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Regarding 3AN-99-12271 CI “Obermeyer loses suit by Christal” published July 3, 

2001 in Anchorage Daily News B-7, ‘Complaint” written by Mr. Howard Trickey 

December 8. 1999 states I am supposed to pay attorneys fees and court costs. 

There was no court hearing to allow due process. “Woman loses appeal of dis-

missal by ACC” was in Anchorage Daily News May 15, 1986 C-6, the day after 

our twins were born. In the Matter of the Application of Thomas S. Obermeyer 

American Law Reports 4 thVol. 57 1195 (Alaska 1986) 717 Pacific Reporter 2nd 

382 regarding every testing and licensing issue in United States was published 

on April 18, 1986, three weeks before I lost Theresa Nangle Obermeyer vs. Uni-

versity of Alaska May 8, 1986 No. 85-3826, DC Civil #81-448 and was charged 

$17,161.75. Thomas S. Obermeyer, Attorney, licensed in 1990 by similar Missouri 

Bar Exam, has been denied reciprocity and still is not licensed to practice law in 

Alaska. Similarly situated Maria Greenstein was sworn in to practice law in Alaska 

by now deceased Chief Justice Jay Rabinowitz in 1997 without paying or taking 

an essay test. My husband has paid Alaska Bar Association at least $13,500 and 

has written 78 days of his life. American law is based on intent. After these many 

years, I allege Alaska Bar Association has stolen my husband’s money as I was 

set up and jailed overnight January 15, 1999 in M-99-441 CR. Please review http: 

//home.gci.net/~obermeyer.



 
                                         IN THE SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OF ALASKA 

                                                THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT AT ANCHORAGE

BOB CHRISTAL,       )
         )
   Plaintiff,     )
         )
vs.         )
         )
THERESA NANGLE OBERMEYER, PH.D.  )
                                          )
                                  Defendant.     )
_____________________________________ )  Case No. 3AN-99-12271 Civil

                                                              
                                                              LIST OF MOTIONS PAGES 3-6

MOTION FOR DISMISSAL OF THIS CASE

MOTION FOR CHECK RECEIPTS THAT BOB CHRISTAL HAS PAID FOR COUNSEL

MOTION FOR RECUSAL OF JUDGE RINDNER

MOTION FOR RECUSAL OF MR. SANDBERG

MOTION TO SET ASIDE ORDER FOR  REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS

MOTION FOR APPOINTED COUNSEL AND JURY TRIAL 

MOTION FOR CONTINUANCE UNTIL AFTER JUNE 19. 2001

BACKGROUND

   Please read In the Matter of the Application of Thomas S. Obermeyer 717 Pacifi c Reporter 2d (Alaska 1986) 

57 American Law Reports 4th 1195 (1987) in connection with an annotation entitled “Failed Applicant’s Right 

of Access to Bar Examination Questions and Answers” 57 A.L.R. 4th 1212 (1987).  Case No. 00-1176 Thomas 

S. Obermeyer, Attorney, vs. Alaska Bar Association was assigned a case number on January 23, 2001.  Cur-

rently, “Petition for Rehearing” is pending in U.S. Supreme Court over Tom’s over 17 year effort to be licensed 

to practice law in Alaska even though licensed by similar Missouri Bar Examination on April 27, 1990, a state 

with which Alaska has reciprocity.  Mr. Obermeyer was admitted to practice in U.S. Supreme Court on March 

5, 2001 and has been a member of American Bar Association since May, 1990.  Alaska Bar Association Board 

of Governors meets May 8 and 9 at Narrows Inn, 4871 North Tongass Highway, Ketchikan, Alaska, and Annual 

Convention Alaska Bar Association is May 10-12 at Salmon Falls Resort, Ketchikan, featuring Justice Stephen 

Breyer, U.S. Supreme Court.
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   Theresa Nangle Obermeyer, Ph.D., is married.  She has repeatedly requested indemnifi cation in Christal vs. 

Obermeyer which at its essence regards respect for and confi dence in public offi ce.  She has lengthy fi les of unsuc-

cessful attempts for legal counsel at public expense including Alaska Bar Association, Alaska Legal Services, 

Offi ce of Public Advocacy, and Alaska Civil Liberties Union without assistance.  There are those who would like 

to suggest that this lawsuit is between two private individuals.  Obermeyer would not have known Mr. Christal 

had she not been elected to public offi ce.  Christal has made up to $175,000.00 or more a year with benefi ts while 

Superintendent and before for almost 35 years, Anchorage School District (ASD). Please review Mr. Christal’s 

background; he has only worked in ASD. Obermeyer has a long career at all levels of education in three states.  

She taught at McLaughlin High School for over 5 years until elected to Anchorage School Board giving up a 

paying teacher salary for $900.00 a month l990-94.  She has not had an income at all since she left Anchorage 

School Board in 1994. 

