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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF WISCONSIN

 -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -

WILLIAM J. KEEFE and

RANDY J. KEEFE,

 ORDER 

Plaintiffs,

00-0016-C

v.

RONALD A. ARTHUR, 

State Bar Number 01009-482, 

and KATHLEEM M. ARTHUR, 

State Bar Number 01017413,

Defendants.

-  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -

Plaintiffs have filed a document titled “Motion for Relief from Default Judgments

Denying Due Process and Obtained by Fraud upon the Court - Rule 60(b)(3), (6), together

with a brief in support and exhibits.  These documents, like plaintiffs’ earlier document titled

“Memorandum Exposing Fraud Upon the Court of Hon. Barbara B. Crabb as Evidenced in

Defendants’ Answer and Responsive Pleadings,” appear to have been filed in response to

defendants’ answers.  As I told plaintiffs in an order dated August 29, 2003, a plaintiff may

not submit a reply to an answer unless the court orders him to.  Fed. R. Civ. P. 7(a).  I have

not entered such an order in this case.  Therefore, I am placing plaintiffs’ motion in the file
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and will give no consideration to it. 

Plaintiffs should be aware that even if I were to consider their motion, I cannot grant

the relief they seek, which is the alteration of judgments obtained against them in the

Marquette County and Milwaukee County Circuit Courts and an investigation into “the

facts surrounding the extortion and attempted extortion in Marquette County Circuit Court

as dispositively documented by the Wisconsin Supreme Court and the plaintiffs.”  This court

has no legal authority to alter civil judgments entered in state circuit courts or to conduct

investigations into allegations of wrongdoing by federal court litigants.  The only way

plaintiffs can obtain the alteration of a state or county court judgment is through the state

courts.  They are responsible for arranging their own investigations to disclose evidence of

the wrongdoing alleged in their complaint in this court.  

ORDER

IT IS ORDERED that plaintiffs’ “Motion for Relief from Default Judgments Denying

Due Process and Obtained by Fraud upon the Court - Rule 60(b)(3), (6) will be placed in
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the court's file of this case but will not be considered.  

Entered this 14th day of November, 2003.

BY THE COURT:

BARBARA B. CRABB

District Judge
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