 .
spoke w1th a nice Iady there thIS mornmg, and she 1isn t sure they accept my 1nsurance She |
_asked me to brmg the 1nsurance card to thelr ofﬁce to check I am domg that in Just a n11nute
19. Flrst thlng Monday momlng, I cailed CIgna to see what [ can do They Were of
little or no }:elp They referred me to Dr Courtney Bovee an ophthalmologlst 1 have seen
before a doctor I really respect and hke 1 oalled M1d~Flor1da Eye Center to Iearn shie is no-
. longer with them and they do not take my msuranee The surgeon who operated on my eyes ,
tw1ce, Dr. Stacla Goldee is no Ionger with the firm, apparently retlred I am currently awa1t1ng a =

callback from the office of Dr. Anisha Patel the last eye doctor I have seen.

20. 1 have been on hold W1th Modema for a half hour to report my- potentlal 51de

effect from the COVID-I 9 vaceine. -1 was Just cut off and had to leave a message Im Supposed'
to hear back in 24 hours | . ‘ | |
21. If I can’t get any help, I may g0 to the Bmergency Room but Clgna told me they
) W111 simply have to refer me to an ophﬂlalmologxst and I have already contacted all of them

7

nearby that accept my insurance,.

- FURTHER SAITH AFFIANT NOT.

. Sworn under penaIty. of p‘erjut'y'thisa lsidayof Febljuaiy,-_ 202 1,

¢ . . . ,' / ‘,W_i_lli__all_II'M.. Wiﬁdsﬁl'
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that I have served a true and correct copy of the foregoing by Electronic -

Mail;

David I. Wynne and Scott L. Astrin
_ ~ Law Offices of Scott L. Astrin :
Bogus Address 100 N. Tampa Street, Suite 2605, Tampa, Florida 33602
david.wynne@aig.com, tampapleadings@aig.com,
emlly christopher@aig.com, scott.astrin@aig.com
813-526-0559 - 813-218-3110
 Fax: 813-649-8362

Judge Jeffrey L. Ashton
37orange@ninthcircuit.org

M&w‘k

-~ William M. Windsor
- +100 East Oak Terrace Drive, Unit B3
. Leesburg, Florida 34748
. .352-577-9988 .
_ vwndorlnmontana@yahoo com
billwindsorl@outlook.com

This 29th day of March 2021,
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