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Case :N0.: 2009-03-4877

IN RE: PETITION FOR ARB1TRA T(ON

STEPHENSMIm

Petitioner,
vs.

WATER BRIDGE 2 ASSOCIATION,
INC., a Corporation

Respondent,
_______ ~ ._1

. RESPOl' pENT'S
MOTION TO S,TRIKEAND DJ.~~MISS"F~'E~J'ONSE8.-ISlet IN

oPPOSmONTO DELAY OF HEtOONG B'~{TlIE RESPONDENT"

Respondent, Water Bridge 2 Aswciation, :Inc., a Corporation, files this

"Motion to Strike and Di$miss' 'Resp 1nses (sicjl in Opposition to Delay of

Hearing by the Respondent.'"

1. Said motion, filed by the Peti :,i,onerherein, is nothing more than an ex~

parte letter to the arbitrator,: wherein h~1merely sHl'casti'cally vents hisaUeged

frustration relative to the seheduled dat~, of the tlilephone evidentiary hearing .

regarding "'Respondent's Motionto·Setllgide Default."

2. As a result, said motion is ~ll1ed with irrelevant, imri1aterial and

impertinent matters that have no bearing or 1te issues lit hand and isfiled'forthe sole

purpose to attempt to embarrass the Res~'ondent's I;ounsel and/or to attempt to

generate pity in and/or curry favor with, th ~arbitrato]'



WUEREFORE, the]~espondentl\'Quld resJXl':tfuUy'request th~ttheArl>.itratpr

strike and dismis~ Petitioner's- eXl'arte !l~ttet/"Re!:ponses(sic]ln Opposition to

Delay of Haring by the Respondent" E. Hd that the Arbitrator order sueh,further'and

other relief as the Arbitrator deems just ;:ndpreper.

I certify that on March 23',2010, a lrue and Cc]rrectcopyoffhe foregoing was..

served by U.S. mail 011Steph~n Smith, pf!titioner, ilt 5950. Del Lago Cir~le, #209,
Sunrise, FL 33313.

~l.!.u'·~
Claire 'Cilbbin, Esq~
Attornciy f9r R~s~6ndent
Flondn Ba_r No. 281921

2101 N. Andrews Avenue
Suite N DS. 401 ..0402

Ft. Lalnrlerdale, Florida 33311~3940
Teleph.( IDe: (954) 566-0111
Fax: (9';4) 566-5859


