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PREFACE 

Appellant pro se, Bobby Len Franklin ("I") move this Court for 

reconsideration of the official record as a matter of law, fact and equity for all the 

parties in this Case. My described 80 acre Title and Deed that was re-recorded 

with the Clark County Recorder on 9/20/1993; that is on "Exhibit 1 & 2"in the 

district court Complaint, still exists on microfiche in the Recorder's Office. The 

district court order to expunge /is pendens merely expunged the claim for this 

lawsuit, but my Title and Deed remains for others. The Respondents will never 

receive any Title Insurance on the described property to ever be able to build 

anything of value there, while my 1993 Title and Deed remains on it. Again, the 

described 80 acres will remain in the clouds forever and be subject to probate 

onto my family, until the legal validity and legal statutory effect of my 80 acre 

Title and Deed is finally tried in a judicial court of law and equity, as I stated in the 

district court Complaint and this appeal. If my Title and confirmation rights do not 

prevail in the district court trial on a remand by this Court, I will waive all my 

ownership rights to the Respondents in district court, for the described 80 acres. 
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This is a pro se appeal from the district court dismissing the QTA 

Complaint and expunging the /is pendens at the 1/14/2015 hearing, that: 

1) Refused to read or examine the legal validity or legal effect of my statutory 
Title and Deeded land rights that was re-recorded with the Clark County 
Recorder on 9/20/1993, and is on "Exhibit 1 and 2" in the QTA Complaint; 

2) Suppressed me from responding to any of the Defendants allegations; 

3) Denied my request for an oral argument hearing; 

4) Suppressed me from saying anything further; and then quickly, 

5) Dismissed and expunged the case without stating any reason why. 

The district court's QTA subject matter jurisdiction was undisputed, and 

is certainly valid. The timely Notice of Appeal was filed for this Court 

I. ON APPEAL 

I filed Opening Brief and Motion for Stay to specifically remind all parties 

of the legal definition of any "Void judgment" under federal and Nevada Rule of 

Civil Procedure 60)(4), and will quote it again for convenience of this Court: 

"Void judgment. One which has no legal force or 
effect, invalidity of which may be asserted by any person 
whose rights are affected at any time and at any place 
directly or collaterally. Reynolds v. Volunteer State Life 
Ins. Co., Tex.Civ.App., 80 S.W.2d 1087, 1092. One which, 
from its inception is and forever continues to be 
absolutely null, without legal efficacy, ineffectual to bind 
parties or support a right, of no legal force and effect 
whatever, and incapable of confirmation, ratification, or 
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enforcement in any manner or to any degree. 

Judgment is a "void judgment" if court that rendered 

judgment lacked jurisdiction of the subject matter, or of 
the parties, or acted inconsistent with due process. 

Klugh v. U.S., D.C.S.C., 620 F.Supp. 892, 901."' 

Black's Law Dictionary, Sixth Edition 

In Opposition to Motion for Stay, the Respondents filed a stack of 

un-indexed federal court orders or judgments that had all decided they "lacked 

jurisdiction of the subject matter" to ever examine or enforce my existing 80 acre 

Title & Deed that was re-recorded with the Clark County Recorder on 9/20/1993. 

The federal Circuit(s) affirmed such lack of subject matter jurisdiction. The 

Respondents also alleged that the reason they bought such 80 acres at their 

formed "BLM Land Auction in 2006", was because they had information that the 

BLM classified such 80 acres as "mineral in character" on 10/25/1993, and that 

such mineral classification had voided the Franklin 80 acre Title Deed rights. 

In Reply to Motion for Stay, I quoted the law that is in my existing Title 

and Deeded rights that is on "Exhibit 2" in the Complaint: 

5. "Public lands -98- Limitation of two years after 

issuance of receipt forecloses inquiry into mineral 

character of land. 

The expiration of the two-year period of limitations 

after the issuance of the receiver's receipt upon final 

entry which, under Act March 8, 1891, § 7 (Comp. St. 

