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STATE OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE COUNTY OF MACOMB  
  

Robert Anderson                                                                      Hon.  Richard Caretti  
D/B/A Detroit Tubs                    Case No. 2023-001402-CB . 

  Plaintiff, 
v. 

Nick Doelle, Individually Modern Paint and Design 
OCEAN ROCK BATH, LLC,  Defendants,  
______________________________________/ 

Robert Anderson 
D/B/A Detroit Tubs                    
21537 Tanglewood   
ST. Clair Shores, MI. 48082 
586-344-3030 

PLAINTIFF’S MOTION TO COMPEL  
DEFENDANT(S) TO ANSWER INTERROGATORIES OF  

Red Barron Handyman and Construction LLC  
 Rick and Jeni Turnbell  

Melissa Doelle    

AND  

REQUEST FOR SANCTIONS AGAINST OPPOSING CONSEL       

 NOW COMES THE PLAINTIFF ROBERT ANDERSON’S PLAINTIFF’S MOTION 

TO COMPEL AND FOR SANCTIONS AGAINST OPPOSING CONSEL.     

1. On 12/18/2023 The court ordered discovery in this case   
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2. On 01/01/2024 Interrogatories were sent From Plaintiff to Defendant’s Counsel and also 

electronically Filed in Mifile System.  

3. In a follow up email The Plaintiff asked Defendant’s counsel if sending in a MS Word 

document  would be easier,  No reply has been given since that date.         

4. The Plaintiff requests that all defendants be required to answer all interrogatories within 14 

days of the courts ruling.  

REQUEST FOR SANCTIONS AGAINST OPPOSING CONSEL  

1. On 11/19/2023 Defendant Doelle along with his counsel requested to seek a PERSONAL 

PROTECTION ORDER.   

2. The PERSONAL PROTECTION ORDER intent was to stop The Plaintiff from representing 

himself and attempting to restrict more of his rights afforded by the constitution.  

3. 01/08/2024 The Issue was heard and then denied after a hearing by Judge Matthew 

Switalski   Case No. 2023-006916-ph  

4. Doelle along with his Attorneys appeared in person, they requested a PERSONAL 

PROTECTION ORDER against Plaintiff. Referring to this case stating in open court, that 

this case is a form of harassment of Mr. Doelle.  Also alleged large attorney fees that Doelle 

has incurred in this case.  

5. The Plaintiff filed this case in the proper venue, based on a contract signed be Mr. Doelle,   

The Defendant’s motion for summary disposition was denied by this court  
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6. These facts and any legal fees incurred, were solely caused by Mr. Doelle’s Improper actions 

and are the basis of this litigation.  

7. Seeking/Filing a PERSONAL PROTECTION ORDER is a abuses the rules of procedure,  

the judicial process.    

8.  On or about 04/03/2023, Doelle was advised by the Plaintiff he was going to uphold the 

signed non-compete contract. Whereas Doelle’s reply was “why Bother” ( Please SEE EX. A  

text messages exchange from Doelle and Plaintiff )  

9. Please See Exhibits C-1 thru C-4 , emails from Mr. Robinson stating that I had illegally or 

improperly contacted Mr. Doelle. The plaintiff replied, and stated that the contact was not 

done by myself.    

10.  In the emails with Mr. Robinson it was explained that was done be a online networking site  

that I joined who then sent email to all of my contacts. Even with this information,  they 

choose to request a personal protection, order improperly and abuse the Court system. 

Additionally according to the court clerk, the PPO was denied on November 17. 

11.  On December 1, 2023 in an email to Mr. Murphy and Mr. Robinson I reminded them that I 

have interrogatories that they have not responded to and also the parties that I wished to 

conduct discovery for.  
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 Plaintiff Humbly requests this honorable court to Order ALL Parties above to answer  

interrogatories within 14 days of this court order.   

 Furthermore, that both Defendants lawyers be sanctioned of $1,000 each for violating 

rules of procedure or for abusing the judicial process. For their part of improper use of the 

personal protection order.  Lawyers should be held to a higher standard of conduct and simply 

should know better. They do not have facts or law so they attack the Plaintiff and attempt to 

pervert the law and to deprive the Plaintiff his rights as they have done before and is the topic of 

a Federal Case No.23-12071.   

Sunday, January 21, 2024 

ROBERT ANDERSON  
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EX . A  
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EX . B1 
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EX.  B2 
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