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JUl 2' 2001 

IN THE CO.\'IMON PLEAS COU RT OF LUCAS COUNTY, O HIO 

Ruudl W. Porritt II , 
Pillinl iff, 

" '$-

GngoryT. Howard 
Defcndll nl. 

CntNo.CI~. 4133 ::!fY 
DttiJ;OD and Jouroll 
Enlry 

This 15th day of August 2000 the above c~ptioned case carne on for decision On 
Defend:m\'s mOl ion fOI Summary ludgment filed May 23. 2000. the Plaintifrs motion 
for Summ nry Judgment ti led June 19.2000. the Dcfendmu's memorandwn in opposition 
filed June 23, 2000. and the Plaimilrs mcm<:randum in opposition filed Juoe 9. 2000. 

Having reviewed the rn()(ions, the pleadings. tht: memorandwn,!he affidavits, the 
file lind the law, and construing the evidence most favorably to the defendant. I am 
persuaded the de fendalll is II vexatious liligal3r. 

The Defendant's motion for summary judgment ilS""rts the ;111;0=,,1 evident iary 
standard and;s unsupported in any meaningful way contemplated by the rules. Thm 
motion is denied. 

Th" Plainliff' 3 motio" i, supponed by competent, credible evidence. Perhaps 
most compell ing is 10011" Kalz's language of September 22, 1999 concerning !he 
defendant .•.. he has consistently failed to respond (n the reasoning behind the Coun', 
decisions und continue! to rehash old argumeJts that (he Coun has already rejected." II is 
clear from the court records provided by !he FlaintilT Umlthe defendant has filed multiple 
law suils nsserting the same or similar claims and filed numerous redundant motions 
which h:>vc no merit. The defendant's condl.OC1 serves nwrely 10 hanlSil or maliciously 
injure the lI'aintiry and his conduct cannot be warranted under existin~ law and cannot be 
supported bY'a good P.li*. a~enl for an cxt:nSion. modification. or re""rsal of ""iSling 
I < " aw. " ... 

flit f"laiChi tf'?ltIb~imf-n'round .,.;ell \.a'<en and granted. 
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JOUR"AL ENTRY 

The Defendant's motion for summary judgment is found 001 wcll takcn and 
denied. The Plaimiff~ motion for summ,ry judgment is found wd l taken and granted. It 
is therefore ORDEREI}, ADJUDGED AND I}F-CRE ED th.at the de fendant, 
GREGORY T. HOWARD is fo und to be ~ vexntious litigator. 

It is further OlmER): D, AI)JUDGED AND DECREED that the Defendant 
GREGORY T. HOWARD shall: 

I. Dc prohibited from continuing Ihis ac tion; and. 

2. Be prohibi ted from instituting any legal proceedings in the Coun of Claims. 
t~ Common PIcas Coun, Municipal Court, or County Court without first obtaining leave 
of that court to proceed; ond, 

3. Bc prohibited [rom making any application in any of the aoo"c named courts 
other than an application for leave to proeced <IS provided in this order; and, 

4. Pre:o;cm any application to the presiding Judge of any roun in which he wishes 
to appear accompanied by any pleading he intends 10 file; and. 

5. Be hereby noti fied that any violalion Of lhi~ order will result in a finding of 
contempt of coun which could resoll in fees, lines, and or imprisonment: and. 

6. Be h<.:rcby notified lila! this order shall continue in full force and effect for a 
period of Ihree ye:us form the date oflilin£. 

INSTRUCTIO NS TO T H F; CLERK: 

Please serve all partics with the fQr\'goinS by eertified mai l ",rum receipt 
requcsted . 
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FILED 
I !' ~ ' ~ rOU/'TY .. ... .... ;:,,, . 

2D ~1 Jlli"l II A II : 11 

JNTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF LUCAS COUNTY, OHIO ... ': :: 1:; ?U:I',S COUR T 
~-"I; r-"PLT<' ~ ,- ,, ~. '- .. 