§ 5118) entitles the entryman to a patent if no contest 

or protest is then pending, precludes a subsequent 

3 



inquiry as to whether the entryman knew or should 

have known that the land was chiefly valuable for its 

minerals at the time he made his entry and final 
proof." Stockley et al. v. US., 260 U.S. 532, at preface. 

See my Title in "Exhibit 2" of the QTA Complaint. 

My final "receipt" for the 80 acres was issued to me on 8/27/1988, and 

is my Deed "Exhibit 1" in the QTA Complaint. Any BLM decision to classify the 80 

acres as "mineral in character" after 8/27/1990, was illegal, "foreclosed", null and 

void ab initio. "Moreover, the Respondents and/or the BLM never conducted a 

Title Search on the 80 acres, before they allegedly sold it, or bought it and 

transferred it into the BWD corporations.' (See, Reply to Motion for Stay) 

II. THE ORDER OF AFFIRMANCE, FILED 7/23/2015 

This Court apparently concluded that the federal courts can preclude the 

examination or enforcement of my existing 1993 county Title and Deed for the 80 

acres, when it has never been examined in any judicial court of law to ever be 

precluded. Please, let me prove from the admitted federal court record why the 

federal courts all decided they "lacked jurisdiction of the subject matter' and/or 

mistakenly acted inconsistent with due process of law, justice, or the truth: 

1. First, this Court cites Franklin v. United States, 46 F.3d 1140 (9th  Cir. 1995) 

as a reason to preclude trial. However, that case had no jurisdiction on the 
80 acres because the 80 acre jurisdiction was on administrative appeal from 

1  "The three land patents that Mr. Laughlin received from the USA or BLM in 2006, against Franklin's 1993 Title & 
Deed, clearly states that the USA and its agencies have no further interest or liability on the described 80 acres." 
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BLM to IBLA from 1995 to 1996, as will be proven below, which is on the 

overlooked record. 

2. Next, this Court cites Franklin v. Laughlin, No. 10-CV-1027, 2011 WI 672328 

(W.D. Tex. 15, 2011) as a preclusion reason. However, that case found and 
had no jurisdiction on the 80 acres because the 80 acres is located in Clark 

County, Nevada, and not Texas. 

3. Next, this Court cites Franklin v. Chatterton, Order and injunction, No. 

2:07-CV-01400 (D. Nev. April 21, 2008, affd, 358 F. App'x 970 (9 th  Cir. 2009) 

as a preclusion reason. However, that case was a Civil Rights lawsuit that 

was again dismissed "for lack of subject matter jurisdiction" and never 

discussed my 1993 Title or Deed to ever be "resolved" or enjoined, which 

was affirmed to lack jurisdiction in another unpublished 9th  Circuit memo of 

no precedent, and that brings us back to the legal definition of a void 
judgment under Rule 60(b)(4). 

4. Lastly, this Court cites BWD Props. 2, LLC v. Franklin, Order, No. 

2:06-CV-01499 as a reason for preclusion. However, on 9/28/2007, that 

case again decided a "lack of subject matter jurisdiction" to evaluate or 

enforce the legal effect of my existing 1993 Title and Deed that is on 

"Exhibit 1 and 2" in the district court QTA Complaint. 

In short, every federal court case has ordered "lack of subject matter 

jurisdiction" to ever examine the legal effect of my 80 acre legal Title rights, thus 

are all "void judgments" of no legal force or effect, incapable of affirmation, 

which may be contested and set aside by anybody at any time or any place ... . 

The two injunctions cited by this Court from the federal courts are also 

both "void judgments"; "inconsistent with due process" of law, justice and the 

truth because the Franklins did exhaust all IBLA remedies to enforce their 1993 
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Title and Deeded legal rights, in the final Interior decision, and is attached 

herewith as "Exhibit 4". However, both of the federal injunctions are entirely 

based on its mistaken falsehood that "The Franklins failed to exhaust their 

administrative remedies ... (and) therefore, have no right, title or interest in the 

property." and is attached herewith as "Exhibit 5". 

