Mr. John A. Heller, Wednesday, March 25, 2009
Elunkett & Gibson INC.

Renaissance Plaza Suite 1100

70N.E. Loop 410

San Antonio TX 78216

CAUSE NO. A-09-CV-107-LY

Documents attache where filed in court today. I am simply trying to have this case
dismissed so that [ can move on with my life.

But, since you added a sumary judgement on your last filing. This means that I have to
press on. In Mr. Clark Richards commuication on March 23, 2009 he gave me a heads up
on his tactics on having me declaire a vexatious litigant under Civil Practice and
Remedies Code Chapter 11. After researching the crictria, this truly would be a stretch.
This is the only lawsuit I have filed in years.

This just shows how far the management of Public Access will go to try and prevent me
from discovery, and deny my civil rights.

So, my option is to drop your clients from the law-suit and proceed against the City for
their negligence. Since you live in San Antonio, you may not be aware of the manorial
race that we are in. I have not inclued a copy of the letter I have written to all four of the
canidates asking their opinion of the allegations I have set forth.

There will be several public meetings where I will be able to address them regarding
these issues I am sure.

Please remind your clients their contract with the City is up for renewal in the next 6
months.

You did not get a copy of the open records request to ACC an ASID asking for all
documents relating to Garry Wilkison an Austin Digital Media and of Oscar Polomos
travel records and reimbursements for the last 36 months.

So, in closing as in most situations like this. There is a long blood letting of legal
expenses then finally a negotiated settlement. So if your clients would like to enter some
type of negotiations please let me know. If not we will just carry on.

Sincerely Yours,

David P. Griffin
Pro-se



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS
AUSTIN DIVISION

DAVID P. GRIFFIN
PLANTIFF

VS.
CAUSE NO. A-09-CV-107-LY
PUBLIC ACCESS COMMUNITY
TELEVISION, ALSO KNOWN AS 4
CHANNEL AUSTIN; ITS BOARD OF
DIRECTORS, CATHY BEAUDOIN,
JACKIE GOODMAN, CELIA HUGES,
EMANUEL LIMUEL, PALOMO,
CELIA HUGHES, AND

DEBORAH L. HILL,
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DEFENDANTS.

REQUEST FOR DISMISSAL

Comes now Plaintiff, David P. Griffin, and requests dismissal of the instant

action against all defendants herein named. Said request is made upon the

fact that Plaintiff is withdrawing any claims of age discrimination or wrongful termination stripping
said claims to be within the jurisdiction of the instant court. Although Plaintiff did serve
Defendants PUBLIC ACCESS COMMUNITY PUBLIC ACCESS COMMUNITY TELEVISION,
ALSO KNOWN AS 4 CHANNEL AUSTIN; ITS BOARD OF DIRECTORS, CATHY BEAUDOIN,
JACKIE GOODMAN, CELIA HUGES, EMANUEL LIMUEL, PALOMO, CELIA HUGHES, AND
DEBORAH L. HILL (set forth all named defendants that are filing for motion to dismiss) in the
State Court, while such service was being made, Defendants PUBLIC ACCESS COMMUNITY
PUBLIC ACCESS COMMUNITY TELEVISION, ALSO KNOWN AS 4 CHANNEL AUSTIN; ITS
BOARD OF DIRECTORS, CATHY BEAUDOIN, JACKIE GOODMAN, CELIA HUGES,
EMANUEL LIMUEL, PALOMO, CELIA HUGHES, AND DEBORAH L. HILL filed

an Order to Remove this action to Federal Court. Plaintiff is in agreement that he did not file
responses within the appropriate time period. Plaintiff is pro se and without legal counsel and was
ignorant of the Rules of this Court. However, after reading the responding claims of Defendants,
Plaintiff agrees that such claims should be dismissed without prejudice.

Respectfully submitted,

Signed:

David P Griffin
Plaintiff



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS
AUSTIN DIVISION
DAVID P. GRIFFIN
PLANTIFF

VS.
CAUSE NO. A-09-CV-107-LY
PUBLIC ACCESS COMMUNITY
TELEVISION, ALSO KNOWN AS 4
CHANNEL AUSTIN; ITS BOARD OF
DIRECTORS, CATHY BEAUDOIN,
JACKIE GOODMAN, CELIA HUGES,
EMANUEL LIMUEL, PALOMO,
CELIA HUGHES, AND

DEBORAH L. HILL,
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DEFENDANTS.

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

On this day came to be considered Plaintiff's Request for Dismissal. After reviewing Plaintiff's
request, reviewing the Motions, Complaint, Summons and other information on file, it is
determined that there are insufficient grounds for the instant action to proceed in this Court, and
hereby is, in all respects DIMISSED WITHOUT PREJUDICE.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the claims against
Defendants, and each of them, should be and hereby are Dismissed WITHOUT
PREJUDICE in their entirety

Signed this day of , 2009

LEE YEAKEL
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



Certification of Service

| hereby certifying that a true and correct copy of the above and foregoing REQUEST FOR
DISMISSAL, ORDER FOR DISMISSAL and has been furnished to the following, and as
indicated this day of March 2009 the

John A. Heller via certified mail

Elunkett & Gibson INC. 7008 3230 0001 5159 7351
Renaissance Plaza Suite 1100

70N.E. Loop 410

San Antonio TX 78216

Respectfully submitted,

David P Griffin

15406 Ulilman RD Austin TX 78734
512-804-9021 cells

Email: david@GriffinComm.com

DAVID P. GRIFFIN, PLAINTIFF in pro se



CAUSE NO. D-1-GN-09-000067
1:09¢cv107-LY

David P Griffin IN THE DISTRICT COURT

)
Plaintiff, )
)
Vs.' ) 345" JUDICAL DISTRICT
)
Public Access Community Television ' )
Also known as Channel Austin, it's Executive )
Directors, Garry Wilkison, Linda Litowsky )
And it's Board of Directors, Cathy Beaudoin, )
Jackie Goodman, Celia Hughes, Emanuel )
Limuel, Oscar Palomo, Daniel Scardino, )
and Deborah L. Hill, Trena Denley, )
Helene Caudill PH.D. )
)

TRAVIS COUNTY, TEXAS

Defendants,

MOTION FOR INTERPRETER

Under Rule 183, Plaintiff David P. Griffin will require an interpreter. Plaintiff is an American with
disabilities. His disability is dyslexia making it difficult to read, write or take notes, and putting him at a
great disadvantage should a document be presented to him. This type of disability restricts his ability to
view printed words which appear to him as unintelligible symbols.

If the court gives oral instructions from the bench Plaintiff would be unable to take that information down.

Plaintiff would like to have an interpreter with him at all court proceedings. This interpreter would be for
reading and taking notes.

Plaintiff would provide all cost for this interpreter.

Plaintiff understands that it is within the power of this court to appoint an interpreter but requests that he
choose his own interpreter. Plaintiff accepts full responsibility for the expense of this interpreter.

Dated this 24™ day of February, 2009.

Respectfully submitted,

David P Griffin

15406 Ullman RD Austin TX 78734
512-804-9021 cells

Email: david@GriffinComm.com

DAVID P. GRIFFIN, PLAINTIFF in pro per