   This lawsuit is a matter to great public importance because it is about one law fi rm, Jermain, Dunnagan, and 

Owens controlling everything that goes on in K-12 education.  In this frontier State of Alaska, ASD is one of 53 

K-12 school districts with about 48,000 or 42% of the students in State of Alaska.  Over half of Alaska school 

districts have under 250 students.  This is corruption on its face.  ASD has about 5,000 employees so it is a major 

force in Anchorage.   Parents and concerned citizens are at the mercy of this one law fi rm that hands out legal busi-

ness in education, construction, union, and related matters to all the other private law fi rms. Obermeyer has fi led 

31 complaints against Alaska attorneys commencing on December 20, 1993 against Mr. Howard Trickey.  Mr. 

Trickey, Partner, Jermain, Dunnagan, and Owens, wrote the “Pleadings” on December 8, 1999 in this case which 

clearly state that he intends to collect his and since March 8, 2000 Mr. Sandberg’s legal fees from the Obermeyers 

at the completion of this sham.      

   3AN-99-12271 CI has become very convoluted with the drawn out harassment of Obermeyer since December 8, 

1999.  The issues are repetitious and meant to confuse on the part of the court and lawyers.  There have been two 

different judges assigned to the case as well.  Obermeyer wrote a complaint to Alaska Commission on Judicial 

Conduct on February 21, 2001 against Judge Mark Rindner.  She called Law Offi ce of Feldman and Orlansky 

on April 19 to ask Chair Alaska Commission on Judicial Conduct Jeff Feldman why her complaint has not been 

acknowledged to date.  This shows Obermeyer that Mr. Feldman must be working in concert with Judge Rindner 

and these unethical “purveyors of the status quo.”  She hopes she is mistaken.  Anchorage Assembly went along 

with paying Sandberg, Wuestenfeld and Corey up to $100,000.00 on February 6, 2001 that Mr. Greene, Mr. Kiel-

ing, Mayor Wuerch, and Mr. Giard all signed.  This again shows lack of respect and confi dence in public offi ce.  

Anchorage Assembly are as weak as Anchorage School Board.  To Obermeyer’s knowledge, the judges and law-

yers do not have any witnesses in this fabricated case even though a long list was submitted on February 12, 2001 

including Mr. Christal, Mr. Larry Cash, Ms. Carol Comeau, Mr. Ed Conyers, Ms. Sanna Green, Mr. Jon Kumin, 

Ms. Debbie Ossiander, Ms. Peggy Robinson, and Mr. Howard Trickey.  Ms. Andrena Stone wrote
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three “Affi davits” signed but undated by Ms. Sanna Green, Mr. Jon Kumin dated January 12, 2000, and Mr. 

Christal dated January 12, 2000.  Their “Affi davits” are a stale by now and were not truthful originally.  Ober-

meyer considers Ms. Stone’s manipulations of the truth despicable.  Ms. Stone just ascended to Partner, Jermain, 

Dunnagan, and Owens so she must be willing to do whatever is necessary to get paid.  Ms. Stone is “known by the 

company she keeps.”  It frightens Obermeyer that Ms. Stone believes this is the practice of law.  Mr. Christal does 

whatever the lawyers tell him to do; he is their puppet.  Mr. Trickey as well as Ms. Stone have a confl ict of interest 

in this matter in that their law fi rm has a vested interest in the outcome.  ASD is their major source of income and 

control in the small town of Anchorage.  Also, their names are not listed as attorneys of record in 3AN-99-12271 

CI.  Currently, these lawyers and Judge Rindner “doth protest too much.”  They are “grasping at straws.”

   The Obermeyers resent Theresa Nangle Obermeyer’s incessant harassment regarding fabricated court charges 

by an entire corrupt life appointed federal court which has been over these many years only an effort to silence 

her and cause confl ict in her family.  Does it look like they have accomplished their goal?  Obermeyer will submit 

in this case the most signifi cant transcript Case No. A94-0074 CR (WBE) United States of America vs. Theresa 

Nangle Obermeyer as Attachment 3 which is 430 pages.  Then Superior Court Judge Dana Fabe and then U.S. 

District Judge James K, Singleton prostituted their oaths of offi ce to such an extent that they made up her fi rst non-

jury federal criminal trial September 26-28, 1994 in concert with U.S. District Court Judge William B. Enright, 

San Diego, California.  Both current Chief Justice Fabe, Alaska Supreme Court, and  current Chief Judge Single-

ton, U.S. District Court, District of Alaska, actually testifi ed against her at this phony trial and were promoted 

“off her back.”  State of Alaska District Court Judge Stephanie Joannides made up a seven day jury trial 3AN-

S98-2211 CR State of Alaska/Hilton Anchorage vs. Theresa Nangle Obermeyer November 2-10, 1998 at which 

Obermeyer was acquitted in less that a half hour.  Judge Joannides was promoted to State of Alaska Superior 

Court on April 4, 2000.  Can the reader imagine how much public money has been spent to hold all of these phony 

trials? 

