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Statement of Facts

1) This case arises from the expectation that the Ohio Bureau of Workers' Compensation

must abide by O.R.C. 3901.381 among a number of other related sections of the Ohio

Revised Code and Ohio Administrative Code. To that end, the undersigned filed a

motion entitled "Motion for Writ of Mandamus Ordering the Administrator of the Ohio

Bureau of Workers' Compensation to Release Wrongfally Withheld Funds and to Process

and Pay Claims in Accordance with the Ohio Revised Code and Ohio Administrative

Code" on July 16, 2008 with the Franklin County Court of Appeals Tenth District. Said

motion was denied.

2) The undersigned subsequently filed this instant appeal as an appeal of right. Appellee

has filed four documents in this instant case attempting to have this case dismissed before

it could be considered on its merits. As a result, the undersigned appellant has submitted

much of what would otherwise be contained in a merit brief in the document entitled

"Objection and Response to Motion of Appellee Administrator that the Court Expedite

Ruling on Pending Dispositive Motion and Motion in the alternative to remand this case

to the Franklin County Court of Appeals, 10th District with a directive to issue a Writ of

Mandamus or in the alternative, remand this case to the Fra.nklin County Court of

Appeals, l oth District with a directive to re-open the appeal period" so that the

undersigned may have an opporlunity to correct his modest procedural error" in order to

present valid arguments for this case to proceed. Therefore, to avoid unnecessary

repetition, the undersigned incorporates the aforementioned document dated December

20, 2010 in its entirety into this instant document.
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Are-ument

Proposition of Law No. l

The processing of claims must occur within thirty (30)days of receipt, with claims
being paid or denied within said thirty days, and if denied, contain a notice which
shall state with specificity, why the third-party payer denied the claim pursuant to
O.R.C. 3901.381.

1) The relevant section of O.R.C. 3901.381 Third-party payers processing claims for

payment for health care services to this instant case is as follows:

(B)(1) Unless division (B)(2) or (3) of this section applies, when a third-party payer
receives from a provider or beneficiary a claim on the standard claim form prescribed in
rules adopted by the superintendent of insurance under section 3902.22 of the Revised
Code, the third-party payer shall pay or deny the claim not later than thirty days after
receipt of the claim. When a tbird-party payer denies a claim, the third-party payer shall
notify the provider and the beneficiary. The notice shall state, with specificity, why the
third-party payer denied the claim.

2) Appellee continues to violate O.R.C. 3901.381 in that a number of claims submitted

by the undersigned to the Ohio Bureau of Workers' Compensation in the year 2008

remain unprocessed at this time, i.e., have been neither paid nor denied within thirty days

of receipt as provided for by O.R.C. 3901.381. While appellee contends in some

insta.nces this was done pursuant to a Temporary Restraining Order, appellee has never

produced a Temporary Restraining Order dated prior to June 27, 2008 and no such

Temporary Restraining Order exists. This matter has been fully discussed in the

undersigned appellanfs submission to this Court dated December 20, 2010 in Section IV,

paragraphs eight (8) through fifteen (15) with relevant evidence included as exhibits,

which has been incorporated into this document in its entirely by reference.
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3) However, rather than belabor a point which has been welt discussed, the

undersigned appellant notes that this issue is really quite simple: The case in which

appellee claims gave rise to the interruption of processing claims submitted by the

undersigned was dismissed in favor of the undersigned on May 28,2010. Exhibit A

4) Whereas appellee had no basis to interrupt the processing of claims submitted by the

undersigned based upon a non-existent TRO or for any other reason, the appellee surely

has no basis to continue to do so now that the case in question has been dismissed in

favor of the undersigned.

5) The undersigned has a clear legal right to expect the Ohio Bureau of Workers'

Compensation to abide by relevant sections of the Ohio Revised Code and Ohio

Administrative Code and the Ohio Bureau of Workers' Compensation has a clear legal

duty to abide by relevant sections of the Ohio Revised Code and Ohio Administrative

Code. Black's Law Dictionary defines Writ of Mandamus as "A writ issued by a superior

court to compel a lower court or a government officer to perform mandatory or purely

ministerial duties correctly." A Writ of Mandamus is, therefore, the appropriate remedy

to compel the Ohio Bureau of Workers' Compensation to abide by the Ohio Revised

Code and the Ohio Administrative Code.

