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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO 

EASTERN DIVISION 

 

BRYAN ANTHONY REO, │ Case No. 1:19-cv-02589-CAB 

   │ 

  Plaintiff, │ Hon. Christopher A. Boyko 

   │ 

 v.  │ Mag. Thomas M. Parker 

   │ 

MARTIN LINDSTEDT., │ 

   │ 

  Defendant. │ 

   │ 

 

REO LAW, LLC    MARTIN LINDSTEDT 

Bryan Anthony Reo (#0097470)  338 Rabbit Track Road 

P.O. Box 5100     Granby, MO 64844 

Mentor, OH 44061    (T):  (417) 472-6901 

(T):  (440) 313-5893    (E):  pastorlindstedt@gmail.com 

(E):  reo@reolaw.org    Pro se Defendant 

Pro se Plaintiff 

 

 

PLAINTIFF BRYAN ANTHONY REO’S REPORT  

REGARDING RULE 26 INITIAL DISCLOSURES 

 

 

 NOW COMES Bryan Anthony Reo (“Plaintiff”), pro se, and hereby propounds upon 

Martin Lindstedt (“Defendant”) and this Honorable Court Plaintiff Bryan Anthony Reo’s Report 

Regarding Rule 26 Initial Disclosures. 

 

 Plaintiff filed a Joint Rule 26 report along with counter-defendant Kyle Bristow, with said 

report being filed with the court on 4/10/2020 [ECF No. 28]. A close and careful review of the 

sent folder in Bryan Anthony Reo’s email box and the case files in both of the relevant respective 

cases reveals that Rule 26 Initial Disclosures were not served upon Martin Lindstedt in either of 

the two relevant cases [Bryan Anthony Reo v Martin Lindstedt- this case] or Stefani Rossi Reo v 
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Martin Lindstedt. A further review of the email chain reveals the reason and refreshes the memory 

of Plaintiff as to what happened, when it happened, how it happened, and why it happened. This 

technical oversight has been immediately remedied and rectified with the prompt service of Rule 

26 Initial Disclosures in the hours prior to the filing of this report. The oversight is strictly technical 

because Rule 26 initial disclosures are only due at or within 14 days of a Rule 26(f) conference of 

the parties and in neither case did Defendant Martin Lindstedt ever coordinate and cooperate with 

Plaintiff Pro Se Bryan Reo or Counsel for Plaintiff Bryan Reo to get through a Rule 26(f) 

conference and no conference took place in either case. Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(C) is controlling as to 

the time for providing of initial disclosures. 

 

 Defendant Martin Lindstedt engaged in obscene, ridiculous, and nonsensical gibberish 

email response [of multiple pages] when Plaintiff Reo attempted to coordinate to plan a Rule 26(f) 

conference throughout the first week of April 2020 [see-Email Chain attached as Exhibit 1]. Bryan 

Anthony Reo attempted to plan and coordinate Rule 26(f) conferences telephonically with Martin 

Lindstedt in Bryan Anthony Reo v Martin Lindstedt [the instant action], Stefani Rossi Reo v 

Martin Lindstedt, and Anthony Domenic Reo v Martin Lindstedt. Of the three, the only case that 

had a Rule 26 phone conference occur was Anthony Domenic Reo v Martin Lindstedt because it 

was the only case wherein Lindstedt actually cooperated and reined in his ridiculous rhetoric and 

nonsense long enough to agree to a mutually available date/time for the conference call and long 

enough to actually have a meaningful conference call to agree to a discovery plan. 

