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MOTION TO DISMISS / MOTION TO STRIKE

DENNIS J. WATSON

#27 9965 154 Street

Surrey, B.C.

Canada V3R 7V8

Telephone:  (604) 495-6869

E-mail:  dennis_watson100@hotmail.com

Defendant

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION

TELUS Corporation, a foreign
corporation,

Plaintiff,

DENNIS WATSON, an individual,

Defendant.

Case No.:  C07-3434 (VRW)

DEFENDANT’S MOTION TO DISSMISS

AND MOTION TO STRIKE

INITIAL BRIEF

1. I appreciate the court setting a date to hear my Motion to Dismiss and my Motion to Strike. I submitted
these motions based on the information given me in the “Handbook for Litigants without a Lawyer
United States District Court for the Northern District of California”. Chapter Seven page 66 of that book
states “One side files a motion…Next the opposing party files an opposition brief… then the moving
party files a reply brief… the court can decide the motion based solely on the arguments in the papers
or it can hold a hearing.”

2. Since I am unable to attend court in San Francisco, it is my hope that the other party will submit an
opposition brief for me to reply to since they seem to be exploiting the fact that I reside out of the
country and jurisdiction of the court so that they can proceed in my absence and submit false
information, like they did in their application, without giving me the chance to review and respond to it.

3. It is my hope the judge will be able to decide the motion based on written submissions since my whole
argument is jurisdiction as I do not reside in the United States and am unable to attend court in San
Francisco and therefor have little or no dealings with the District the application was filed in.

4. If the hearing proceeds, I ask that I be given a copy of any submissions or evidence submitted by the
other party so I may see it and respond to it.

Dated: Feb 09, 2008 By   Dennis Watson - Defendant


