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[THE MOTHER]

V.

KEVIN THOMPSON

KEVIN THOMPSON'S OBJECTION TO [THE MOTHER]'S MOTION FOR ALLOWANCE OF COUNSEL FEES PENDENTE LITE


NOW COMES the Defendant, Kevin Thompson ("Father"), in the above-referenced matter and hereby objects to [the Mother]'s Motion for Allowance of Counsel Fees Pendente Lite.  In support of his objection, the Father contends that:

1.
The court documents are titled "[The Mother] v. Kevin Thompson."  The Mother's attorney solely represents the self-serving interests of the Mother.  She does not, in any way, represent the minor child in this case.  Therefore, her reference to A.B. v. C.D., 44 Mass. App. Ct. 63, 69 (1992), does not apply.

2.
The only parent who is representing the minor child in this case is the Father, whose book exposes the corruption in a Massachusetts family court system that has cost the minor child a balanced relationship with his only fit parent.

3.
As a general rule, a litigant must bear his own expenses including attorney fees, except where a statute permits the award of costs, a valid contract or stipulation provides for costs, or rules concerning damages permit recovery.  Krock v. Krock, 46 Mass. App. Ct. 528, 707 N.E. 2d 839.

4.
In item 12 of her motion, the Mother's attorney makes an irrelevant reference to M.G.L. c. 209C § 9, which has absolutely nothing to do with the award of attorney fees.  What IS relevant about this item is the attorney's concession that there is NOT a domestic relations statute that provides for an award of attorney fees.

5.
Contrary to her claim, the Mother has not brought this action in good faith.  The Mother's entire case has been based on lies communicated to a Court that is not interested in getting at the truth or holding the Mother accountable for her crimes of perjury.

6.
The current court case was initiated by the Mother, who has forced the Father into court costing him time and money, to respond to the Mother's law-defying motions to ban the Father's legally produced and distributed book.

7.
The Mother's motions have absolutely nothing to do with the minor child and everything to do with keeping concealed the crimes that she committed over the course of the child custody case.

8.
Contrary to the claims made by the Mother's attorney in her motion, the Father did in fact redact his book to eliminate the Mother, maternal grandmother, and minor child's names from the book.

9.
The Mother's attorney only filed this frivolous motion because she is as convinced as the Father that the Court is corrupt and will defy the law to her advantage if it thinks that it can get away with it.

10.
Since he has lost all faith in the integrity and impartiality of this Court, the Father fears that Judge Manzi has ordered a trial on this "book ban" matter to manufacture billable litigation so that she can retaliate against the Father by extorting the Mother's attorney fees from him at the conclusion of this case.

11.
The Father contends that an honorable, impartial, and competent court would have resolved the matter at the initial hearing with a denial of the Mother's law-defying "book ban" motions.

12.
Lastly, the Mother's motion for attorney fees is frivolous and wholly without merit.


WHEREFORE, the Father requests that the Mother's motion for attorney fees pendente lite be denied.








Respectfully Submitted,








Kevin Thompson, Plaintiff

Date:
June 14, 2006
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(978) 691-1191

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE


I, Kevin Thompson, hereby certify that a true copy of the above document was served upon Debra Dow at the Haverhill Public Library by hand delivery on June 14, 2006.
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Kevin Thompson, Plaintiff