Proposition of Law No. 2

Unfair and deceptive acts or practices in business of insurance are
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specifically prohibited by O.R.C.3901.20 and O.A.C.3901-8-11(formerly known as

3901-1-60)

6) O.A:C.3901-8-11 (A) states is part:

Sections 3901.20 and 3901.21 of the Revised Code, respectively, prohibit unfair or
deceptive practices in the business of insurance and define certain acts or practices as
unfair or deceptive. Section 3901.21 of the Revised Code also provides that the
enumeration of specific unfair or deceptive acts or practices in the business of insurance
is not exclusive or restrictive or intended to limit the powers of the superintendent of
insurance to adopt rules to implement that section.

O.R.C. 3901.20 Prohibition against unfair or deceptive acts. states in part:

No person shall engage in this state in any trade practice which is defined in sections
3901.19 to 3901.23 of the Revised Code as, or determined pursuant to those sections to
be, an unfair or deceptive act or practice in the business of insurance.

and includes by reference O.R.C. 3901.21 Unfair and deceptive acts or practices in

business of insurance defined.

7) The apparent use of computer software by the Ohio Bureau of Workers'

Compensation to mimic human error in order to reject claims has been well discussed in

the undersigned's document filed in this Court on December 20, 2010 in Section 1V,

paragraphs two (2) through seven (7) which has been incorporated into this document in

its entirely by reference.

8) The on-going rejection of claims for non-valid reasons in apparent violation of O.R.C.

3901.20 and O.A.C. 3901-8-11 as well as O.R.C. 3901.381 results in a high overhead of

administrative staff to write letters and make phone calls to resolve such issues.

9) Exhibit B contains two (2) examples of specious rejections: in one instance stating

that "Payment is denied as BWC records indicate that the servicing provider was not
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active on the date of service.", despite the fact that the undersigned is and has been a

Provider in Good Standing without interruption with the Ohio Bureau of Workers'

Compensation. The second example shows a denial claiming "Payment is denied as the

diagnosis billed does not match the diagnosis code listed in the accompanying reports."

This is also specious as the computer software used in the undersigned's office pulls the

data from the same point and cannot list a diagnosis on an accompanying report which is

different from that shown on the bill.

10) The foregoing appears to confirm what the undersigned learned from an individual

who sat on a House Health Committee whieh supervised Ohio Medicaid am(yng other

issues, i.e., that both Medicaid and the Ohio Bureau of Worker's Compensation utilized

what is referred to as "dirty tricks" computer software which was designed to mimic

human error for the purpose of rejecting several percent of all claims submitted including

clean claims. This individual advised that Medicaid utilized this software to match

available fands for a given month. This individual farther stated that OBWC utilized the

computer software to mimic human error for the purpose of rejecting a few percent of all

submitted claims, simply to reduce payouts, knowing that even a few percent represents a

large sum.

11) The undersigned has a clear legal right to expect the Ohio Bureau of Workers'

Compensation to abide by relevant sections of the Ohio Revised Code and Ohio

Administrative Code and the Ohio Bureau of Workers' Compensation has a clear legal

duty to abide by relevant sections of the Ohio Revised Code and Ohio Administrative

Code. Black's Law Dictionary defines Writ of Mandamus as "A writ issued by a superior
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cotut to compel a lower court or a government officer to perform mandatory or purely

ministerial duties correctly." A Writ of Mandamus is, therefore, the appropriate remedy

to compel the Ohio Bureau of Workers' Compensation to abide by the Obio Revised

Code and the Ohio Administrative Code.

