


finds that in most cases where there is a self-represent litigant seeking to preserve their primary
residence, it is in the interest of equity and fairness to permit such motions without the
gatekeeping function of a fee.

This is not to offer an opinion on the merits, or lack thereof, of Defendant’s most recent
motion. Rather it is an expression of the fundamental purpose of the Civil Rules of Procedure to
permit courts to decide issues on the merits where possible, instead of making technical
determinations.

For these reasons, Plaintiff’s motion to strike is Denied. Plaintiff shall have 30 days
from the date that this Order issues to file a response to Defendant’s Rule 60(b) motion, and after
an opportunity for Defendant to reply, the Court will then review and rule on the motion. At this
point, the Court has not stayed any deadlines in this matter, and the timeframe for any
redemption of equity has neither been stayed nor tolled.

So Ordered.
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Daniel Richardson
Superior Court Judge