 

Why did Lindstedt rein it in? Judge Adams told Martin Lindstedt, during the phone status 

conference [3/5/2020], that if the parties could not resolve their issues with coordinating a Rule 
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26, by phone, and do it by phone, the court would require everybody [all parties and counsels to 

parties] to come in to the court in person and attend a Rule 26(f) supervised by the court. Lindstedt 

stated he lacked the means to make it to Ohio to attend a status conference or a Rule 26 conference, 

to which Judge Adams said that any party required to attend that failed to attend would be defaulted 

or have their claims dismissed as a sanction. As best Plaintiff recollects, Judge Adams said, “if I 

require your attendance and then you don’t attend I will be happy to default you.” In short, when 

faced with the threat of having to attend an in-person hearing he could not make it to, and being 

defaulted for non-appearance, Martin Lindstedt was able to coordinate a Rule 26 phone conference 

and was able to keep his verbal abuse and nonsense to a level that was so low [for him] that it was 

almost tolerable. Martin Lindstedt was never so motivated in Bryan Anthony Reo v Martin 

Lindstedt nor in Stefani Rossi Reo v Martin Lindstedt and thus it was impossible to coordinate and 

conduct a Rule 26 with him, no Rule 26 conference took place in either of those two cases, and no 

initial disclosures were made by any of the parties as to any of the other parties, excepting that 

initial disclosures have now been made by Plaintiff Bryan Anthony Reo and Plaintiff Stefani Rossi 

Reo, and served upon Defendant Martin Lindstedt, electronically [see attached Exhibit 2 email 

service] and been dispatched by USPS as well. The actual disclosures are attached as Exhibit 3 

[Bryan Reo’s] and Exhibit 4 [Stefani Rossi Reo’s]. 

 

The initial disclosures are substantially similar to those in the Anthony Domenic Reo v 

Martin Lindstedt case [attached as Exhibit 5] and there are no witnesses nor information to which 

Martin Lindstedt would not be aware, nor documents/posts referenced that would not already be 

in his possession. The primary witnesses are the parties in the respective cases and the relevant 
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defamatory statements are in the possession of the respective plaintiffs and defendants in the 

respective cases. 

 

Mr. Lindstedt has not been prejudiced or inconvenienced by only just now having formal 

Rule 26 initial disclosures served upon him as he knew of the existence of all of the relevant 

witnesses due to the ongoing litigation and the nature of the pleadings such as they are to date. Mr. 

Lindstedt should not be rewarded for having carried on in an outlandish and abusive fashion to the 

extent he was able to torpedo the opportunity of the parties to plan and conduct a Rule 26 

conference in the two relevant cases. He is not in any way disadvantaged by only just now being 

served formal Rule 26 initial disclosures. 

 

Plaintiff does apologize for the difficulty associated with the proceedings in this action and 

would like to stress the point that these proceedings, in which the pleadings are not even closed 

[after approximately 12 months], have proven extremely difficulty to follow and keep track of, 

particularly in light of significantly long email chains by a usually uncooperative Defendant Martin 

Lindstedt. It literally took an explicit threat of being required to attend an in-person hearing and 

facing default for non-appearance, from Judge Adams, to get Mr. Lindstedt to hold off on his 

nonsense long enough to plan and conduct a more or less proper Rule 26 phone conference. 

Lindstedt was never faced with any such threat in the two cases presently pending before Judge 

Boyko and thus Lindstedt never have the incentive to shelf his nonsense long enough to plan and 

conduct Rule 26(f) conferences, and it proved impossible for Plaintiff or Plaintiff’s Counsel in the 

respective actions to get anything agreed to. 
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Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(C) provides that initial disclosures shall be made at or within 14 days of 

the Rule 26(f) conference of the parties. No such conference ever occurred in Stefani Rossi Reo v 

Martin Lindstedt nor in Bryan Anthony Reo v Martin Lindstedt and thus no disclosures were made 

prior to today. A Rule 26(f) conference did occur in Anthony Domenic Reo v Martin Lindstedt 

and those initial disclosures were made in April. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

REO LAW, LLC 

 

/s/ Bryan Anthony Reo   

Bryan Anthony Reo (#0097470) 

P.O. Box 5100  

Mentor, OH 44061 

(T):  (440) 313-5893 

(E):  reo@reolaw.org 

Pro se Plaintiff 

Dated:  September 4, 2020 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO 

EASTERN DIVISION 

 