Conclusion

The undersigned has a clear legal right to expect the Ohio Bureau of Workers'

Compensation to abide by relevant sections of the Ohio Revised Code and Ohio

Administrative Code and the Ohio Bureau of Workers' Compensation has a clear legal

duty to abide by relevant sections of the Ohio Revised Code and Ohio Administrative

Code. Black's Law Dicfionary defines Writ of Mandamus as "A writ issued by a superior

court to compel a lower court or a government officer to perform mandatory or purely

ministerial duties correctly." A Writ of Mandamus is, therefore, the appropriate remedy

to compel the Ohio Bureau of Workers' Compensation to abide by the Ohio Revised

Code and the Ohio Administrative Code.
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Attachment A
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IN THE (oURT OF APPEALS OF OHIO

'fENTH APPELl.ATE O1STItICT

tSaoe ex re+ I
dames E. LurKleen, Sr., M.O..

OM t7%^4(,S
fAANNUN Cn. ONlO

M JlM 30 PM 3125

CLERK OF COURTS
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RalaDor.

Respwdenti

.N IMUCNT ENTRY

For the reasota sGled In 1ta dsdhion of tlda oourt ronderad hatoM on

June 29, 2010, the decision of ft rrwglstrrbe is approved and adcpesd by this court

and it ia fha rudgn'rant and order of thie court tet the requosbd wiR of mandamus Is

denied Goah aasessed apainst relaEnr

Wkhin thrae (3) days TromlM fiMp hsred, tha dwk dtlris cotxt fa Naratiy

crdensd tD aerva upon aY Pwtlss not in daftk tor taMae to appear nartioa ot ft

A Connor
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IN THE COURT OF APPEALS OF OHIO

TENTH APPELLATE DISTRICT

(Stabs ex rrel ]
James E. Lundeen, Sr., M.D.,

Relator,

V.

Ci~NRi ^ AP E4L5
FRAttKLIN CQ GNIO

29"J JUN 30 PN 3= 25

CLERK OF COURTS
.^ a

No. 08AP-601

Marsha P. Ryan, Administratcr, Ohio (REGULAR CALENDAR)
Bureau of Workers' Compensation,

Respondent.

JUDGMENT ENTRY

For the reasons stated in the decision of this court rendered herein on

June 29, 2010, the decision of the magistrate is approved and adopted by this court,

and it is the judgment and order of this court that the requested writ of mandamus is

denied Costs assessed against reiator

Within three (3) days from the filing hereof, the derk of this court is hereby

ordered to serve upon all parties not in defauft for failure to appear notice of this

judgment and ds date of entry upon the joumal.

Judge ohn A. Connor

Judge,Wil" A.,Clatt

(0



N111*20696 - V84

IN THE COURT OF APPEALS OF OHIO

TENTH APPELLATE DISTRICT

[Stats ex rel )
James E Lundeen, Sr., M.D.,

i, 1:_ED
'p?f'e A^ $
.,0

JU1U 29 PH 35

CLERK 0F COURTS

Relator,

v. No. 08AP-601

Marsha P. Ryan, Administrator, Ohio (REGULAR CALENDAR)
Bureau of Workers' Compensation,

Respondent.

MEMORANDUM DECISION

Rendered on June 29, 2010

James E. Lundeen, Sr., M D, pro se

Rict►ard Cordray, Attomey General, and Gerald H Watennan,
for respondent

IN MANDAMUS

CONNOR, J.

(11) Relator, James E. Lundeen, Sr., oommenced this original adSon requesbng

a writ of mandamus ordering respondent, Administrator of the Ohio Bureau of Workers'

Compensation ("bur®au"), to pay his medical provider daims, which were allegedly a part

of an order issued by the UniEed States Bankruptcy Court, Northem District aF Ohio,

Eastem Division ("baniwptcy courf') in case No. 07-19423.
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No. OBAP-601 2

M2} This court referred the matter to a magistrate pursuant bo Civ.R. 53(C) and

Loc.R 12(M) of the Tenth District Court of Appeals. The magistrate issued a decision,

induaing findings of fact and condusions of iaw, which is appended to ihis decision. In

the decision, the magisVate recommended that this court deny the requested wft. No

objections have been filed to the magistrate's decision.

