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John Harris, )

' Respondents.
,, ',..}, )l*'L i I ).t'

1*fi NOW ON this I i-" day of November, 2024, uponthree of our members havrng assembled, our
Lord and King Jesus Christ thereby berng in our midst, our Court having been lawfully formecl after
having provided all lawful public Notices and having been operatrng pubircly and without objection
for the last three (3) years as a Court of record administering the common law as the earthly
expression of the ultimate law of God. bowing only to His uitimate sovereignty, conducting ourselves
consistently with our understanding of the superior law of Almighty God and, wherever possible,
consistently with Respondents' 1781 and 1787 Constrtutlons ior the united states of America, the
Declaration of Independence, the Northwest Ordrnance, and Magna Carta, among other treatises and
founding documents, having reviewed Claimant I(atherine Hine's verified Petition, with attached
Notices and proofs of service, non-response and return of summons, we FIND by a preponderance of
the evidence and beyond any reasonable doubt as lbllows:

1. Respondents are wholly in default, having failed to respond to any of the Notices attached as '
Exhibit A to Claimants' petition, and having subsequently also failed to respond to the Petition itself
or to the Summons which provided for an additional ten (10) days in which to explain previous
defaults. The courier's retum of summons demonstrates that said ten ( 10) days have now elapsed with
no responses having been provided

2. An agent of Respondent Yost, one Erica Vlarselle, acknowledged by emaildated October 14,2024
Respondent Yost's recelpt of the Petition and Summons. expressing for the first time, unexplained
confuston over the contents of the within Petrtion and Summons, despite such documents berng based
on the same Notices that Respondent Yost had been ignonng since June. 2024 without having
provided any response as defined and instructed in Claimants' first Notice.
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3. Respondents have conceded by their silence and specific instances of conduct" that there are no

facts nor any law justifying Respondents' threatened trespasses onto Claimants' rights and their
private properry land as set forth in the Petition and attached Notices. Respondents concede that their
statutes, codes, and related documents are merely private corporate policies, not law. Moreover the

parties have each entered into a brndrng Contract resolvlng all matters, the terms of which are set

forth in the May 19,2024 Notice included in Exhibit A attached to the Petition filed herein.

4. As this Court's courier has documented in the return of Summons, Respondents Street, Eddy, and

l,avender have taken evasrve measures to conceal and/or disab]e their email addresses and/or fax

numbers, thereby renderrng service upon them by such means, impossible, and revealing the
deceptive nature of any representations they may make as to berng "public" employees. We consrder

that such evasive measures may be evidence of consciousness of wrongdoing.

5 Notwithstanding the evasive measllres being taken by Respondents Street, Eddy, and l-avender,

thereby waiving their entitlements to continuing due process notice, sard Respondents were served a

fourth time, with links to the petition and summons, at thelr places of business, as indicated, by hand

delivery to agents, contractors, or principals for said Respondents Street, Eddy, and Lavender.

6. This Court's courier also noted that agents of Respondent Arnold, who were served at the Walnut
Street address on three prevrous occasions in thrs malter, are now representing that Respondent

Arnold is suddenly no longer ernployed at UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE, or UNITED
STATES POST OFFICE. Nonetheless, at all times pertaining 1o Clarmants' Claims, Arnold and her

agents have been acting as agents of the remarning Respondents, who have also rn fact been duly
served wrth the Petition herein, thereby effectuating servrce on Respondent Arnold at the same time.

We further consrder. for whatever relevance, if any, that it may have, the verified fact that agents of
Respondent Arnold have previously behaved rrratronally or by means of violent threats when served

with Notices in the matter of Mc(.ahc v. Arnaltl, as prevrously set forlh in the affidavits of service
attached to Notices attached to the petition in the matter of Mc(qhe r,. Arnolcl, on file herein, berng
Case No. 24-ROS-001, concluded earlrer thrs year.