BRYAN ANTHONY REO, │ Case No. 1:19-cv-02589-CAB 

   │ 

  Plaintiff, │ Hon. Christopher A. Boyko 

   │ 

 v.  │ Mag. Thomas M. Parker 

   │ 

MARTIN LINDSTEDT., │ 

   │ 

  Defendant. │ 

   │ 

 

REO LAW, LLC    MARTIN LINDSTEDT 

Bryan Anthony Reo (#0097470)  338 Rabbit Track Road 

P.O. Box 5100     Granby, MO 64844 

Mentor, OH 44061    (T):  (417) 472-6901 

(T):  (440) 313-5893    (E):  pastorlindstedt@gmail.com 

(E):  reo@reolaw.org    Pro se Defendant 

Pro se Plaintiff 

 

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 

 

 I, Bryan Anthony Reo, affirm that I am a party to the above-captioned civil action, and on 

September 4, 2020, I served a true and accurate copy the foregoing document upon Martin 

Lindstedt, 338 Rabbit Track Road, Granby, MO 64844, by placing the same in a First Class 

postage-prepaid, properly addressed, and sealed envelope and in the United States Mail located in 

City of Mentor, Lake County, State of Ohio. 

 I have also electronically filed the foregoing document which should serve notice of the 

filing of the same upon each party who has appeared through counsel, via the court’s electronic 

filing notification system. 

/s/ Bryan Anthony Reo   

Bryan Anthony Reo (#0097470) 

P.O. Box 5100  
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Mentor, OH 44061 

(T):  (440) 313-5893 

(E):  reo@reolaw.org 

Pro se Plaintiff 

 

Dated:  September 4, 2020 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO 

EASTERN DIVISION 

 

BRYAN ANTHONY REO, │ Case No. 1:19-cv-02589-CAB 

   │ 

  Plaintiff, │ Hon. Christopher A. Boyko 

   │ 

 v.  │ Mag. Thomas M. Parker 

   │ 

MARTIN LINDSTEDT., │ 

   │ 

  Defendant. │ 

   │ 

 

REO LAW, LLC    MARTIN LINDSTEDT 

Bryan Anthony Reo (#0097470)  338 Rabbit Track Road 

P.O. Box 5100     Granby, MO 64844 

Mentor, OH 44061    (T):  (417) 472-6901 

(T):  (440) 313-5893    (E):  pastorlindstedt@gmail.com 

(E):  reo@reolaw.org    Pro se Defendant 

Pro se Plaintiff 

 

 

PLAINTIFF’S RULE 26 INITIAL  

DISCLOSURES TO DEFENDANT 
 

 

NOW COMES Bryan Anthony Reo (“Plaintiff”), Pro Se, and hereby propounds upon Defendant 

Plaintiff’s Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(a)(1) Initial Disclosures: 

 

I.  INDIVIDUALS LIKELY TO HAVE DISCOVERABLE INFORMATION 
 

 

1. Anthony Domenic Reo. P.O. Box 5100, Mentor, Ohio 44061. Witness will testify about 

the tortious conduct of Defendant and the injuries Plaintiff suffered therefor. 
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2. Stefani Rossi Reo. P.O. Box 5100, Mentor, Ohio 44061. Witness will testify about the 

tortious conduct of Defendant and the injuries Plaintiff suffered therefor. 

3. Bryan Anthony Reo P.O. Box 5100, Mentor, Ohio 44061. Plaintiff will testify about the 

tortious conduct of Defendant and the injuries Plaintiff suffered therefor. 

4. Martin Lindstedt [Defendant]. Defendant/witness can testify that Defendant has no factual 

basis for making any of the allegations/statements he made about Plaintiff and that 

Defendant has no evidence to support the allegations/statements. Defendant will also 

testify that he was not privileged to make any of the posts. Defendant will further testify as 

to the relevant scienter he had when he made the posts. 

5. Judge Patrick Condon [Lake County Common Pleas]- Witness will testify that Plaintiff did 

not corrupt any judicial proceedings in Lake County Ohio. 