                                                        MOTIONS AS LISTED ON PAGE 1

              MOTION FOR CHECK RECEIPTS THAT BOB CHRISTAL HAS PAID FOR COUNSEL.  

   Defendant Obermeyer knows that Mr. Christal has continued to allow these very unethical judges and lawyers 

to use his name without payment. Mr. Christal is very weak and is not in charge his own name.  He does only what 

the monied interests especially Jermain, Dunnagan, and Owens and currently Mr. Mark Sandberg tell him to do.  

Mr. Christal rose to power by ineptitude and silence.  Obermeyer and Christal are foils of one another.  He showed 

how mercenary he really is by trying to become a contractor in order to collect his retirement and an enormous 

cash salary in September, 2000 which was his demise as Superintendent, ASD.  Fortunately, Anchorage School 

Board did not bow to him but it was the fi rst time in over 8 years.  Obermeyer wonders if
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Mr. Christal is actually being paid whether monetarily or with in kind favors instead of the other way around cur-

rently to continue these charades.  Mr. Christal is not grounded in American law and has very poor writing and 

debating skills.  His career for the last 9 years has been based on discrediting and making up issues against the 

Obermeyer family including the four Obermeyer children.  That is how corrupt he and the lawyers and judges 

really are.  Their indecency is without limits.

MOTION FOR RECUSAL OF JUDGE RINDNER

   Please refer to Theresa Nangle Obermeyer’s 29 page complaint to Alaska Commission on Judicial Conduct on 

February 21, 2001 regarding the unethical handling of this case by Judge Mark Rindner placed in this case fi le 

on March 7, 2001.  The procedure of State of Alaska Court System is that fi lings of documents get two different 

stamps, i.e., an “original” stamp and a “copy” stamp.  This is a premeditated effort to confuse on the part of the 

leadership of Alaska State Court System and is an insult to American jurisprudence.  With Chief Justic Fabe run-

ning State of Alaska courts, one should expect no less.  Rindner’s lack of admission that he worked with Mr. 

Obermeyer at U.S. Attorney’s Offi ce for over four months in Fall, 1983, his changing dates and misspellings in his 

“Order Denying Motion for Jury Trial and Representation by Counsel” dated and signed by his hand on Febru-

ary 14, 2001, and his current “Order” dated April 17, 2001 are reasons for Obermeyer to believe that he is not an 

ethical person.  He is prejudiced.  He should remove himself from this case.  Of course, with the kind of example 

Judge Rindner has in Alaska federal judiciary and Alaska Supreme Court, it is no wonder that he has acted so 

unethically.

MOTION FOR RECUSAL OF MR. SANDBERG

   As regards Mr. Sandberg, he only is involved in this matter because Obermeyer’s husband has a case pending 

in U.S. Supreme Court.  Mr. Sandberg represented Ron Zobel when Mr. Zobel went to U.S. Supreme Court over 

Alaska Permanent Fund Dividend  distribution based on length of residency in the mid 1980s.  This is why Jer-

main, Dunnagan, and Owens want his name on this case.  Please review Attachments 1 and 2 enclosed.  Both 

are comical.  Mr. Sandberg and/or his courier came on the private property of the Obermeyers where their four 

teenagers reside on April 19, 2001 without so much as calling fi rst after Obermeyer had just faxed to him on April 

16, 200l requesting that he not come on their property.  Then, per Attachment 2 Obermeyer received a letter on 

April 20 letting her know that she should not come to his law offi ce.  Obermeyer checked April 23 with Doyon 

Security so that the contract security company of the building knows that Mr. Sandberg has threatened her.  She 

will not come to his law offi ce but will go in that building whenever she likes.  Obermeyer asks Judge Rindner to 

write an “Order” that Mr. Sandberg and/or his couriers stay off the private residence of the Obermeyers because 

their four children deserve to be protected from these antics. 

   Obermeyer does not know what Mr. Sandberg is planning per his 10 pages of “Dispositive Motions” dated April 

16, 2001.  Obermeyer is offended by Mr. Sandberg’s harsh and intimidating writing and hopes that Mr. Sandberg’s 

wife knows how unethically he is acting.  Obermeyer has known Ms. Kate Sandberg since 1978
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 when they worked together at University of Alaska.  Obermeyer wonders how Mr. Sandberg’s family would have 

weathered the kind of treatment the Obermeyer family has been put through and asks that Mr. Sandberg withdraw 

from this case.  It is beneath his dignity to get on this level.  He is a lawyer and should focus on the great advocacy 

of clients.  Mr. Sandberg does have a national reputation and the kind of writing he sent to Obermeyer on April 

16, 2001 and especially the two letters attached dated April 19 ruin that reputation. 

