
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF OHIO

State of Ohio ex rel.
Chance Catudal,
2783 Martin Road # 353
Dublin, Ohio 43017,

vs.
Relator,

Judge Kim A. Browne,
373 South High Street
6thFloor, Courtroom 66,
Columbus, Ohio 43215,

and

Franklin County Common Pleas Court,
Domestic Relations Division,
373 South High Street
Columbus, Ohio 43215,

Respondents.

RLED
DEC 11 2n12

CLERKO } COU RT
REME CO URT OF OHIO

RELATOR'S MOTION TO STRIKE
RESPONDENTS' RESPONSE

Relator moves the Court to Strike Respondents' Response to Relator's

Motion to Strike Respondents' Motion to Dismiss.

Relator's Motion is more fully supported by the Memorandum in Support
that is attached and incorporated herein.

Respectfully submitted,

^^, r,
Chance Catudal, Plaintiff
2783 Martin Road # 353
Dublin, Ohio 43017
ccatudal@ymail.com
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Case # 12-1795

,

Original Action in Mandamus
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MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT

1. SUPREME COURT RULES OF PRACTICE

Pursu.ant to S.Ct. Prac. R. 14.4.

Res onents filed a Responsep
to Relator's initial Motion to Strike, not a Memorandum in D,^taosition. The words

Memorandum in Opposition were not used anywhere in said filing.

TT. RFLATnR^C RFP^,V T[l RT.CP(1NIlF.NTC' RFCP(1NCTi'

Relator attempted to file a Reply to Respondents Response (See Exhibit W);
however, Justin T. Kudela rejected Relator's filing claiming that Relator cannot
file a Response/Reply to a Memorandum in Opposition. Relator indicated to Case
Management Counsel that it was aEesRonse that he was replying to, not a
Memorandum in Opposition. The Court is well aware of how difficult it is for a

rp o se litigant to get anyone to acknowledge a mistake of this sort.

III. CONCLUSION

It is inappropriate and prejudicial to incorrectly code a pleading in favor of
Relator's opposition. Furthermore, it is inappropriate and prejudicial not to allow
Relator to file a Reply to a Response.

IV. PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WflEREFORE, Relator prays for the Court to Strike ResRondents' Response
to Relator's Motion to Strike Respondents' Motion to Dismiss. In the alternative,
Relator prays for the Court to allow him to file a reply/response to such. Relator
prays for any other such relief that the interests of justice may require.

Respectfully submitted,

Chance Catudal, Relator
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF OHIO

V. CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Plaintiff hereby certifies that a true and accurate copy of the foregoing was
served upon all parties or their counsel via Regular Mail or in person on the 11 th

day ofDecember, 2012.

Chance Catudal, Relator
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF OHIO

State o:^^liio ex rei.
Ch^tico Catudai,
2783 Marti.n R:oad A 353
Dublln, Obio 43017,

W
Relator?

Exhibit W

it€dgo Kim A B:^owne,
373 South Higii Street
e Floor, Courtroom 6.6,
Coiur^bus, Ohio 43215;,

and

Franklin County Coinmon Pleas Couut,
Domestic R^lati.o-as Divasioil,
373 Sauth.1-=[igh. Street.
W.urnbus,, Oltio U2 1 S,

Resp.midents:.

Case # 124 795,

Originat Action in .Manclwnus.

RELA.TOWS REPLY
Tt) RENPO-Ni)ENW RESPONSE

TC) RELATC)WS MOiTION TG► STRXKE
RESPOINDENTS' .MC1TI+QN TO DiSMISS

1. SUPR.EINN COURT R.ULES OF PRACTICE

Per S.Ci.. Prao. R. } 4.2. :{D.}; Respo^.^.^nts do not have ain^ l:^gal basis or
arguineiat to oppose Relator's Motinn to Stiko.

gI: ^ELATOR' S REPLY

P^g€^ 1
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF OHIO

Relator's Response to Respondents' Motion to Dismiss, Exhibit V, was put
forth only as an exhibit to show the Court that his oppositional intent had been
thwarted by malfeasance. Had that not happened, Relator would have filed a

(B).Memorandum in Opposition per S. Ct. Prac. R. 14.4.

Respondents' confirmed on Page 3 1, Line 1 of their

III. MALFEASANCE

Paul Thies (0074641) has served Relator previously in another case using
the correct address. See SP.ry:^e E`^hihi± (atta.ch:d)Tt ^s ^n^^,ossible t^ .,e

Dublin and Chillicothe. Furthermore, considering Respondents' argument (i.e., the
Magistrate did it), adversarial misconduct is evident.

IV. CONCLUSION

Respondents' Motion to Dismiss should be stricken from the record.

V. PRA Y EI( FOR 1'TCF.LIl'.F

WHEREFORE, Relator prays for the Court to Strike Respondents' Motion
to Dismiss. Relator prays for any other such relief that the interests ofjustice may
require.

Respectfully submitted,

VI. CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

^ !,^^e.^a
Chance Catudal, Relator
2783 Martin Road # 353
Dublin, Ohio 43017
ccatudal@ymail.com

Plaintiff hereby certifies that a true and accurate copy of the foregoing
Motion was served upon all parties or their counsel via Regular Mail or in person
on the 10`h day ofDecember, 2012.

^.^'.c•^...^ L^^

Chance Catudal, Relator
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