6. Judge Gregory Stremel [Missouri Newton County]- Witness will testify that Plaintiff did 

not engage in any corrupt activity in Missouri in regards to the domestication of the 

judgment obtained in Lake County Ohio into the Missouri court. 

 

II.  DOCUMENTS AND ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION 

 

7. Plaintiff will provide copies of the defamatory statements disseminated by Defendant, an 

affidavit from Plaintiff that Plaintiff has never engaged in bribery, homosexuality, 

corruption of judicial proceedings via improperly influencing a judge or jury, etc. 

8. Defendant has relevant documentary evidence on his website in the form of the posts in 

question. 

 

III.  COMPUTATION OF EACH CATEGORY OF DAMAGES 
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9. General Damages:  Undetermined as of now; Plaintiff seeks no less than $750,000.00 in 

general damages by virtue of significant damage to Plaintiff’s professional and personal 

reputation. 

10. Punitive Damages:  Undetermined as of now; will be based on maliciousness of 

Defendants’ conduct. Defendant alleged that Plaintiff engaged in bribery, corruption of 

public officials, and used homosexual sexual favors to bribe judges and corrupt 

proceedings. 

11. Attorney’s Fees and Costs:  To be determined after trial based upon time and fees spent on 

the case and incurred, respectively. 

Sincerely, 

 

/S/. BRYAN ANTHONY REO 

Bryan Anthony Reo 

P.O. Box 5100 

Mentor, OH 44061 

(P):  (440) 313-5893 

(E):  Reo@ReoLaw.org 

Pro Se Plaintiff 

 

Dated:  September 4, 2020 

Case: 1:19-cv-02589-CAB  Doc #: 66-3  Filed:  09/04/20  3 of 4.  PageID #: 642



4 
 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

 I, Bryan A. Reo, affirm that I am Plaintiff in the above-captioned civil action, and on 

September 4, 2020, I served a true and accurate copy of the foregoing document to Defendant 

Martin Lindstedt to Martin Lindstedt, 338 Rabbit Track Road, Granby, MO 64844, by placing the 

same in a First Class postage-prepaid, properly addressed, and sealed envelope and in the United 

States Mail. 

 Furthermore, I affirm that on September 4, 2020, I electronically emailed to 

<pastorlindstedt@gmail.com> a PDF version of the foregoing document to Defendant Martin 

Lindstedt. 

/S/ BRYAN ANTHONY REO 

Bryan Anthony Reo 

P.O. Box 5100 

Mentor, OH 44061 

(P):  (440) 313-5893 

(E):  Reo@ReoLaw.org 

Pro Se Plaintiff 

 

Dated:  September 4, 2020 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO 

EASTERN DIVISION 

 

STEFANI ROSSI REO, │ Case No. 1:19-CV-02786-CAB 

   │ 

  Plaintiff / Counter-Defendant, │ Hon. Christopher A. Boyko 

   │ 

 v.  │ Mag. Thomas M. Parker 

   │ 

MARTIN LINDSTEDT, │ 

   │ 

  Defendant / Counter-Plaintiff. │ 

   │ 

 

REO LAW, LLC    MARTIN LINDSTEDT 

Bryan Anthony Reo (#0097470)  338 Rabbit Track Road 

P.O. Box 5100     Granby, MO 64844 

Mentor, OH 44061    (T):  (417) 472-6901 

(T):  (440) 313-5893    (E):  pastorlindstedt@gmail.com 

(E):  reo@reolaw.org    Pro se Defendant 

Attorney for Plaintiff Stefani Rossi Reo 

 

 

PLAINTIFF’S RULE 26 INITIAL  

DISCLOSURES TO DEFENDANT 
 

 

NOW COMES Stefani Rossi Reo (“Plaintiff”), by and through undersigned counsel and hereby 

propounds upon Defendant Plaintiff’s Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(a)(1) Initial Disclosures: 

 

I.  INDIVIDUALS LIKELY TO HAVE DISCOVERABLE INFORMATION 
 

 

1. Anthony Domenic Reo. P.O. Box 5100, Mentor, Ohio 44061. Witness will testify about 

the tortious conduct of Defendant and the injuries Plaintiff suffered therefor. 
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2. Stefani Rossi Reo. P.O. Box 5100, Mentor, Ohio 44061. Plaintiff will testify about the 

tortious conduct of Defendant and the injuries Plaintiff suffered therefor. 

