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I, GARY L. NUNN, the appellant in this matter and I am representing myself as Pro Se respectfully
ask the Supreme Court of Ohio to reconsider there decision handled down on April 9, 2008. I strongly
disagree with the decision as to this case is not a Constitutional issue. The Six and Seventh Amendments
to the Constitution of the United State plainly address the rights to a fair trail. In this case the Judge who
was presiding over this matter created a circus atmosphere highlighted by several lengthy jokes to the
jury and one about a colleague of the Judge's who did not wear and pants under his robe, various jabs at
the Plaintiffs witness and statements to the jury indicating that the trail court Judge considered the case
to be a joke. The Judge stated at trail that he had spoken to one my witness but did not discuss this case.
The witness now came to trail and changed his testimony. The attorney who I filed a tort against did not
have a fee contract as to the Judicial Code; if this decision in this case is allowed to stand it will change
the rules regarding an attorney to have a fee contract with a client. There was a Judge who's name is
Judge McCracken allowed this case to lavish for two years without any decision made on different
motions filed and perjured himself to the Supreme Court and the Disciplinary Counsel stating the case
had been set for trail. The attorney who was representing me at this time filed a third amend complaint
and after a two year delay this Judge was removed by the Supreme Court. The Judge was appointed by
the Supreme Court was Judge Winkler and he refused to allow me to file a amend complaint that would
have brought out several issues to support my case. Ample reason for refusal to grant a motion to
amend should be shown and actual prejudice to the opposing party is the most important factor to be
considered in withholding of leave to amend. Ohio law endorsed a liberal policy toward allowing
amendments under CivR 15(A). It was during the trail in this matter an attorney who was not of record
objected from the gallery to questions asked a witness who was testifying for the Appellees. The Judge
in this matter removed the jury and allowed the attorney a side bar. I am sure the Judge would have
known about the court rules not allowing court disturbances during proceedings. The attorney should
have been in contempt of court. When the jury was reseated the Judge made no comments about what
had taken place. It appears to me, and I am sure any casual reader, would have known the part of
Attorney Horwitz's testimony was staged. When ask a question attorney Horwitz's answer was "I have a
problem here "and that is when the attorney objected from the gallery and the Judge allowed the



disturbance. The attorney who was representing me asked for a mistrial but the Judge in this matter
refused. If this case is allowed to stand it will change the rules of court in the State of Ohio and the
United States court system. People will be making objections from the gallery and the Judge will have to
allow the disruption. Without doing so would show partiality and discrimination. I Have written a letter
to the Twelfth Appeals Court on March 3, 2008 and in this letter I stated that the decision they handled
down in this matter is flawed and tainted and is basis against me and does not conform to many rules of
court. In this decision several statements made by the court that are simply not true. I once again
respectfully ask the court to revisit this decision for review.
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