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For its answer-to the allegations of the Complaint, filed October 27; 2017, Defendant the 

State of Ohio states as follows: 

1. Paragraph 1 states legal conclusions rather than factual allegations and thus requires 

no response. However, if this Court determines that a response is required, paragraph 1 is denied for 

lack of knowledge. 

2. Paragraph 2 is denied for lack of knowledge. 

3. Paragraph 3 is denied for lack of knowledge. 

4. Paragraph 4 is admitted insofar as it alleges that that Plaintiff has attached to the 

Complaint copies of what appears to be judgment entries from the Ashtabula County Court of 

Common Pleas. F~er answering paragraph 4, the judgment entries in question speak for 

themselves and Defdndant denies any inconsistent allegations. Any remaining allegations of 

Paragraph 4 are denied for lack of knowledge. 

5. Paragraph 5 is denied for lack of knowledge. 

6. ParagJ:C).ph 6 is admitted insofar as it alleges that that Plaintiff has attached to the 
! 

Complaint copies of what appears to be a decision from the Eleventh District Court of Appeals 
' 
! 

Further answering paragraph 6, the sentencing entries in quest~on speak for themselves and 



• • 
Defendant denies any ~consistent allegations. Any remaining allegations of Paragraph 6 are denied 

I 
I 

I 
for lack of knowledge. 1 

I 

7. Paragraph 7 is denied for lack of knowledge. 

8. Paragraph 8 is denied for lack of knowledge. 

9. Paragraph 9 is admitted insofar as it alleges that Plaintiff has attached to the 
I 

Complaint a copy of what appears to be a decision from the Eleventh District Court of Appeals. 

Further answering paragraph 9, the decision in question speaks for itself and Defendant denies any 

inconsistent allegations~ Any remaining allegations of Paragraph 9 are denied for lack of knowledge. 

10. Paragraph 10 is admitted insofar as it alleges that Plaintiff has attached to the 

Complaint a copy of ~hat appears to be a judgment entty from the Ashtabula Gmnty Court of 
I 

Common Pleas. Further answering paragraph 10, the judgment entry in question speaks for itself 
I 
I 

and Defendant denies )any inconsistent allegations. Any remaining allegations of Paragraph 10 are 

denied for lack of knowledge. 

! 
11. Paragraph 11 states legal conclusions rather than factual allegations and thus requires 

no response. However, if this Court determines that a response is required, paragraph 11 is denied 

for lack of knowledge. 

12. Paragraph 12 is denied for lack of knowledge. 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

13. Plaintiff has failed to state a claim for which relief may be granted. 
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Respectfully submitted, 

MICHAEL DEWINE 
CJ.Jio A ttamey General 

• 

PETER E. DEMARCO (0002684) 
Principal Assistant A ttamey General 
AMY S. BROWN (0079650) 
A ssaiate Assistant A ttamey General 
Ohio Attorney General's Office 
Court of daims Defense Section 
150 East Gay Street, Floor 18 
Columbus, OH 43215 
(614) 466-7447 ()./foE 
Peter.DeMarco@ OhioAttomeyGeneral.gov 
Amy .Brown@ ohioattomeygeneral.gov 

COUNSEL FOR DEFENDANT 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

On November •] /51:'2014, we sent an electronic copy of this document via email to 
' 

Plaintiff's Counsel: Ariana E. Tarighati ataetarighati®windstream.net. 

PETER E. DEMARCO (0002684) 
AMY S. BROWN (0079650) 
Assistant A ttoYne)5 General 
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