    Obermeyer would prefer that Mr. Sandberg help Mr. David Oesting, Attorney, on the Eighth Floor, 701 West 

8th, the same building, collect legal fees from Exxon Valdez  Oil Spill which occurred in 1989.  Neither the 

lawyers or the fi shermen have been paid to date after eleven years.  Exxon-Mobil was  Number 1 on the list of 

the Fortune 500 fi rms in 2000 with profi ts of $210 billion.  Alaska Bar Association and ethical Alaska attorneys 

should be aware of this situation and help Mr. Oesting’s efforts to be reimbursed from Exxon-Mobil.  Who else 

will “take on Goliath” if the precedent is established that attorneys are not paid legal fees against Exxon-Mobil?          
 
MOTION TO SET ASIDE ORDER FOR REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS
  

   As has been previously mentioned, it is nonsensical for Obermeyer to respond to Ms. Adrena Stone’s manipula-

tive writing on Sandberg, Wuestenfeld and Corey stationery entitled “Plantiff’s First Set of Discovery Requests to 

Defendant” dated December 27, 2000 sent to Obermeyer in an envelope with a blank return address.  Ms. Stone 

is not listed as an attorney in this action.  She has a confl ict of interest in this case and her writing is meant only 

to confuse.  Ms. Stone knows that Obermeyer has told the truth and practiced American law to the best of her 

ability throughout this ordeal.  Obermeyer requests that the court require Ms. Stone to admit that she wrote this 

doubletalk of December 27, 2000.  This is misrepresentation to the court.  Obermeyer assumes that this is against 

the Code of Ethics, Alaska Bar Association.  Additionally, her December 22, 2000 “Opposition to Motion for Jury 

Trial Representation by Counsel and Witness List” even though written on Sandberg, Wuestenfeld and Corey sta-

tionery arrived in a Jermain, Dunnagan, and Owens envelope so Obermeyer is complimented to conclude that all 

of these lawyers are working together against her.  Please read the May 26, 1994 very clear writing of Obermeyer 

submitted to the court on December 26, 1999 even though Judge Rindner wrote the date of submission of the 

document to the court was April 11, 2000.  The document proves at a minimum misappropriation of public funds 

by Mr. Bob Christal on April 25, 1994.

MOTION FOR APPOINTED COUNSEL AND A JURY TRIAL

   Obermeyer is amazed that she can be treated this maliciously for this long simply because she is telling the truth.  

Obermeyer requests that counsel be appointed and that she be allowed to mutually agree on who will be assigned 

to this case.  The lawsuit is a matter of great public interest and deserves excellent advocacy by a competent 

attorney especially in light of how many attorneys are working in concert against her.  If Judge  Rindner wants to 

continue this matter, Obermeyer requests that a jury of her peers be assembled per the Eighth Amendment Bill of 

Rights U.S. Constitution.
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MOTION FOR CONTINUANCE UNTIL AFTER JUNE 19, 2001

Obermeyer fi nds it an affront and an invasion of privacy that Judge Rindner requests “. . .detailing the circum-

stances that require her to be out of town during this period.”  It is none of his business.  She is simply letting the 

court know out of respect that she is unavailable between June 6-18.  Please set this matter after those dates unless 

she is to be harassed further immediately which she is assuming after the events of the last week.  Additionally, 

Judge Rindner’s “Order” of April 17, 2001 did not give her enough time for a well thought out response.  She is 

doubtful she will write again because lengthy written responses convolute this situation further.  There really is 

nothing more to add; she is being harassed.     

CONCLUSION

   Obermeyer is very saddened that people who call themselves American judges and lawyers could be this unethi-

cal over such a long period of time.  She is comforted in that she knows why she could have been treated as 

disrespectfully as she has been.  She lives in a 42 year old frontier where institutions are not established but she 

and her husband should have gotten more help from ethical members of Alaska Bench and Bar by this time.  She is 

bracing herself regarding Mr. Sandberg and his “Dispositive Motions” as she raises four teenagers.  She requests 

again that her children not be targeted further.  Judge Rindner and Mr. Sandberg must do some “soul searching.”  

Why did they go to law school if they have no respect for the legal profession?  Mr. Christal has nothing to do with 

this vendetta against Obermeyer for telling the truth and advocating for 48,000 children.  He is not even involved; 

he just signs his name.    

   Lastly, Obermeyer apologizes to ethical Alaska judges and lawyers for the form of this writing which might be 

incorrect.    

 Signed:

                        

Theresa Nangle Obermeyer                                                       

I certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been mailed to Sandberg, 

Wuestenfeld and Corey on April 24, 2001.
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