
UNITED STATES DISTRIW  COURT

SOUTHERN DISTRIW  OF FLORIDA

FORT G UDERDALE DIVISION

Case No.; 0:13-cv-60066-ClV-COHN-SELW ER

FILED BY D
.C,

JUN 2 ? 2213

tU/IY%L, l1?t7s.D. oF t(A. lzT. LAué.

ABRAHAM INETIANBOR,

Plaintif,

VS.

CASH CALL, INC.,

Defendant.

PG INTIFF'S REPLY TO DEFENDANT CASHCALL INC/S OPPOSITION TO

''PG INTIFF'S M OTION TO RECONSIDER AND REPORT REGARDING THE STATUS

OF THE CASE''

PlaintiFhereby files his reply to defendant Cmsh Call, lnc.'s Ccash Ca1l''), opposition to

Plaintt 's Motion to reconsider and Report Regarding the Status ofthe Case.

1. Plaintitrs motion to reconsider is not vague, rather contnins new evidence that was not

available at the time of the original opposition to defendnnt's renewed motion to compel

arbitration was filed. The new findings completely contradict Mr. Chasing Hawk and the

defendant's claim that Mr. Chasing Hawk G*has no preexisting relationshè with eitherparty in

this case.''

2. Defendant's claim that plaintiffageed to arbitrate by subnzitting his claim to arbitmtion has

no merit. Plaintiffwas only following order by the court before making his plea for

reconsideration due to new evidence. In the sam e msnner defendant was following orders when

they submitted their initial disclosures before the court compelled arbitration. Reconsideration is
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appropriate in this cmse because EXHIBIT C attached shows that this court does support

motions to reconsiderjust as in this case.

3. After the Tribal Chairman's oftke wms notified of the letter signed by Mr. Chmsing Hawk
,

plaintiffw% told that the defendant is the single highest employer in the Chasing Hawk

l Knowing fully well that evidence will be required
, 
plaintiff sought to reach out forhousehold .

help to a prominent offcer at the oftke who asked not to be identi/ed. At this time, the court hms

just entered an order granting defendnnt's renewed motion to compel arbitration.

' M r. Chasing Hawk has a Iarge family of 10+ kids and every single one of them has either

worked for, currently works at Cash Call or one of its subsidiaries including W estern Sky

Financial, LLC and Lakota Cash, LLC; or had illegally attempted to conduct an unsuccessful

arbitration for the defendant.

4. A call to the chairman's oftice clearly showed the renewed order by the court was not

accepted very well when a comment wms made claiming: tThey (meaning Cash Calo keep

playing these Judges.'' However, plaintiff was quickly directed to publish evidence in support of

the claim that the letter signed by M r. Chasing Hawk wms in fact misleading, which led to the

tsFace book'' exhibits.

5. The letter that the defendant claimed was written by M r. Chasing Hawk was acmally written

by one of his daughter who works for another of the defendants subsidiary company named

Lakota Cash, LLC, wltich is also currently being sued by the Federal Trade Commission. It wms

sent to M r. Chasing Hawk to sign before emailing it to plaintiff, but Mr. Chœqing Hawk

accidentally-/brwwrle# the unsigned copy to plaintiF showing the original sender's email
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address. See EXHIBIT A attached.

6. W hen plaintiff called to speak to M r. Chmsing Hawk about the tmsigned letter, he claimed he

asked Cash Call to write what they want him to say because he ean't use the computer.

Plaintifrs wife heard the conversation and asked M r. Chasing Hawk if we could record the

conversation and Mr. Chuing Hawk immediately hung up the phone. Every other call aRer this

incident was ignored until later that week when M r. Ch%ing Hawk answered the phone and

immediately said: tt1 nm not able to talk to you because cash call will get mad. You have to call

the attomey, sorry'' and then he hung up the phone.

M r. Chasing Hawk did not only agree with the defendnnt to mislead this court, but he has

shown by his actions to this court that he is truly biased due to coniict of interest. He also has no

legal background whatsoever and is incompetent as you can see 9om the email attached hereon

as EXHIBIT B. Although M r. Ch%ing Hawk has been coached through this entire process, he

still doesn't seem to even know the procedure or be on the same page as the defendant who

single handedly created the whole arbikation calendnr. Also see EXHIBIT B attached.

