
ExhibitA).

3. Plainti1l re-lleaded, ad in tun, Defendant nlod m Aswr aid

counleolain IorDanaces and l.jmctive Relief asaiNt Plaintif

On or about Math 13, 2006, Plaindlf nlcd a Reply to Defcndet's

Morion lo Slrike Defendmfs Affmadve Defetues, and her ArBwer and

Defenses o Defenddfs Counletlain. {A coPy of original is anached as

5 On or about March 27. 2006. Defendant nled a noiion to strike all of

llainnff s rffi mati\e defenses.

6. On or aboul May 4, 2006, lhis coun siruck lll eighrccn (l 8) of Plaintifs

aflinatile deae$es, ed oldered her Io re-pload.

?. on or alout May 22, 2006, Plaintif E pleaded her affirnative defcnses

(Copy of afiimalive delens€s anacbed s Dxhibit B)

8. Defcldanl seeks 10 slrike all of Plaintifs Re'Pleaded Ailmativ€

Defenses to Delendant s couteElain b€cause Urey fail 10 sect the requisite pl*ding

standad. S!€cinally, as fulty sei fonh herein, PhinLiffs Aflmative D€ta$es are

insuficient as a natiq of law and substanrially the sane as ibose affirmaiive defenses

peviosly sticken by llis Coun.

LECAL STANDATID

9. When a$cning d aflmltiae defens€, rhe €st h wherher lhe defense

eives color b rhe opposing partyt clain add then *sfis nes naften bv wlich the

appecnr rishr h defealed. vlornet ,1:!e kc! r. Dorle, 121 r11 App 3d 219, 222, 159

N.E,2d 613 (41h Dist. I984). An affimatile dcfe$e Dusl d. nole lhm offei evidence 10


