
EDELMAN, COMBS, LATTURNER & GOODWIN, LLC
120 SOUTH LASALLE STREET, 18TH FLOOR

CHICAGO IL 60603
PHONE:  (312) 739-4200

FAX:  (312) 419-0379
WWW.EDCOMBS.COM

May 22, 2013

Via electronic filing

Clerk of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Seventh Circuit
209 South Dearborn Street, 27th Floor
Chicago IL 60604 

Re: Jackson et al v. Payday Financial LLC et al (No. 12-2617)
Response to Rule 28(j) letter by appellees of May 21, 2013 (Doc. 46)

Dear Sir:

On receipt of appellees’ Rule 28(j) letter of May 21, 2013, appellants reviewed the court
file in Inetianbor v. Cashcall Inc., No. 0:13CV60066 (S.D.Fla.) and found that Abraham
Inetianbor has filed motions for reconsideration, and to reopen the case.  (Exhibits A & B
(Inetianbor Docs. 61 & 62).)  Appellants suggest that the decision referred to by appellees might
be vacated.

Both the U.S. District Court for the Southern District of Florida (Cohn, J.), and appellees,
rely on the fact that Robert Chasing Hawk Sr. agreed to take on the arbitration, through a letter
stating that (a) he was responding to a demand for arbitration from CashCall Inc., and (b) he has
“no preexisting relationship with either party in this case.”  (Exhibit C (Inetianbor Doc. 57-1).) 
This letter led the Court to conclude that there is no “reason to believe that the selection process
would lead to a biased arbitrator.”  (Appeal Doc. 46-2 at 8.)

However, investigation by Mr. Inetianbor revealed that Mr. Chasing Hawk is the father of
Shannon Chasing Hawk.  On information and belief, based on her Facebook page, Ms. Chasing
Hawk is employed by Western Sky Financial LLC – an appellee here.  Mr. Inetianbor’s research
was presented to the Court in his motions for reconsideration and to reopen the case.  Appellants
submit that this connection between the Chasing Hawks and Western Sky gives the appearance of
bias, at the very least.

To ensure the accuracy of Mr. Inetianbor’s assertions, I reviewed the Facebook pages for
both Mr. and Ms. Chasing Hawk.  Per my affidavit, my review took place at approximately 5:45
p.m. on May 21, 2013, and confirmed Mr. Inetianbor’s claims.  (Exhibit D.)

Beyond this, appellants note that the second letter submitted by Judge Demery states that
the Tribal Court does not involve itself in arbitration until an enforceable award is given, and
specifically is not involved in the process of selecting an arbitrator.  (Appeal Doc. 46-3.)  The
main issues discussed in this appeal – choice of law, choice of forum, jurisdiction and the
enforceability of the arbitration clause – still favor reversal for reasons previously stated.   
  

Sincerely,

/s/ Thomas E. Soule               
Thomas E. Soule

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that the preceding letter was served upon counsel for appellees, Claudia
Callaway, by operation of the Court’s electronic filing system, on May 22, 2013, and that the same
contains 344 words, in accord with Fed.R.Civ.P. 28(j).  Further, a copy of the same filing was
served by mail upon the Attorney General of Illinois, and the Federal Trade Commission, who
have been invited by the Court to participate as amici curiae by its prior orders.

 /s/ Thomas E. Soule               
Thomas E. Soule
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