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IN THE SIIPRLML COURT OF OHIO

David R. Pheils, Jr.,

Appellee,

-vs-

David Palmer, et al.,
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♦
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♦ Court of Appeals, Sixth Appellate District

♦ Appellate Case Nos. L98-1053
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♦
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THIS CASE RAISES NO SUBSTANTIAL CONSTITUTIONAL QUESTION

NOR IS 1T OF PUBLIC OR GREAT GENERAL INTEREST

Appellant's, hereinafter called David Palmer, Assignnlents of Error by the Court of

Appeals involve Ynutine issues ruled upon and determined by all Ohio courts thousands of

times each year upon principles well established in Ohio and needing no further explanation

by this Court.

STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Appellee incorporates the Court of Appeal's 12/4/09 Decision and Judgment as if fully

rewritten herein. Interestingly, Ok Sun Palmer has failed to appeal the Sixth District's

judgment and she is the Defendant who paid the Judgment.

STATEMENT OF THE FACTS

Appellee incorporates the Court of Appeal's 12/4/09 Decision and Judgment as if fully

rewritten herein. David Palmer's Statement of Facts is a collection of lies and prevarications

combined with half trutlis containing nothing relevaurt to the case below, but involving

numerous cases long ago finally determined against the Palmers.

ARGUMENT

A) David Palmer has failed to uimply with Supreme Court Rule 111, such as:

1) Assignnients of Error rather than Propositions of I,aw;

2) Merely repeats the same arguments as to what the evidence showed he

made to the jury, two trial judges and the Court of Appeals, all of which

rejected them all;

3) Failed to include the trial court opinions and judgments as required by

S.Ct. I1I(1)(D);



4) Failed to include a memoranduin cover page pursuant to Appendix P.

B) Because the judgment below was fully satisfied by his co-Defendant, who has

not appealed the Decision below, David Palmer's complaints are moot.

C) The record faIls to support any of Appellants' argutnents.

CONCLUSION

Appellant's appeal is not worthy of review by this Court and serves merely to waste

additional judicial time and cause additional expense as demonstrated by Mr. Palmer's over

two decades of abuse of the Oliio courts!

Respectfully submitted,

David R. Pheils, Jr.
Appellee pro se

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

This is to certify that a copy of the foregoing docurnent has been served upon

Timothy C. James, and Lorri J. Britseb, Attorneys for Defendant, Ok Sun Palnier, at

Ritter, Robinson, McCready & James, 405 Madison Avenue, Suite 1850, Toledo, Ohio,

43601-1273; and, David Palmer, at 1701 Creekside Drive, Apt. 2108, Polsom, California,

95630, via regular U.S. mail, postage prepaid, on this 25"' day of January, 20010,

David R. Pheils, Jr.
Appellee pro se
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