III. ARGUMENT 

As was declared in the (unsworn) affidavit in the district court Complaint: 

1. On 8/27/1988, I, BOBBY FRANKLIN was issued the purchased "receipt" 
instrument as my Deed, which is in "Exhibit 1" in the district court Complaint. It 
was filed in the federal courts for many years to no avail or resolve. 

2. On 8/27/1990, the IBLA reversed the BLM's "Mineral in Character" contest 
on the described 80 acres, in Bobby L. Franklin,  1161BLA 29 (published). 

3. On 9/20/1993, I re-recorded my stare decisis legal rights and final receipt 
with the Clark County Recorder as my Title and Deed, to prevent further 
extortion, and it is on "Exhibits 1 & 2" in the district court's QTA Complaint. 

4. On 12/19/1996, the 1BLA officially dismissed its jurisdiction to my Title Deed 
confirmation rights, in its final administrative decision, attached as "Exhibit 4". 

5. On 2/15/2007, !filed "Exhibit 4" into federal court case 2:06-CV-1499, 
because that federal court had denied its "subject matter jurisdiction" over my 
Title Deed rights, by falsely stating the Franklins did not exhaust admin remedies. 

6. On 9/29/2008, federal court 2:06-CV-1499 granted the BWD corporations 
as 100% owners of such 80 acres, and mistakenly enjoined my 1993 Title and 
confirmation rights in its file, all based upon its mistaken ignorance that "The 
Franklins failed to exhaust their administrative remedies (and) Therefore, have no 
right, title or interest in the property." and is attached herewith as "Exhibit 5". 
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BOBBY LEN FRANKLIN (pro se) 

It does not matter if such mistaken ignorance was intentional or not, it is 

clearly the latest of the federal "Void judgments" entered that falsely denied its 

"subject matter jurisdiction" to examine my confirmation Title rights that were 

exhausted in the final Interior decision. An act "inconsistent with due process" of 

law, and a mockery of justice and truth. The Franklins did exhaust all 

administrative remedies to their statutory Title and Deeded rights, in the final 

decision of the Department of the Interior. Therefore, I will continue to denounce 

such federal injunction(s), and I do request and expect this Court to set it aside. 

IV. SUPPOSITION 

Perhaps this Court should send this Case record to the Nevada Attorney 

General for his opinion: 

Q. 	Can "void judgments" or orders from any federal court legally preclude 

any Nevada Court of its jurisdiction to set a case for trial? 

V. RELIEF REQUESTED 

Based on the foregoing reasons and the two exhibits attached herewith 

as evidence, the district court dismissal should be reversed, and remanded to set 

trial for the relief requested in the complaint. 

Sincerely submitted by, 

) 3 0  
DATEW 
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PROOF OF SERVICE 

I certify under penalty of perjury that I mailed the foregoing Motion for 

Reconsideration and all its attachments to this Court Clerk and a copy to the 

following attorneys via prepaid USPS mail: 

JOLLEY URGA WOODBURY & LITTLE 
3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy. 
Wells Fargo Tower, 16th  floor 
Las Vegas, NV. 89169 
E-mail: FedCt@juwvv.com  
Attorneys for Respondents 

Sincerely submitted by, 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

3520 Needle wy. Box 322 
Needles CA. 92363 

830-822-4791 
dlepatent@hotmail.com  
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Case 2:06-cv-01499-RCJ-PAL Document 34 Filed 02/15/07 Page 33 of 40 

United States Department of the Interior 

8VREMJ OF LAND MANAGEMENT 
Las VegaS.  Dim= Office 

4765 Vegas Drive 
Las Vegas. Nevada 89108 

IN IMPLY REFER TO: 

N-49548 
2520 

(NV-050) 

CERTIFIED MAIL NO . en? 5:25-) o 
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 
	

OG121 1995  

Mr. Bobby D. Franklin 
5036 Royal Avenue 
Las Vegas, NV 89103 

Dear Mr. Franklin: 

Thank you for meeting with me over the past few weeks. 
appreciate and respect your comments concerning your desert land 
entry application. 

