
THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
NORTHER DISTRICT OF OHIO 

EASTERN DIVISION 

Anthony Domenic Reo, ) CASE NO.:  1:19CV2615 
) 

 Plaintiff,  ) JUDGE JOHN ADAMS 
) 

v. ) ORDER 
) 

Martin Lindstedt, ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

 Defendant. ) 

Pending before the Court are three motions filed by Plaintiff Anthony Reo.   Reo 

seeks to strike Defendant Martin Lindstedt’s answer and counterclaim, seeks a more 

definite statement related to the answer and counterclaim, and seeks to strike the response 

to his motion to strike.  Docs. 5, 6, and 8.  The motion to strike the answer and 

counterclaim (Doc. 5) is GRANTED.  The motion for a motion definite statement (Doc. 

6) is DENIED AS MOOT.  The second motion to strike (Doc. 8) the response to the first

motion to strike is GRANTED. 

A colleague on this Court struck a nearly identical answer and counterclaim filed 

by Lindstedt in related litigation stating:  

Defendant’s Amended Answer and Counterclaims (ECF No. 15) consist of 
rambling, largely irrelevant arguments, which are rife with personal insults 
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and racial slurs. Defendant seeks to join a number of parties: (1) Plaintiff’s 
wife and father, Stefani Rossi Reo and Anthony Domenic Reo; (2) three 
individuals, Kyle Bristow, Brett Klimkowsky, and William Finck, who 
Defendant describes as Plaintiff’s “provacateur” co-conspirators; (3) the 
Court of Common Pleas of Lake County and Lake County Judge Patrick 
Condon; (4) the State of Ohio; and (5) the United States Government. 
Defendant also maintains that his Church of Jesus Christ Christian/Aryan 
Nations of Missouri is a party to this action. But each of these parties, and 
the claims Defendant purports to bring against them, are irrelevant to 
Plaintiff’s tort action. More importantly, the arguments throughout the 
Amended Complaint and Counterclaims are offensive and plainly lack 
merit. Although striking a party’s pleading is a drastic action, it is 
appropriate in this instance. 

Case No. 1:19CV2103, Doc. 35 at 6.  The same logic applies herein.  Similar to the 

related action, the Court will allow Defendant’s general denial of the factual allegations 

to remain.  However, the remaining portions of his answer and his counterclaim are 

hereby STRICKEN. 

Having granted the motion to strike, Plaintiff’s motion for a more definite 

statement is DENIED AS MOOT. 

Plaintiff’s second motion to strike is also GRANTED.  Document 7 is hereby 

STRICKEN.  Defendant is placed on notice that continuing to include references to either 

Plaintiff or his counsel as “delusional self-loathing predatory homosexual non-white 

antifa agent provocateur[s]” or “delusional Satanic homosexual mongrel abomination[s]” 

places him at risk of sanctions from this Court.  Defendant shall cease utilizing any all 

language similar to these statements and shall act in a professional manner in all future 

filings. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

December 30, 2020        /s/ Judge John R. Adams_______ 
      JUDGE JOHN R. ADAMS 
      UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
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