M3) Finding no error of law or other defect on the face of the magistrate's

decision and after an independent review of the evldenoe, we adopt 1he decision as our

own, including the findings of fact and oondusions of law contained therein. In

accordanoe wilh the appended decision,lhe requested writ is denied

Wn't of mandamus denied.

K[ATT and FRENCH JJ., concur.
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No. OSAP-601

APPENDIX

IN THE COURT OF APPEALS OF OHIO

TENTH APPELLATE DISTRICT

[State ex rel.]
James E Lundeen, Sr., M D.,

Relator,

V. No. 08AP-601

Marsha P. Ryan, Administrator, Ohio (REGULAR CALENDAR)
Bureau of iNorkers' Compensation.

Respondent.

MAGISTRATE'S DECISION

Rendered on October 13, 2009

James E Lundeen, Sr., M.D. pro se

RBraharti CordraY, Attomey Generai, and Itema A. lna, for
respondent.

3

IN MANDAMUS

(14) In this onginal action, relator, James E. Lundeen, Sr., M.D., requests a writ

of mandamus orderin8 respondent, Administrator of the Ohio Bureau of Workers'

Compensation ("bun3au'), to pay his medical provider claims that were a8egedly the

^
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No. 08AP-601 4

subject of an order of the UniEad States Bankruptcy Court, Northem Distrid of Ohio,

Eastem Division ("bankruptcy courr') in case No. 07-19423.

fXdinas of Fact

PROCEDURAL CHRONOLOGY OF THIS ACTION

('S} 1. The focus of reiators complaint is an exhibit attached thereto. The

exhibit is an order filed in the bankniptcy court on June 27, 2008. Respondent has also

submdted to this court an iden6cal copy of the above-described bankruptcy order.

Captioned "Order Vacating Bench Ruling on Temporary Restraining Onier and SetUng

Preiiminary Injunction Heanng," the June 27, 2008 bankruptcy court order states:

Plaintiff-chapter 7 trustee Lauren Helbiing moves to vacate
the June 17, 2008 bench ruling on her motion for a
temporary restraining order because one of the defendants,
James Lundeen, Sr., M.D, was not served with the
complaint or nobce of the hearing, as required by the court's
onier of June 11, 2008 The motion states good cause
and is granted

The Ohio Bureau of Workers' Compensation has frozen the
funds at issue. As a resuR, it is not necessary to reschedule
a hearing on the motion for a temporary restraining order.
The court will, therefore, hold a heanng on the plaintrfPs
motion for a preliminary injunc8on on July 8, 2008 at 10:00
am. The parbes are to oonfer unmediabaly to discuss
whether the hearing on the preliminary injunction should be
combined with the final heanng on the merits and are to file
a joint notice advising the court of their decision on or before
July 1, 2008.

(Emphases sic.)

(16) 2. According to the complaint, when the bankruptcy court issued its

June 27, 2008 order, respondent failed to release funds owed to relator. Relator requests

that a wnt order respondent to release the fur ►ds alWgedly owed to him.

iv
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No. UBAP-801 5

{17} 3 Foibwing respondenY's answer to the compiaint, the magishate issued a

schedule for the filing of stipuiabed or oertified evidenoe and bnefs.

M8} 4. In response to the magistraWs scheduling order, respondent filed the

affidavit of Dore West, executad Aprii 9, 2009:

1 1 have been empkoyed by the Ohio Bureau of Workers'
Compensation for over 17 years and presentiy hold the
position of Direc6or of HPP Systems Support.

2 Creditors of James E. Lundeen, Sr., M.D., Inc filed an
invoiuntary chapter 7 case against that corporation in the
United States Bankruptcy Court for the Northem District of
Ohio on December 13, 2007

3 Under that iitigation, the Bureau of Worfcers' Com-
pensation was subject to a Temporary Restraining Order.
See attached Exhibit A.

♦ The Temporary Restraining Order was vacated on
June 27, 2008. See attached Exhibit B

5 On July 14, 2008, the Unitsd States Bankruptcy Court for
the Northem District of Ohio issued an order stating that the
Bureau is prefiminariiy enJoined from disbursing the funds
currently in its possession which d has categorued as being
due to Lundeen Medieal Group, Lundeen Physicai Therapy
Akron Inc., and Lundeen Therapy and Pain Management.
See attached Exhibit C.