8. W hen previously asked about the arbitration procedure for the Cheyenne ltiver Sioux Tribe

(ifany), Mr. Chmsing Hawk clearly said that the procedure will be whatever this court (in

Florida) requires us to do. With all these deception, f'raud and illegal acts by both the defendant

and Mr. Chmsing Hawk, plaintiffwould rather obtainjustice from this court and receive ZERO

monetazy compensation th%  accept a MILLION dollar monetary award from M r. Chasing

Hawk. Plaintiff will be able to sleep well at night knowing fully well he is not a party to the

illegal actions of the defendant.

3
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9. The livelihood of Mr. Chasing Hawk fnmily is currently dependent upon the existence of

Cash Call and its subsidiaries. Mr. Chasing Hawk and his fnmily are both directly and indirectly

benesting from the illegal operations of the defendant and its subsidiary companies. M r. Chmsing

Hawk is the Harbitrator'' intentionally and single handedly selected by the defendnnt to arbitrate

the matter before this Court. M r. Chasing Hawk in a signed document denied knowing or having

any relations with the defendant, when in fact he and his family have been involved with the

defendant for over 12 years; even as far back ms Ditech days, before Cash Call's owner sold

Ditech.

10. As in 1t89 Orange St. Partners v. Arnold, 179 F.3d 656, 665 (9th Cir. 1999(F, Plainti& s

arplment for filling his motion to reconsider meets oe f the requirements allowable by 1aw

becatlse it is clearly based on newly discovered evidence that was not previously available and as

such the Court should reconsider and grant plaintifrs motion.

W HEREFORE, PIZntiF RESPECTFULLY prays this Honorable Court to reconsider and DENY

the defendant's renewed motion to compel arbitration and a1l other relief deem proper by the

Court.

RESPEG FULW  Submitted,

Date: lune 7. 2013

By :

Abraham Inetianbor
'B Stree'

, #52161 NE 98

Oakland Park, Ft 33334

(954) 616 8291
I Plalntt l
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CERTIFIG TE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify tbat a true and correct copy of the forgping was filed via the clerk office and served as

indicated below on June 7, 2013 on aII counsel or parties of record on the following Service List
.

Abraham lnetianbor

SERVICE LIST

Abraham Inetianbor (pro se plaintly)
'b street

, #52161 NE 38

Oakland Park, Ft 33334

(954) 616 8291

Akerman Senterfitt (attorneyfor defendant)
(W  USPS mail)
IS.E. Third Avenue. Sui'e 2500

M iami, FL 33131

(305) 374 56*
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E X H IB IT A

Case No.: 0:13-cv-60066-CIV-CO> -SELTZER
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Gmail - FW : good morning

FW : good m orning
2 messages

Robert Chasing Hawk < hotmail.coml Fri, May 3, 2013 at 5:35 PM
To: '' mail com'' gmail.com>g .

he st//mail.google.com/mail/io/?ui=z&ik=l6a4ge37o8&view=pt&...

Abraham lnetianbor gm ail.com >

> From: hr@lakotacash.com
> To: hotmail,com

> CC: yahoo.com; cashcall.com

> Subject: good morning
> Date: Fri, 3 May 2013 16:13:46 +0000
>

> Your Ietter is attached. Email addresses are Iisted below.
>

>

> gmail.com
>

> cashcall.com
>

Bob #z.pdf%
330K

Robed Chasing Haw k <robed- chasing- hawk@hotmail.com> Fri, May 3, 2013 at 5:38 PM
To: ''rootdoctorabe@gmail.com'' <rootdoctorabe@gmail.com>

> From: hr@ lakotacash.com
> To: hotmail.cdm
> CC: yahoo.com ; cashcall.com

> Subject: FW: good morning
> Date: Fri, 3 May 2013 16:23:57 +0000
>

>

> Your Ietter is attached. Email addresses are Iisted below.
>

>

> gmail.com
>

> cashcall.com
>

l of l 6/7/2013 2:47 PM
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E X H IB IT B

Case No.: 0:13-cv-60066-CIV-CO H N-SELTZER
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G> il - Cashcall, 1nc. v. Inetianbor arbitration; letter to Tribal Elder ... h% s://> il.goo#e.coA> iVT0/Y =2&iU-16a49e3708&view>Wse...