3. Bryan Anthony Reo P.O. Box 5100, Mentor, Ohio 44061. Witness will testify about the 

tortious conduct of Defendant and the injuries Plaintiff suffered therefor. 

4. Martin Lindstedt [Defendant]. Defendant/witness can testify that Defendant has no factual 

basis for making any of the allegations/statements he made about Plaintiff and that 

Defendant has no evidence to support the allegations/statements. Defendant will also 

testify that he was not privileged to make any of the posts. Defendant will further testify as 

to the relevant scienter he had when he made the posts. 

 

II.  DOCUMENTS AND ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION 

 

5. Plaintiff will provide copies of the defamatory statements disseminated by Defendant, an 

affidavit from Plaintiff that Plaintiff is not and has never been a prostitute or committed 

any sexual offenses or criminal sexual acts. 

6. Defendant has relevant documentary evidence on his website in the form of the posts in 

question. 

 

III.  COMPUTATION OF EACH CATEGORY OF DAMAGES 

 

7. General Damages:  Undetermined as of now; Plaintiff seeks no less than $500,000.00 in 

general damages by virtue of significant damage to Plaintiff’s professional and personal 

reputation. 
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8. Punitive Damages:  Undetermined as of now; will be based on maliciousness of 

Defendants’ conduct. Defendant alleged that Plaintiff was a prostitute and engaged in 

prostitution which is a crime. Defendant cast Plaintiff’s marital difficulties into false light. 

9. Attorney’s Fees and Costs:  To be determined after trial based upon time and fees spent on 

the case and incurred, respectively. 

Sincerely, 

 

/S/. BRYAN ANTHONY REO 

Bryan Anthony Reo 

P.O. Box 5100 

Mentor, OH 44061 

(P):  (440) 313-5893 

(E):  Reo@ReoLaw.org 

Attorney for Plaintiff Stefani Rossi Reo 

 

Dated:  September 4, 2020 

Case: 1:19-cv-02589-CAB  Doc #: 66-4  Filed:  09/04/20  3 of 4.  PageID #: 646



4 
 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

 I, Bryan A. Reo, affirm that I am a counsel to Plaintiff in the above-captioned civil action, 

and on September 4, 2020, I served a true and accurate copy of the foregoing document to 

Defendant Martin Lindstedt to Martin Lindstedt, 338 Rabbit Track Road, Granby, MO 64844, by 

placing the same in a First Class postage-prepaid, properly addressed, and sealed envelope and in 

the United States Mail. 

 Furthermore, I affirm that on September 4, 2020, I electronically emailed to 

<pastorlindstedt@gmail.com> a PDF version of the foregoing document to Defendant Martin 

Lindstedt. 

/S/ BRYAN ANTHONY REO 

Bryan Anthony Reo 

P.O. Box 5100 

Mentor, OH 44061 

(P):  (440) 313-5893 

(E):  Reo@ReoLaw.org 

Attorney for Plaintiff Stefani Rossi Reo 

 

Dated:  September 4, 2020 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO 

EASTERN DIVISION 

 

ANTHONY DOMENIC REO, │ Case No. 1:19-cv-02615-JRA 

   │ 

  Plaintiff, │ Hon. John R. Adams 

   │ 

 v.  │ Mag. George J. Limbert 

   │ 

MARTIN LINDSTEDT., │ 

   │ 

  Defendant. │ 

   │ 

 