6 Fo1loMeng that, funds owed to Dr. Lundeen biiied under his
personal social security number were mleased, and continue
to be paid. However, funds due to Lundeen Medical Group,
Lundeen Physical Therapy Akron Inc., and Lundeen Therapy
and Pain Management were frozen pursuant to the court
order.

{19} 5. As the West affidavit indicates, three exhibits are submd6ed by the

affidavit Exhibit B is the June 27, 2008 bankruptcy oourt order quoted above at findings

of fact number one

/^
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No OSAP-601 6

(¶IA) B. Exhibd C referenoed in the West affidavit is an order filed in the

bankruptcy court on July 14, 2008. Capboned "Order Imposing Preliminary injunction,"

the order stabes:

For the reasons stated in the memorandum of opinion
entered this same date, the piaintiff trustee's motion for a
preliminary injunction requiring the Ohio Bureau of Workers'
Compensation (Bureau) tD freeze funds pending a decision
on the merts of this adversary proceedmg is granted in part
and denied in part. (Docket 2) Pending further order, the
Bureau m preiiminaniy enjoined from disbursing the funds
currently in rts possession which it has categonzed as being
due to Lundeen Medicai Group, Lundeen Physical Therapy
Akron Inc, and Lundeen Therapy and Pain Management
W►Ihin five days aftr the date on which this order is entered,
the Bureau is to file a notice statmg the amounts being heid
in the names of Lundeen Medical Group, Lundeen Physical
Therapy Akron Inc., and Lundeen Therapy and Pain
Management The nobce is also to state the amount that the
Bureau has aoounted for under Dr. Lundeen's social
security number only.

1111} 7 On April 13, 2009, in response to the magistrate's scheduling order,

retator filed a document capdoned "Submission of Certified Evidenoe" ("SCE") which

submds documents in a three-ring binder preceded by a table of contents. However, the

only oertifioation on the SCE is the signature of relator. There is no cerUficadon by any

govemmentai agency or instihbon. See Lac.R 12(G) of the Tenth Distnat Court of

Appeals.

(112) Some of the SCE documents purport to be fiied in the bankruptcy oourt in

case No. 07-19423 For exampie, there is the June 10, 2008 verified complaint of

"Lauren A Helbling, duly appointed and acbng Chapter 7 Trustee of James E. Lundeen

Sr., M.D., inc " There are also copies of vanous e-mails to which relator was a party.

/a--
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No. O8AP-601 7

(113} B. On April 28, 2009, relator filed his brief. On May 18, 2009, respondent

filed its brief. On May 26. 2009, relator filed a reply brief

1114) 9. On September 10, 2009, this magistrate issued an order that relator

show cause why this mandamus action should not be dismissed on grounds that relator

has an adequate remedy for equitable relief in the Franklin County Court of Common

Pleas, see Henley Health Cam v. Ohio Bur. of Workers' Comp., (Feb 23, 1995), 10th

Dist. No. 94AP-1216, or an adequate remedy m the Ohio Court of Claims, see State ex

rrel. Barbee v. Ohio Bur of Workers' Comp., 10th Dist No. 01AP-1286, 2002-Ohio-6279.

M15} 10. On Septamber 24, 2009, relator filed his writhen response to the

magistrate's show cause order.

fl16} 11. On September 29, 2009, respondent filed its reply to relator's

September 24, 2009 response.

C andusions of Law

flt7} It is the magietrats's decision that this court deny relator's request for a writ

of mandamus, as more fully e)Vained below.

{l18} In order for a writ of mandamus to issue, the relator must demonstrate. (1)

that he has a clear legat right to the relief prayed for, (2)lhat respondent is under a cdear

legal duty to perform the act, and (3) that relator has no plain and adequate remedy in the

ordinary coun3e of ihe law. State ex iet Berger v. llkMw+eg/e (1983), 6 Ohio St 3d 28,

29

(119) It is also well settled that, in mandamus, the relator has the burden of proof

wiih respect to demonstrating the prerequisite elements of the wnt. Id.