Russell W. PoTT'ill, II, • CilSoC No.99-4133 . • :" CfJl!Rj,) 

Plaintiff, • JUDGE JAl\1ES D. BATES 

JUl 251001 • JUDGM,ENT ENTRY 
Gregory T Howard, 

Defendant, 
• • 

••••••••••••••••••••• •••••••••••••••• 

This mailer comes before this Court upon the pending motions fi led by the defendant , 

Gregory T . Howard, pro se. [t appealS from tberocord Ihalilie defendant, Gregory T. Howard, was 

declared a vexatious litigator on August 22.:000 by Judge Stephen Yarbrough pUl"$uamlo the 

provisions of Rcvised Code 2323 .52. 

Pursuam \0 thaI order the Defendant was prohibited from insti tuting legal proeecdinK'l 

",idloUI first obtaining leave of court to do >0. The Defendant's appeal of that decision was 

dismissed for want of prosecution porri!! y Howard (No~<;mber 16, 2000), Lucas App,No. L·()().. 

1259, unreported, Latl"T in Siale ex Tel.J:lnwan1 v 0",0 n(Common PI9) < (M.o.y 10,2001 ), LUC3£ 

County App No. L-OI- 12S4, Ihe Court of Appelis upheld Ihe reqmrementthal the Defendant must 

seek Icove of the court befoTe filing actions with the court. 

In this case a number of mailers are pending: 

I. Motion to Recuse Judge Yarbrough filed on May S, 2001. 
TIlE ST ~ Tf ()r <.' ~!:O, L;,,'- "'~ ("'''''1'1' \' ;,' 

I. " "RSI E QlJll TF.t.. C~cLo! ('"'~~ 1'1.::>< (" "'1'- ' 
_ C"""'" A" .6 1'10 .... , =;~~ ,~)II~,wtJ~:j,,'i~~ Renew Molion for Sununasy Judgment filed 01'1 May 8, 2001, 
:mol ... ,,,,,,,, 0"". ~, ."'~ fr ... :Iw: """"" of f. ... ~==~,. >' 

aI '1q'=VT'n . 3. MOtio8'~bns and Re<=nablc Expenses filed on MayJe)@JRNALlZED 
I JUN 1 2 2001 

c._~ 
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4. NOI:ice of Removal filed on May 17, 2001. 

5. Motion for SanClions fi led On May 18.2001 . 

6. Reply Memorandum filed onMay 25, 2001 . 

It (lppeMS thai !he defendant, GregmyT. Howani, continues to file lcga.l proceedings without 

obtaining leave of coon to do so. Pursuant to !he provisions ofRevi~ Code Section 2323.52(1) all 

of the above mentioned motions and responses filed by the Defendant must be stricken. 

It is therefore ORDERED, ADJUDGE!) AN D DECREED that the pending molions and 

responses filed by the defendant, Gregory T. Howard, are hereby dismissed. 

It is further ORDERED, ADJUDG ED ANI") DECREED pursuant to Revised Code Section 

2303.08 lhat the Lucas County Clerk of Courts shall refuse 10 accept any filings submitted by the 

defendant, Gregory T. Howard, unless the Defo:o<.tml has fiJ$l obtained leave ofcourt. 

It is fwtherORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED pursuanl lO Revised Code Se<:tion 

1901.3 lIE) thai Ihe Toledo Municipal Clerk of Courts sha ll refuse 10 accepl any filinguubmitted 

by the defendant , Gregory T. Howard. unless I~ Defendant has first obtained leave of court. 

[t is fun her ORDER.:O, A DJUDGED A:"l D DEC REED that the defendant, Gregory T. 

Howard, shall comply with the Order dated August 22 , 2000 or be subject to contempt of court for 

violatiol1ll oflhal order. 

OA TE:_-"lcoJ\>-!J' ',-\We" . .\-),_ 

JOURNALIZED 

JUN 1 2 2001 
Coissette .laO 
PG. 'l'f 



cc: Gregory T. ~Ioward 

BemieQuil1er, 
Clerk of Common Pleas Coun 

Margare! Thurber, 
Clerk of Toledo Municipal Coun 

Russell W. PorriU.lI 

James S. Nowak 

Thomas A. Dixon 

Michae l Vanderhors! 

John A. Borell. Jr. 

JOURNALIZED 
JUN 1 2 ZOO I 
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