REO LAW, LLC    MARTIN LINDSTEDT 

Bryan Anthony Reo (#0097470)  338 Rabbit Track Road 

P.O. Box 5100     Granby, MO 64844 

Mentor, OH 44061    (T):  (417) 472-6901 

(T):  (440) 313-5893    (E):  pastorlindstedt@gmail.com 

(E):  reo@reolaw.org    Pro se Defendant 

Attorney for Plaintiff Anthony Reo 

 

 

PLAINTIFF’S RULE 26 INITIAL  

DISCLOSURES TO DEFENDANT 
 

 

NOW COMES Anthony Domenic Reo (“Plaintiff”), by and through undersigned counsel and 

hereby propounds upon Defendant Plaintiff’s Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(a)(1) Initial Disclosures: 

 

I.  INDIVIDUALS LIKELY TO HAVE DISCOVERABLE INFORMATION 
 

 

1. Anthony Domenic Reo. P.O. Box 5100, Mentor, Ohio 44061. Plaintiff will testify about 

the tortious conduct of Defendant and the injuries Plaintiff suffered therefor. 

2. Martin Lindstedt [Defendant]. Defendant/witness can testify that Defendant has no factual 

basis for making any of the allegations/statements he made about Plaintiff and that 
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Defendant has no evidence to support the allegations/statements. Defendant will also 

testify that he was not privileged to make any of the posts. Defendant will further testify as 

to the relevant scienter he had when he made the posts. 

 

II.  DOCUMENTS AND ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION 

 

3. Plaintiff will provide copies of the defamatory statements disseminated by Defendant, an 

affidavit from Plaintiff that Plaintiff is not a homosexual, has never had homosexual sex, 

has never committed incest with his son, and never committed incest with anybody. 

4. Defendant has relevant documentary evidence on his website in the form of the posts in 

question. 

 

III.  COMPUTATION OF EACH CATEGORY OF DAMAGES 

 

5. General Damages:  Undetermined as of now; Plaintiff seeks no less than $500,000.00 in 

general damages by virtue of significant damage to Plaintiff’s professional and personal 

reputation. 

6. Punitive Damages:  Undetermined as of now; will be based on maliciousness of 

Defendants’ conduct. Defendant alleged that Plaintiff was having a homosexual incestuous 

affair with Plaintiff’s own son. Plaintiff is a professional [engineer] and Plaintiff’s son is a 

professional [attorney]. Neither individual is homosexual nor has ever engaged in any 

homosexual or incestuous conduct. Incest is a crime in Ohio and Missouri and Defendant’s 

statements against Plaintiff Anthony Domenic Reo were highly offensive, intended as 

factual assertions, and would result in Plaintiff being viewed in a highly objectionable 

manner in Plaintiff’s community. Plaintiff is entitled to punitive damages. 
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7. Attorney’s Fees and Costs:  To be determined after trial based upon time and fees spent on 

the case and incurred, respectively. 

Sincerely, 

 

/S/. BRYAN ANTHONY REO 

Bryan Anthony Reo 

P.O. Box 5100 

Mentor, OH 44061 

(P):  (440) 313-5893 

(E):  Reo@ReoLaw.org 

Attorney for Plaintiff Anthony Domenic Reo 

 

Dated:  April 22, 2020 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

 I, Bryan A. Reo, affirm that I am a counsel to Plaintiff in the above-captioned civil action, 

and on April 22, 2020, I served a true and accurate copy of the foregoing document to Defendant 

Martin Lindstedt to Martin Lindstedt, 338 Rabbit Track Road, Granby, MO 64844, by placing the 

same in a First Class postage-prepaid, properly addressed, and sealed envelope and in the United 

States Mail. 

 Furthermore, I affirm that on April 22, 2020, I electronically emailed to 

<pastorlindstedt@gmail.com> a PDF version of the foregoing document to Defendant Martin 

Lindstedt. 

/S/ BRYAN ANTHONY REO 

Bryan Anthony Reo 

P.O. Box 5100 

Mentor, OH 44061 

(P):  (440) 313-5893 

(E):  Reo@ReoLaw.org 

Attorney for Plaintiff Anthony Domenic Reo 

 

Dated:  April 22, 2020 
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