/3
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n20) Relator has presented no evidence showing that funds held by respondent

are owed to him. Contrary to relator's suggesUon, the bankruptcy court orders are not

evWence that funds held by respondent are owed to him

(121} The West affidavit avers at paragraph six that "funds owed to Dr. Lundeen

billed under his personal social secunty number were released, and continue to be paid "

Signdicantly, even though the oomplaint suggests othervinse, relator has presented no

evidenos countering the paragraph six avement of the West affidavit

(122) Based upon the above analysis, this magistrate must find that relator has

failed to prove that he is owed any amount of money or funds from r espondent.

(123) Thus, even if relators complaint was properiy brought as a mandamus

action-an issue this magistrate need not determine-relator cannot prevail in this

mandamus adion because he has failed to meet his burden of showing that funds held by

respondent are actually owed to him

(q24} Accordingly, for all the above masons, it is the magistrate's decision that

this court deny relators request for a writ mandamus.

/si enyAvW. Ma.ckPi
KENNETH W. MACKE
MAGISTRATE

NOTICE TO THE PARTIES

Civ R. 53(D)(3)(a)(pi) provides that a party shall not assign
as error on appeal the cAurt's adoption of any factual finding
or legal condusion, whether or not specifically designated
as a finding of fact or oondus ►on of law under Civ.R
53(D)(3)(a)Ci), unless the party timely and specifically
objects to that fadual finding or legal conclusion as required
by Civ.R. 53(D)(3)(b).

iy
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This document has been electronically entered in the records of the United
States Bankruptcy Court for the Southern District of Ohio.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Charles M. Caldwell
United States Bankruptcy Judge

Dated: May 13, 2010

UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO

EASTERN DIVISION

In re:
Case No. 09-51285

JAMES E. LUNDEEN, SR.,
M.D., INC. Chapter 7 Involuntary

Judge Caldwell
Debtor.

Susan L. Rhiel, Trustee

Plaintiff,

v. Adv. Pro. No. 09-2092

Ohio Bureau of Workers'
Compensation, et al.

Defendants.

ORDER REGARDING IMMINENT
DISMISSAL OF ADVERSARY PROCEEDING

Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 41(b) (made applicable to adversary proceedings by Fed. R.

Bankr. P. 7041), a court may dismiss an adversary proceeding for failure to prosecute. No action

in prosecution of this adversary proceeding has been taken since the trustee filed a response on May



7, 2009 (Doc. 48) to a motion to dismiss filed by defendant James E. Lundeen, Sr., M.D. Unless a

party in interest objects to dismissal within 14 days ofthe date ofthis order, therefore, this adversary

proceeding shall be dismissed without further notice or hearing.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Copies to:

Attomeys for Plaintiff
Attomeys for Defendants
Susan L. Rhiel, Esq., 394 E. Town Street, Columbus, OH 43215
James E. Lundeen, Sr., 2280 Lee Road, Cleveland Heights, OH 44118

# # #
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U.S. Bankruptcy Court
Southern District of Ohio (Columbus)

Adversary Proceeding #: 2:09-ap-02092

, s.. . ,,. .,

DISMISSED, CLOSED

Assigned to: Charles M Caldwell Date Filed: 06/10/08
Lead BK Case: 09-51285 Date Terminated: 05/28/10
Lead BK Title: James E Lundeen Sr MD Inc Date Dismissed: 05/13/10
Lead BK Chapter: 7 Date Transferred: 01 /09/09
Demand:

Nature fsJ of Suit: I I Recovery of money/property - 542 turnover of property
91 Declaratory judgment
72 Injunctive relief - other
02 Other (e.g. other actions that would have been brought in state court if unrelated

to bankruptcy)

Plaintiff

Lauren A Helbling represented by James W Ehrman
1370 Ontario Street Kohrman Jackson & Krantz PLL
Suite 450 1375 E. 9th Streetr, 20th Floor
Cleveland, OH 44113 One Cleveland Center

