
 
 

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
 

FOR THE TENTH CIRCUIT 
_________________________________ 

In re:  STANLEY GLANZ, in his 
individual capacity; VIC REGALADO, 
in his official capacity as Tulsa County 
Sheriff,  
 
          Petitioners. 

 
 

No. 17-5022 
(D.C. No. 4:11-CV-00720-JED-PJC) 

(N.D. Okla.) 

_________________________________ 

ORDER 
_________________________________ 

Before TYMKOVICH, Chief Judge, HOLMES and PHILLIPS, Circuit Judges. 
_________________________________ 

Petitioners have filed an emergency petition for a writ of mandamus requiring the 

Honorable John E. Dowdell of the United States District Court for the Northern District 

of Oklahoma to recuse from an ongoing lawsuit in which they are named as defendants.  

They also seek a stay of the trial set to commence on February 22, 2017, pending 

resolution of their mandamus petition.   

Petitioners claim that Judge Dowdell is biased against them and they have 

described circumstances they claim give the appearance of impropriety, such that recusal 

is mandated by 28 U.S.C. §§ 144 and 455.  Judge Dowdell denied their motion to recuse. 

Mandamus is an appropriate vehicle to challenge the denial of a motion to recuse.  

Nichols v. Alley, 71 F.3d 347, 350 (10th Cir. 1995) (per curiam).  “[B]ecause we are 

reviewing the district court’s order by means of mandamus, the higher standard dictated 

by that writ governs our review.”  Id.  Therefore, petitioners must show that they have “a 
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clear and indisputable right to relief.”  Id.  “[A] writ of mandamus is used only to confine 

an inferior court to a lawful exercise of its prescribed jurisdiction or to compel it to 

exercise its authority when it is its duty to do so.  Only exceptional circumstances, 

amounting to a judicial usurpation of power, will justify the invocation of this 

extraordinary remedy.”  In re Cooper Tire & Rubber Co., 568 F.3d 1180, 1186 (10th Cir. 

2009) (citation and internal quotation marks omitted).   

We have carefully reviewed petitioners’ filings and the record.  Petitioners have 

not established a clear and indisputable right to Judge Dowdell’s recusal under the 

relevant statutes and case law.  Consequently, they have not established the exceptional 

circumstances required to issue a writ of mandamus.   

The petition for a writ of mandamus is denied.  The motion to stay the trial is also 

denied.   

Entered for the Court 
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