IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF IOWA 

IN AND FOR JEFFERSON COUNTY

	In re the Marriage of 

FREDERICK JAMES SHADDOCK and OKSANA SHEMET SHADDOCK

	

	Upon the Petition of
FREDERICK JAMES SHADDOCK,

              Petitioner,


And Concerning

OKSANA SHEMET SHADDOCK,

               Respondent.
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)
)
)
)
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)
)
	Equity No. CDCV402015

MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
STAY-AWAY ORDER
PENDING HEARING VIA ZOOM



Comes now the Petitioner, before the Court, expressing appreciation for the hearing scheduled on October 7 regarding the Stay Away Order request. Respondent has already, within an hour of receiving the notice of hearing, indicated her intent to ignore the reasoning behind such an order. On September 19, 2024, at 10:41 AM, Respondent stated, “I must come anyway,” and “You know my room must be free for me.”


What she refers to as “her room” is presently occupied by a tenant with a valid lease. A nice lady friend (and possible future wife of Petitioner after divorce on January 30) would likely be the main target of harassment by Respondent, who has referred to her as a “freeloader”, “idiot”, and other nasty names.


If Respondent attempts to take over a tenant’s room without proper legal procedures, such as a 30-Day Notice to Vacate and good cause, another “drama incident” will likely occur, requiring the Fairfield Police to intervene at the house. Respondent previously vowed to make all tenants leave, which is documented in a recorded call available for discovery at www.911FakeCalls.com, password: mantra.


Under Iowa Code §236 and §664A, which cover protective orders, courts are authorized to issue an emergency or Temporary Order for Protection if the Petitioner can demonstrate danger of harm. This would be appropriate in this case, as the Respondent is unusually insistent upon physically removing Petitioner’s tenants, particularly his potential future wife, from the house.  Respondent should find a potential next husband in DC.


Petitioner also prays that the divorce hearing be held via Zoom or electronic meeting for the convenience of Respondent, who resides at her condo in Washington, DC, thus saving her the expense and burden of a 1,000-mile flight to and from Fairfield. A Zoom hearing would also prevent further incidents requiring the Fairfield Police to intervene due to Respondent’s harassment.


If Respondent is required to attend the hearing in Fairfield rather than via Zoom from DC, she would need to stay in a hotel, as there are no available rooms for her at the house. This visit may also result in yet another incident involving the Fairfield Police for another civil court matter.

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED,
Frederick Shaddock,
Petitioner, pro se
Date: September 19, 2024
cc: Oksana Shemet Shaddock, Respondent (via electronic filing) 

