
Re:CaseNo. 1:11-cv-00718 AWl BAM 

Subject: Re: Case No. 1: ll-cv-00718 AWl BAM
 

From: Gene Forte <geneforte@badgerflats.com>
 

Date: 3/25/2013 10:23 PM
 
To: Chad Snyder <chad@blratliffiaw.com>, 'Benjamin Ratliff' <ben@blratliffiaw.com>
 

CC: HNazaroff@caed.uscourts.gov 

March 25th, 2013 

RE: Failed Meet and Confer 

Mr. Snyder, 

! apologize to Mr. Nazaroff and Ms. Means for the need to provide them a copy of the 

lengthy email which follows. However, it is required to set the record straight revealing 

your disingenuous assertions to the court that I have been "uncooperative with vou" 
in preparing a joint pretrial statement. Quite to the contrary, and my emails to you 
prove it. 

With that said, I did not imply, but communicated to you directly in my emails of 
Wednesday March 20th @ 10:49AM, of Thursday March 21st, 2013 @ 10:49AM, of 
Friday March 22nd, 2013 @ 6:33AM and of Friday March 22nd, 2013 @ 6:07 PM that i 
was willing to cooperate with you in preparing a joint pretrial statement but wou Id be 
unable to do so if you did not provide me a copy of your pretrial statement (which you 

alluded to me that you would be filing on March 20th, 2013) by March 22nd, 201? 
before 4:00PM. 

You were informed that I would need at least a couple of days to prepare my portion 
of it anticipating that yours would be laced with misstatements. It would take at least 
that amount of timeto address it in a cognizant manner and communicate with you to 
sort matters out. However, I grossly underestimated your unethical trickery and your 
concocted fraud upon the court in your now filed pretrial statement that needs to be 
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Re: Case No. 1:11-cv-00718 AWl BAM 

addressed. 

You informed me in your email of March 22nd, 2013 at 4:09PM that you would be 
providing a draft of your statement as soon as it was ready but were reserving the right 

to revise it after you received my statement. 

Upon my not receiving your "draft portion of the pretrial statement" you would be 

providing "as soon as it is completed" (according to your email of March 22nd, 2013 @ 

4:09PM) by 2:11PM Monday, March 25th, 2013, I sent the email to you and to Mr. 

Nazaroff which was promptly responded to by Ms. Michelle Means Rooney for Mr. 

Nazaroff in his absence today March 25th, 2013 @ 2:32PM. 

I had already left my office after sending my email at 2:11PM to watch my freshman 

son play in his first tennis match at Central Catholic High School which began at 

3:00PM. 

Upon returning to my home office at 6:30PM, I viewed the email from Ms. Rooney, 

your patently disingenuous reply to Ms. Rooney stating that I was not cooperating with 

you, and your filed pretrial statement. Your filed pretrial statement was in 

contradiction to your informing me on March 22nd, 2013, that you would be providing 

me a draft of it prior to us then filing a joint pretrial statement. 

You informed me and the court that you would not stipulate to a continuance of the 
trial date or pretrial conference while bellowing in your filed pretrial statement that 

you were considering what the effect my submitting evidence in this subject case after 

being declared mentally incompetent to stand trial (at a sua sponte trial held on 

January 28th, 2013 over my objection) for the criminal charges that have been 

dismissed in the Merced County case of CRL001412 (over my objections) which is also 
the underlying subject matter in the case of Forte vs. Merced County also before the 
honorable Judge Isshi, and contemplating the effect of me being declared a vexatious 
litigant by the Fifth Appellate Court's own original proceeding upon the subject 

litigation of Forte v. Jones. 

To say that it would take a boat load of legal scholars to untangle the fickle web that 

was weaved by Merced County public officials and judicial officers for DA Larry Morse 
to conceal the retaliatory prosecution and false arrest of me (which I assert was also 
for the benefit of his covering up the death threats made by your client Tommy Jones 

with the knowledge of your boss Benjamin Ratliff) would be a gross understatement. 
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It should be known that the case of Forte vs. Doris Lovett and Anthony Bateswho I 
sued for delivering the death threats for your client Jones to me was won by me on 

March 13th, 2013. 

A Ms. Renee Huff on the 11th hour prior to trial began representation for Ms. Lovett. 

I ask that you disclose to me if either you or Mr. Ratliff had communications with Ms. 

Huff on March 12th or 13th, 2013 concerning the case of Forte v. Lovett. I also ask if 

Mr. Ratliff or Mr. Jones provided the hush money to Ms. Lovett to settle the judgment 
that I took against her in order to secure her silence from revealing that Jones was the 
originator of the death threats... and Jones unduly influenced the minor in his charge, 
the student of his (Anthony Bates) when Jones was his high school teacher and deacon 

of Bates at his church. 

It should be obvious to Judge Ishii that there is a concerted effort by the defendants 
(and prosecutors in the case of State vs. Forte, CRL001412) and their attorneys in the 

case of Forte v. Merced County and Forte vs. Jones, (and now even the Fifth Appellate 
Court) to obstruct justice by taking unfair advantage of me by overburdening me with 

outrageous illegal litigation tactics to obstruct the fair administration of justice. 

At present, there is an appeal filed in the case of CRL001412. I am now drafting and 

will be filing a Petition for Review with the CASupreme Court on April 1st, 2013 
concerning their bizarre action of declaring me a vexatious litigant in an original 
proceeding filed by them..and when they were never a defendant in any casefiled by 
me. 

