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MOVLONW 10 SWrRs

On or aboul February 26, 20010 Appellee’s counsel, Dale
Nowak, who ig in this Litigation on behalf of himself, collecting
an alleged debt from atLorney Tuann Mitchell Lo pay himself for

hig attorney fees, filed two plesdings before thigs court:

1. Appellee Weslern Reserve Area Agency on Aging’s Memorandum in
Regponse to Appellant’s Momorandom in Supporl: of Jurisdiction
2. Appellee. Wegtern Reserve Arca Agency on Aging’s Motion to

Strike

Both pleadings should be stricken from the record.  Tno

particular, there is no legal aulhorily graniing Appellea’s

Coungel permission Lo :f’.ii,fl,cia eithar pleading. Appollea’s atitorney
fails to aite any law graniing him permidgsion, (.)':t‘ an excephion,
to elther FEiling.

5.0 Prac . R.14 .4 Mottions; Regponses clearty bas no provision
for aither Diling. Rospoondont #ited two pleadiogs bofore Lhig
oot s
1. Notice of Appoeal
2. Memorandum in Sﬂpporf' ol Jaedadi (31';.:%‘(.::[_1 (atiaching ei COpPYy o:ff
the 1 o.w_e;r court d(—‘.(‘:':ilfa:i..o_r:;. at fi.,.',:}.'a“lfl.(-,:‘.}

R. 144 providen Tor the Ciling of o ;rl.r_zxnc);r‘a_:c,td'um Opposing a
mothio w:i.'f:.‘r.n,:i,n B days Lrom Lhe date the motion i :l_f:i:'fl_e,‘.(}.'v n our

present case, Regpondent: hag filod no motions. While Appellee’s



coungel hag filed a Motion Lo Strike, there is no provigal for it
in Lhege proceedings. Rule.l4.4 roguicoes Lhe elark off the Ohio
gupreme Court to refuse Lo fule a raply to a I!lcamQ:K"a?r.l.d'u.m OpRPROsLng
a motion. A8 stated within, for almost each and every pleading
Appellant has Filed in any Litigation involwing Dale Nowak,
COu;ﬁsefl_ For Appelles, AtUrney Nowak always filos o Motion o
Strike or a Motion Lo Dismiss, again Lo Lhwart offorts Lo have
this case heard (31.17:}”1;53 merils as opposed to the techolcaliiiesn
i:ha.‘l: N’(szik: ¢ ho.ﬂs(“a, Lo d‘,(_:f.[, v inlo.

For the stated reasons, both pl cazé.c'i.:i.:t.lg;jfs: tiled by Appellce
counsal, who iz collecting a debl Lo pay himsclf attorney ':_[Teafi-:;"s,
should be z‘;‘t:‘k':i.c:'k:(:-a:n, from the racord

Rospoectiully submitied,

Lusona flyphtl{

Taeon MiLehol 1, Fog. (000720%)
Rewpondent,

PO Box 08h3i

Cloveland, Ohto 41108

(Z216) 4860024

CERIUFCOEANR OF SRR LOH

A copy of Lhe lToregoing RESPONDUENI S Motion Lo Strike o
wag TForwarded Lo Sheils MeKeon, Beg. Wimobhy Fitzgerald, Esg. at
Callagher Sharp Sixth Floor Bulk |<‘y Building 1501 fuclid Avenue
Cleveland, Ohio 44015 thig 22nd ddy oF Mare h 2000 by ordinary

U.8. Mail, posbage pre-paid. i/:i i;, gj >

Twann Mitchall (0007205)
Rerg pcmd“m
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