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PROOF OF SERVICE

A true copy of the foregoing docum been sent by regular U.S. Mail with

proper postage thlSé 2 3, dayof , 2007 to:

Robert Berger
Assistant Disciplinary Counsel
250 Civic Center Drive, Suite 325
Columbus, Ohio 43215
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF OHIO

DISCIPLINARY COUNSEL ) CASE NO.: 05-398
)
PETITIONER, )
)
VS. )
)
MICHAEL TROY WATSON ) RESPONDENT’S MOTION
) FOR STAY OF
RESPONDENT. ) PROCEEDINGS
)

Now comes the Respondent, Michael Troy Watson, (Pro Se) and respectfully
moves this Honorable Supreme Court of Ohio for an Order Staying all the Proceedihgs I
the aforementioned case until the Court has issued it’s Ruling on the Motions Outstanding

as follows:

1. Respondent’s Demand for Oral Argument and Review before the Fuil
Panel of the Supreme Court.

2. Respondent’s Demand for Findings of Fact and Conclusion of Law.
3. Respondent’s Motion To Dismiss the Order of the Supreme Court of Ohio
Issued May 10, 2007 as Respondent is Indigent and has not been
Appointed Counsel as Demanded.
In the interest of justice and expedience, it would be appropriate for this
Honorable Supreme Court of Ohio to Stay all Proceedings with regard to the Order of the

Supreme Court of Ohio May 10, 2007 until the Court has issued it’s determinations on the

aforementioned Motions.




WHEREFORE, Respondent respectfully request that this Honorable Court issue

a Stay of Proceedings until the Supreme Court of Ohio has ruled on the Outstanding

Motions of: .

1. Respondent’s Demand for Oral Argument and Review before the Full

" Panel of the Supreme Court.

2. Respondent’s Demand for Findings of Fact and Conclusion of Law.

3. Respondent’s Motion To Dismiss the Order of the Supreme Court of Ohio
Issued May 10, 2007 as Respondent is Indigent and has not been

Appointed Counsel as Demanded.

And any and all other relief to which the Respondent may be entitled in law,

justice, equity and/or in his best interest.

Respectfully Submitted,
7
“Michael toy Watson, Pro Se
t 126" Street (Front)

Clg¥eland, Ohio 44108
¢216) 322-4183
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