Cleveland, OH 44114-1793
(216) 696-8700
Fax :(216) 621-6536
Email: jwe@kjk.com
LEAD ATTORNEY

Kymberlee R Vining
1375 E 9th Street
One Cleveland Center
Cleveland, OH 44114
216-736-7205
LEAD ATTORNEY

Mary K Whitmer
Once Cleveland Center
20th Floor
1375 E. Ninth Street
Cleveland, OH 44114
216-696-8700
Email: mkw@kjk.com
LEAD ATTORNEY

V.

https://ecf.ohsb,uscourts.gov/cgi-bin/DktRpt.pl?l 15162627148483 -L_618_0-1 1/10/2011
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Defendant

Ohio Bureau of Workers'
Compensation
PO Box 15567
Columbus, OH 43215-0567

James E Lundeen, Sr
2280 Lee Road
Cleveland Heights, OH 44118
Tax ID / EIN: 34-1665378

Trustee

Susan L Rhiel
394 E. Town Street
Columbus, OH 43215
614-221-4670

rcgccuiJ

represented by Trish D Lazich
Ohio Attorney General's Office
615 West Superior Avenue, Ste. 1100
Cleveland, OH 44113
216-787-3180
Fax: 866-437-9074
Email:
trish.lazich@ohioattorneygeneral.gov
LEAD ATTORNEY

represented by James E Lundeen, Sr
PRO SE

represented by Susan L Rhiel
394 E. Town Street
Columbus, OH 43215
614-221-4670
Fax : 614-232-9306
Email: pleadings@susanattorneys.com

Filing Date # Docket Text

05/28/2010 Adversary Case 2:09-ap-2092 Closed (2ks) (Entered: 05/28/2010)

Disposition of Adversary 2:09-ap-2092 (2ks) (Entered:
05/28/2010 05/28/2010)

BNC Certificate of Mailing - PDF Document (RE: related
documents(s) 49 Order of Proposed Dismissal) Service Date

05/15/2010 50 05/15/2010. (Admin.) (Entered: 05/16/2010)

Order Regarding Imminent Dismissal Of Adversary Proceeding.

05/13/2010 49 Objections Due: 5/27/2010. (2ks) (Entered: 05/13/2010)

Response to (related document(s): 45 Motion to Dismiss
Adversary Proceeding filed by Defendant James E Lundeen)
Filed by Trustee Susan L Rhiel (Rhiel, Susan) (Entered:

05/07/2009 48 05/07/2009)

BNC Certificate of Mailing - PDF Document (RE: related
documents(s) 46 Order on Motion to Dismiss Adversary

https://ecf.ohsb.uscourts.gov/cgi-bin/DktRpt.pl?l 1516262Z 148483-L_618_0-1 1/10/2011
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Proceeding) Service Date 05/06/2009. (Admin.) (Entered:

05/06/2009 47 05/07/2009)

Order Denying Motion to Dismiss Adversary Proceeding Due To
Noncompliance With Rules (Related Doc # 45 ) (2ks) (Entered:

05/01/2009 46 05/04/2009)

Motion to Dismiss Adversary Proceeding Filed by Defendant

04/29/2009 45 James E Lundeen Sr (2ks) (Entered: 04/30/2009)

Notice of order transferring case with certificate of service Filed
by (RE: related document(s) 42 Amended order transferring
adversary case signed on 1/27/09.). (entered 1/31/09) (2bm)

01/30/2009 43 (Entered: 02/25/2009)

PACER Service Center

Transaction Receipt

01 / 10/2011 17:44:27

F.RPA Clientg
Lo m:

Ip1782
Code:

2:09-ap-02092 Fil or Ent: filed
Docket Search From: 1/9/2009 To: 1/10/2011 Doc

Description: Report Criteria: From: 0 Doc To: 99999999 Term:
included Format: html

Bi1lable
Pages:

^Cost: 0.I6

https://ecf.ohsb.uscourts.gov/cgi-bin/DktRpt.p1?115162627148483-L_618_0-1 1/10/2011
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DOCUMENT NOT SCANNED
PURSUANT TO SUPERINTENDENCE

RULE 45
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