You had questions concerning the , "receiver's receipt". 	This 

receipt deals with the payment of the balance of the $1.25 per acre 

purchase price of the land and is payable at the time that final 

proof of development to qualify for patent is filed. The $15 

filing fee and the $0.25 per acre deposit payable with the filing 

of the application for entry have no standing to create any rights 
to receive title to land described in a desert land entry 
application. In order for any right to title to the land to vest 

in the applicant, the BLM must issue an entry allowed decision. 
Even then the right granted must be perfected by developing the 

land to meet the reclamation requirements of the desert land act. 

Development must be followed by timely submittal of final proof to 
document that development. As part of the final proof taking, the 

entryman must pay the balance of the purchase price, which is $1.00 

per acre. To acknowledge payment of this balance, the "receiver's 
receipt" is issued. This is the receipt that triggers the two-year 

clock to mandate thatBLM issue patent, or timely initiate contest 

of an inadequately developed entry. If contest does not occur 
timely, then and only then, is the entryman entitled to a patent. 

You submitted "INTERROGATORIES" on your visit of October 16. It is 
not necessary to answer your request as the decision to reject your 

application, dated October 25, 1993, was appropriate. 

DIE 025 
egtla-2-7: _MEWS: r-- 
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Case 2:06-cv-01499-RCJ-PAL Document 34 Filed 02/15/07 Page 34 of 40 
Vow,  

Inasmuch as you have exhausted your appeals procedures, which were 
unsuccessful, we are closing your application file. If you have 
any questions, please contact Larry Sip of this office at 647-5063. 

Sincerely, 

Michael F. 
District Manager 

rLE 028 
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sult in federal court id. at E. 4,9. As a result, the Franklin, failed to sobaust their 

artist:Mr:0e remarries. Because the Fradcfinsialledio exhausttheir admIntsbatIveiernedles 

I 3 as to their orighal OLE applicalbna, any claim to an interest in the property asserted on the 

4 basis Of the FranidIns alleged ownership of parcels desaibed in those applications must fall 

Therefore. the delandares have no right. tide or interest Ni the property: - 

6 	Because the defendants have no right. Me or Interest lathe property, the documents 

7 recorded with the Clark County R800Pkiell office constitute a cloud on title. The Court 

8 therefore. declares those documents In be null and vOid and hereby orders  them Munged 

9 from the record. Fuillsemions. the Court finds that 13WD is entitled to a permanent injunction 

10 preventing the defendants from further clouding title. 'To Main permanent Injunctive relief, 

11 a plaintiff must show '(1) twit it has suffered an inoperable injury; (2) that remedies available 

2 at  few, such as MOnefarY damages, WO Inadallifie to compensate for the Injury; (3) that 

13 Considering the balance of hardships between.tha plaintiff and defendant, a remedy in 01114 

14 is warranted; and (4) that the public Interest would not be disserved by a pennarient 

15  injuncdoni-  ftlIMI!*,.._h!m3ILL,Johrms No. 07-18459, Slip Op. 12009, 12023 (9th Cir. 

16 Sept 2,2008) (citations drilled): 

Hem, 13WD hae suffered irreparable injury insofer as the defendants have continually 

douded the tide of the property 'With unbuncied recordlnas. MOMOVer, the ppsdbility of future 

unfounded recorrangs could make It Motet for 13VVD to obtaintilleInsurance or ccovey dean 

title. The remedies available answers notsufficient because they -will nut compensate BWD 

for the ramifications of improper raconlings-ag., the dandling. associated with potentially 

conveY1110 such Proriedy to a third party. The balance of hardships favors 13WD because an 

23 ingundion prohibiting future recordinas WM Work no harm On the defendants. *to have no 
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