IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF APPEAL OF THE STATE OF FLORIDA
SECOND DISTRICT

NEIL J. GILLESPIE

Appellant,
Case No.: 2D10-5197

Lower Court Case No. 05-CA-007205
VS.

BARKER, RODEMS & COOK, PA, a Florida
Corporation; and WILLIAM J. COOK,

Appellees.
/

APPELLANT’S MOTION FOR LEAVE TO SUBMIT REPLY TO

“APPELLEES' RESPONSE TO APPELLANT'S MOTION
TO REINSTATE DISMISSED APPEAL”

Appellant pro se, Neil J. Gillespie (“Gillespie”) moves for leave to submit a reply to
Appellees’ Response To Appellant’s Motion To Reinstate Dismissed Appeal, and states:
1. Mr. Rodems’ response supports Gillespie’s claims set forth in Appellant’s Motion To
Reinstate Dismissed Appeal. Specifically Mr. Rodems claims on page 2, paragraph 5, “In fact, in
deciding whether to sign it, Appellant stated to his attorney, “I’ll defer to your judgment on this.”
This is clear evidence that Gillespie lacked capacity to decide for himself. |
2. If granted leave to reply, Gillespie will show an undisclosed conflict with Mr.
Castagliuolo, who purportedly represented Gillespie, as well as other issues of law and fact that
Mr. Rodems has misrepresented to this Court in his response.

WHEREFORE, Appellant moves for leave to submit a reply to Appellees’ Response To
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Appellant’s Motion To Reinstate Dismissed Appeal.




RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED July 21, 2011.

eil J. Gillespi€, Aﬁ&nam)m’se
8092 SW 1}5™ Loop
Ocala, Florida 34481

(352) 854-7807

Certificate of Service

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the foregoing was mailed July 21, 2011 to Ryan C.

Rodems, 400 North Ashley Drive, Suite 2100, Tampa, Florida 33602.