ZV '+.

fsnlkj4j4y..
R 

.jji

Cashcall, Inc. v. Inetianbor arbitration: Le/er to Tribal Elder Robert Chasing

Hawk, Sr. 15-20-131

e ae m lneœ ne r O R.CY

Ro- d Chasing Ha*  Y tmail.com> Wed, Jun 5, 2013 at 8:53 *

To: ''chhstop* r.o e r@aker= n.x m'' 'cchristopY r.carer@akernun.œ m>
Cc' ' O il.œ m'' rY il.-

Christope r S. Carver:

T*  Iogistiœ of t* arbitration Y ariœ  will *  idorO l ae  will cl- ly folbw tY  forx t of a r% ular œ urt
Y arir/, dentifyiY tY n- lves, openiœ state- ds, each party wi4 *  arm + ti>  to rebuttal as IorN as tY
pady it is doœ  ciily or until I recognize tY  redue ax y of a state- nt. 0=  tY  party are doœ  rY kiY tY ir

O se, t*n l will allow a closiY state- d from each party ae I will issœ an jœgO nt order within 2 weeks
from tY  date of tY  e riœ . Aso, l will Y e  a taN  re rder rv rdiœ  tY  arbitratbn e riœ  prY.e irNs.

Re d Ce siœ  G wk, Sr.

P.O. R x 808
Ee l Bdte, Sodh Dakota, 57625
t : -% x
: r .cetj. ! .' ' .

From: , . '., . .L, ' . ' ' ... r'# A ' ï' - ? ' . 'è 1' ' ' '.'. r'

TO* ',' ' . ''2 '. ? ''. 't l ' '''. ''.' . ' ''
. ,. . 'z 7. ' . . . . . . . q . . . . . . .. . . . . . .,. . . . 

' 

. . . .. . q .. . . . . . . . . . . . . ,. . ... k j . : : g :7./ , j (t . . y . . ... . . t. .11:::; 1:::) .- - . r , E ,.:.?. j .7 .... .. . . 
x . 

. . ; , ? . . . ... . ; : : ; . ) . .
.
. .( . , ,. . : . ; . . , . . . ..! ., - . ) . . ; .- . . ..: t :. , t. . . 

. :. rt . . . ,

' '- '.ï 1) .' ' è r -1 '' l kt ih t - ( ' ', ; 7!.7 f' (. Jf i ') ; f ' ' i .7'' ' ' ; ' '' ' ' F ï' ' ' .' ' . : : ' . ' . ' ' ' ''' '

K1*pct' : RE: rxqn ll, 1rr. M Iœ tll-  nr-' rntG ' Letter to T* l FkW  R C ' I- K Sr. 15-20-131
Iw e: Tœ , 4 Jtm 2013 19:57:%  +0000

IQA Y te2 13kk% 1

l of 1 : 676/2013 9;4 1 PM
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G> il 4 Cashcall, l< . v. Inetianbor arbitration'. Lztter to Tribal Elder ... h*s://> il.goo#e.co*> il/i0/?1=2&iG 16a49e3708&view>œse...

Abraham Inetianbor < gmail-com

Cashcall, Inc. v. Inetianbor arbitration: Le/er to Tribal Elder Robed Chasing

Hawk, Sr. 15-20-131

chrWtopher.ca-er@aker- n.com <christop*r.o wer@akero n.O m> Wed, Jun 5, 2013 at 11:54 AM
To: robed- chasiœ - hawk@et= il.com
Cc: gmail.com, artrew.shapiro@akerrlun.com, cary.go= lez@akerman.com,
christopeccarver@akerman.com

Thank you. My understanding is that Friday's telephonic hearing is only a preliminary hesring
, and

that the fmal henring is to be scheduled.

In fact, because of Mr. lnetianbor's counterclaimq, the mntter is not yet at issue
. Cashcall W II be filing

its Answer and Amrmntive Defenses to the counterclaimq this week.

lf my understanding regarding the purpose of Friday's hearing is incorrect
, please advise.