It is also important to note that 1coincidentally received today March 25th, 2013 at 
4:11PM electronic notification from Judge Isshi of Activity in Case 1:ll-cv-00318

AWl-BAM Forte v. County of Merced et al that purports to be a Response to Plaintiff's 
request for intervention and ORDER requiring defendants update status of criminal 
proceedings in Superior Court, signed by District Judge Anthony W. Ishii on 3/25/2013. 
( Status of Criminal Proceedings Deadline: 4/12/2013)(Figueroa, 0) (Document # 118). 

The purported response was to what Judge lsshi identified as pleadings I filed on 
October 12th, 2012 and November 21st, 2012 requesting that he adhere to his canon 

of judicial ethics by addressing what could easily be identified as prosecutorial and 
judicial misconduct by the attorneys DA Morse, Merced County Counsel James 
Fincher, DDAAlan Turner and Judge James Cadle with Merced County Counsel Roger 

Matzkind in the Merced County Criminal case of CRL001412. Morse, Fincher and 

Turner are also defendants in the case of Forte v. Merced County before Judge Isshi. 
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The requests were made five months and four months previously..so why did Judge 
Ishii wait so long to provide responses? Perhaps the heat is growing very hot in the 

kitchen of treachery against my rights? 

I am still digesting what Judge Ishii through his clerks have stated in their beyond tardy 

and speciously timed response, but it is clear that they are convoluting my simple 

request that Judge Isshi not let such a travesty of justice take place before his eyes, in 
his own court, by the attorneys for the defendants and by the defendants in a case 

before him (Forte v. Merced County) without adhering to his judicial canon of ethics 

and requesting an investigation. 

Judge lsshi and his clerks can blow smoke screens and pontificate about a Younger 
Abstention until the cows come home, but to a lay person on the street, it comes 

down to Judge lssh! turning his back on his duties as an officer of the court to adhere 

to his canon of judicial ethics and stopping the obstruction of justice by attorneys and 
defendants in a court case before hirn.i.or at least calling for an investigation of the 

gross anomalies taking place. It is that simple. 

1will also say that Judge Isshi without possibly realizing it, identified and nailed the 

Sixth Appellate Court and the Fifth Appellate court by putting into legal terms what 

took place when the Sixth Appellate Court sent the appeals of my cases which were 
filed in the proper jurisdiction of the Sixth Appellate Court to the Fifth Appellate Court 
without any request or explanation to me. The Sixth Appellate Court through Chief 

Justice George were "forum shopping"....which is prohibited. 

At any rate, it is for these reasons that I will be filing a Motion to Request a 
continuance for the filing of the pretrial conference statement and a continuance of 

the trial to a date other than August 8th -23rd, 2013. 

I will do my best to conform to court rules in doing so, and I will accept your email to 
me and Mr. Nazaroff of today sent at 2:39PM stating that you would not agree to any 
continuance as a failed meet and confer on the matter. 

As to your asserting that I have been unprofessional with you, your conduct and that 
of your employer Mr. Ratliff is beyond unprofessional, it is reprehensible. You should 
review your six inch thick bogus insurance fee bilking motion to declare me a vexatious 
litigant which cost me $13,000.00 in legal fees to defeat if you have any reason to 
doubt such. 

Regards, 
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Gene Forte 

PS: The record shows that I have good reason not to trust some courts and some 

attorneys. I also have never refused to talk settlement with you or Ratliff...just make 

me a reasonable offer as to how much you are willing to pay to settle the matter and I 

will take it under consideration. You have no way of winning before jury. The only 

question remains is to how much in punitive damages will be awarded me against 

Jones. 

On 3/25/2013 2:39 PM} Chad Snyder wrote: 

Mr. Nazaroff, 

To the extent that Mr. Forte's email to you implies that he has communicated 

to our office his inability to timely prepare his pre-trial statement or any 

requests for a continuance, we have received no such communications. 

Further} we would be opposed to any continuances. 

Sincerely, 

Chad 1. Snyder} Esq. 

LAW OFFICES OF BENJAMIN L. RATLIFF 

1155 West Shaw Avenue, Suite 101 
Fresno, California 93711 
Telephone: (559) 227-2166 
Facsimile: (559) 227-0846 
chad@blratlifflaw.com 

This message and any attachments may contain information that is privileged, 

confidential, and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you are 

not the intended recipient or are not authorized to receive for the 
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recipient, you are hereby notified that dissemination, distribution or 
copying of this message and any attachments is strictly prohibited. If you 

have received this message in error, please immediately advise the sender by 
reply e-mail and delete the message and any attachments. Thank you. 

-----Original Message----

From: Gene Forte [mailto:geneforte@badgerflats.com] 

Sent: Monday, March 25, 2013 2:11 PM 
To: HNazaroff@caed.uscourts.gov 

Cc: Chad Snyder 
Subject: RE: Case No. 1:11-cv-00718 AWl BAM 

Mr. Nazaroff, 

I have been in communications with Mr. Snyder attorney for Mr. Jones in the 
above referenced case and am in the process of preparing a pre-trial 

statement. 

However, I do not see any way possible that I will be able to complete it 
before the end of this week. Is there any way we can move the pre-trial 

conference from March 27th, 2013. 

I know that you had said that it could be done at our earliest convenience 

but I am unsure how much lead way there is within that statement. 

Any guidance would be appreciated. 

I am also considering requesting that the trial be continued for one or two 

months if there is no objection from Mr. Ratliff or difficulty for the 
court. 

Thank you. 

Gene Forte 
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