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MEMORANDUM
After filing an unsuccessful Motion to Dismiss and an unsuccessful Motion to
Strike, pro se Appellee A.J. Borkowski now brings a “Motion to DiSmiss/Strike” this
appeal. In this new motion, Mr. Borkowski essentially raises the same issues and
attempts to open another forum to argue his view of the substantive law.
Appellant the Honorable Judge Charles D. Abood requested this discretionary

appeal, asserting a question of public interest, pursuant to Supreme Court Rule of

Practice III. Rule III permitted this Court to either decline or grant jurisdiction to
decide the case on the merits. On February 28, 2007, the Court granted jurisdiction and
accepted Judge Abood’s appeal. Once the Court accepted the appeal, if it later found
there was no question of public interest or that the same question had already been
raised or passed upon in a prior appeal, the Court could sua sponte dismiss the appeal
as improvidently accépted or summarily apply precedent. See Supreme Court Rule of
Practice XIL However, there is no mechanism in the Supreme Court Rules of Practice
for an appellee to repeatedly challenge this Court’s discretionary review. Otherwise, this
Court would face repeated peripheral attacks to its cases, such as those imposed by Mr.
Borkowski.

Even if Mr. Borkowski could properly move for this case’s dismissal, there would
~ be no substantive basis to do so: As already explained in Judge Abood’s Memorandum
in Support of Jurisdiction, this case presents an important question of public interest.
Further, no new events or cases ha\}e changed the significant public interest at stake in
this matter.

There is neither a procedural mechanism nor any substantive support for Mr.

Borkowski’s Motion to Dismiss/Strike the appeal. It must therefore be denied.



Conclusion

Judgé Abood demonstrated in his Membrandum in Support of Jurisdiction why
this case presents anr important .question of public interest. This Couft agreed in
accepting the appeal for review. Mr. Borkowski is therefore not permitted to move for
this appeal’s dismissal. Furthermore, even if he could bring such a motion, it is

unfounded: For all the reasons already articulated in Judge Abood’s Memorandum in

Support of Jurisdiction, Appellant the Honorable Judge Charles D. Abood respectfully
requests this Court deny Appellee A.J. Borkowski’s Motion.
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