' 1 i nt ;. .; $ ''i i.-; x., i. d t. . .

1 of 8 6/6/2013 9:54 PM
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I j wwa se
...G= il t Cashcall, lnc. v. Inetianbor arbitration: lxtter to Tribal Elder ... h*s://> i1.goo#e.co*> i1/W0/Y =2&i> l6a49e3708&v e

7

ù
l
1
l M raham Inetianbor g- il.co-
l
l
1
E Cashcall, Inc. v. lnetianbor arbitration: Leher to Tribal Elder Robert Chasingl
h Hawk, Sr. (5-20-131
) R

o- rt Chasing Hawk <robed- ce siY - ewk@etmail.œm> Thu, Jun 6, 2013 at 9:08 AM
To: ''e ristop* r.œ e r@aker= n.com'' <christopher.o aer@aker- n.œ m>, '' g= il.com''

@go il.coml

Christopher S. Carver
Abraham Inetianbor

My apol% y to you in my misunderstandiY of tY  proceedings, yes, we will ha*  a prelimiY ry Y arirN at 10:00
am on Friday, June 7, 2013, again, my apology.

tilubie' ct ' RE.' t--Nzashcall. lrv-,-. k. lretianbor arbitratiol). Lettet lo Tribal Eldeç Robert Chasil'y.p l%wk. . Sr' Tu5-20-1 3)
Date: Wed, 5 Jun 2013 15:54:06 +0000

puote text hidclenl

1 of 1 6/6/2013 10:08 PM
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E X H IBIT C

Case No.: 0:13-cv-60066-C1V-COHN-SELTZER
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CM E NO. 034 0612 CIW MARRA
Jointly Adminigt-e

UNITED STATES DISTM W COURT
Soo lEn  DISTRJCTOF FLOD A
FORT G UDERDALE DIVISION

SEM HV S Ae  EXCHANGE COM M ISSION
,

Pûun:fr

V.

SECHAKLLAUEK LANCER MANAGEMENT
GROUP.LLC m? LANCER M ANAGEMENT
GRoup ll. Ll:c.

Deren- .

LaxceR o- sH -oM  lNc , IA NC'R
pu Txe .Rs LP, o* D.LD ..u pv.
Nc., e  Lépv.c c.

Rclicfoof- - s.
I

hz r@;

LANCER PARTNRZR L.P.,

Deb*r.
/

Ce ter 1 l Ca
Cae No.: * 8021 I-CIV-M ARRA

FIt-En W . /1 . .e'

,b
33663 .11 !1!51

.r ualseavl: u auatzl
ektqK u.* *IKT. TT
..0. or I.lZ F1. uub.

nxw. No. 03-8* 12 CIW M AZRA
Jointly Admlnl-- -M

ORDER GO TING M CEM R': M OTION R m  RECONW DEM T'ON AND/O R

CL- FICATION OFIIIORPEKGRANTING IN PARTAPPLICATION OF
RER IVERTO R LL CKRTAIN R CURITR  KxRcm  TRANSR RS AND M AKR
CKRTM N DETEO AD ONSM D X ORDRRGRANTING IN PART AGREEP

M OTION T0 AM EO  COURT': OO IR GRW ING DEBTORN APPLICATION O R
AW H@KIW TO EXERG SEDEY VATIVE RIGHD  Rm .p IY FUNP/ IN PUBLICLY
TM DED SK URITIM  AO FOR AUTHORITY TO :ELL CERTAIN A>7fqlo= kR.

EXECW E TRANSR RS AND M Ac  CERTM N DETERO ATIONS

THIS M ATTER o= : before the Coul upon th@ M otion for R= - id- tion ae or

Cle fcatlon of (1) tYd- Gx ting In Part Application Of p--iver To Sç11 n- lln n--'.Hti-
,

H eute T-nlf-  e  M*  C- in Det= inations e  (2) 0*  R- hng hl Pu  A>  
.

q NN'
z Ut

R*t4lv*d 11-1:-14 14:41 rr*.-1e5-611-6111 BSPC T@-BQITQK #ltLIA:1 P.:e 4e2
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