
LAMIN SUWAREH 
Plaintiff 

-vs-

CHlNELO NWANKWO 
Defendant 

IN THE COURT OF COI\1MON PLEAS 
t:tffER· DIVISION OF D0l\1ESTIC RELATIONS ,.;;, ·"' • ·-.,..,,-1-tt•"f\1 

BUTLER COUNTY, OHIO 

Case No: DR 1408083 f ••• 
Date: September 11, 2026 ' 

Judge Snsan Laker Tolbe1:t, By Assignment 

ENTRY GRANTING 
DECLARE A PARTY 
LITIGANT 

MOTION TO 
A VEXATIOUS 

The matter came on for hearing on the .;\lotion Lo Declare a Party a Ve:ratious Litigant 

pursuant to R.C. 2S2t3 .• 52 filed on Ju1y 51, 2026, by Plaintiff. and D�fendant/Afotlter's Supplemental 

1Wemorandum in Opposit£on to Plaintfff'/.Fathers Vexatious-Litigant Request filed August 10, 2026, and 

Dqendant/Afot!ter's ftfotion to Dismiss Plainl{ff's Procedural◊· Improper 1',.fotion to Deel.are Her a 

re.ratio us Litigant and !'¥1 emorandum in Opposition. 

Motion to Dismiss 
Defendant/Mother argues that RC. 2::!QS.52 requires a separate civil action and that 

Plaintiff/Fa�her's motion, filed in this domestic relations case, must therefore be dismissed. The 
procedural history of cases brought under R.C. 2825.52 does not support that argrnnent, Although 
the statute permits a separate civil actiqn, it does not require oue. 

Statutory Standard 
Under RC. ::!323.52(A)(.'.1), a person may bt declared a vexatious litigator when the 

person's conduct in one or more civil actions: 
(1) ohdously serves only to harass or maliciom,ly irtjure another party to the civil 
action: 
(2) is not warranted under existing Jaw and cannot be supported by a good faith 
argument for an extension, modification, or reversal of existing law; or 
(3) is imposed solely for delay. 

Court's Analysis 
,. 

.Many of Plaintiff/Father's complaints concern difficulties c�1mn6nly <;ncou�tere<lby self:. 
represented litigants, including identifying the proper motion, determining what may be filed, and 
selecting the appropriate court. Although Plaintiffi'Father objects to the volume of 
Defendant/Mother's motion$, notice�. appeals, and other filings, he has also litigated extensively 
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in this case. One court entry identified sixty-two pending rnotions: fifty-one filed by 
Plaintiff/Father, ten bv Defendant/Mother, and one bv the Guardian Ad Litem. However. even if 

w v 

Plaintiff/Father has been more litigious, whether he qualifies as a vexatious litigator is not 
presently before the Court Defonclant/Mother cannot excuse her own conduct by alleging similar 
conduct by the opposing party. The Court must revie\V the docket and filings t'( determine 

whether Defendant/Mother's conduct satisfies the statutory definition. 

l. .Filings Unwarranted hy Existing Law 
Defendant/l'vfother's filings are umvarranted under existing la,v and cannot be supported 

by a good-faith argument to extend, modify, or reverse it. She admitted filing multiple "Notices'' to 

circumvent the evidentiary process and stated that she did so because the Court ha<l not ruled on 
her pending motions quickly enough. Iler repeated motions raising the same issue reflect the same 
impatience. This conduct disregards proper procedure and abuses the judicial process. 

2. Repeated Requests for Resolved Relief 
Defendant/Mother repeatedly sought the same relief atter the issue had been resolved. For 

example, she filed three affida,,jts alleging bias and prE'.judice by the assigned judge; each was 
rejected. yet another motion seeking the samt: relief is filed again and is currently pending. This 

pattern reflects an unwillingness to accept an adverse ruling or the resolution of the matter and 
further ah.uses the j udiciaI proc:ess. 

S. Conse<1uences of the Conduct 
Defendant/1\fother's conduct has tangible consequences. Plaintiff/Father must respond to 

each filing, incurring expenses that could otherwise support the minor children. The Court must 
also address an expanding number of pending motions, with no apparent end to the filings. This 
congests the court system and is a waste of judicial resources paid by the taxpayers of this county 
,and state. 

Conclusion 

The Court therefore finds that Defendant/1\fother, Chinelo C. Nwankwo, qualifies as a 
vexatious litigator under R.C. QSQS.52. Because Plaintiff/Fathet submitted np evidence of attorney 
foes, his request for such fees is not well taken. 

,,r 
; 

D1/endant/Afother's Nlotion to Dismi'.�s PlaintiJJ's Procedural[v bizproper 111otion to Declare Her a 

'f'e,i:atious Lit4�-ant and J,f emormuimn in Opposition is not well taken and is hereby denied. 

The Afotion to Dedare a Party a l1exatimu Litigant'pursuant to RC. 2323.52 filed on Julys I, 

2026, by Plaintiff/Father is well taken and I$ hereby granted. 
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The Clerk of Butler County shall fc)nvard a certified copy of this finding pursuant to RC. 

2SiiU3.52(H). 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

lhert, B� . ssignment 
' 

_, 

Copies shall be provided to the parties and <.xnmsel ofrecord and as further proscribed by law. 
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