7. Per the Contract between Claimants and Respondents referenced at paragraph 3 lrereinabove,
Claimants and Respondents have authorized us to incorporate the terms of Claimants' and
Respondents' said Contact lnto a Judgment, as we do here today.

8. We are further authorized to reserv'e ancl retain.lurisdiction over this matter for purposes of
enforcing this Judgment, by means of our contempt power or otherwrse, and to update said Judgment
in the event Clarmants provide additional documentation of any addrtional harm that Respondents
may cause Claimants, as detailed rn our Order herernbelow

9. All facts stated in the Claimants' Petition and attached Notlces are true, correct, and admitted by
Respondents on three (3) or four (4) occasions to be so. In particular, not one of Respondents, his or
her agents, principals. or contractors has any taxing authority, nor, of course, would it be possible for
a mental construot known as a corporation to have any such authority

10. Claimant Katherine Hine, and the Claimants wrth whom she has formed a common law private
membership associatton are the true owners of the land and structures known to Respondents as 41,
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4l t/z and 43 South Paint Street, Chrl[cothe, Ohio.

I 1 . Respondents are men and women who admittedly pose as agents of one or more private, for profit
corporations masquerading as "government". ln the course of operating said corporations,

Respondents ignore the common iaw, their own and theu predecessors' corporate enaotments. and the
law of God. They instead purport to administer corporate policies l<nown as statutes, codes, and
ordinances, none of which by their own terms apply to living people.

12. Respondents' actions set forth herernabove are creating prrvate and public nursances accordrng to
definitions contained in Black's Law Dictionary (4'r'Ed.), because Respondents'threats of trespass
admittedly harm, annoy and physically disturb lrving people such as Claimants in the peaceful, God
given right to the quiet enjoyment of their private property land and the structures thereon affixed.

13. All prror rnterests, if any, that agents of the legal fiction onee known as CHILDREN'S
NETWORK PROPERTIES.I.LC and/or THE ROSS COUNTY NETWORK FOR CHILDREN ever
had to the land located on Paint Street in Chillicothe, Ohio, have been extrnguished by an August 14,

2021 deed, a fact of which Respondents received a Septenrber,202l Notice, hand delivered to
Respondents Dunn, Ward, and Yost individually or by their agents of that day, Yost having then
acknowledged receipt, the remaining Respondents herein having aiso been noticed on Septernber 15.

2021by therr predecessors or by the predecessors' agents of that day individually, namely Gerald
Byers, Stephen Neal, Jim Caldwell, and Tom Spetnagle, none of said Respondents, their
predecessors. or any oftheir agents having ever vorced any objectron

14. Respondents have accepted all terms of the Contract created by Claimants' Notices and the
contract offer contained therein. by their (a) silence and by their (b) conduct, which consisted of
threats of "arrest", r.e. battery, krdnapprng, and armed thievery of their private property land, directed
to Claimants and Respondents' refusal to withdraw same. The Notices warned Respondents of the
specrfic consequences of their sard srlences andlor condu$. Such consequences are hardly unknow:r
in Respondents' corporate world of commerce. Claimanls' unrebutted affrdavits supporting their
Nottces stand as truth, even according to Respondents' commercial polrcy enactments. such as UCC
Sec. l-202. Another of Respondents' corporate policy enactments. known as 28 U.S.C. Sec. 1746,
hkewrse specr{'rcally concedes that the affidavits supporting the faqs contained in Claimants' Notices
constitute proof of the affidavits' contents Moreover, Roman civil law, which Respondents are fond
of citing, is aiso in accord: Qui non negat,.lbtettLr. I.e He who does not deny, agrees. Respondents
still recognize or purport to recognize, vta the Roman concept of habeas cot'plt,t, that those with no
authority may not keep others in captivit-v or threaten to cio so, as Respondents have done by means of
Respondent Gee's January 24,2024 written threat attached to Clarmants' first Notice. (Exhibit A)
The word of Almrghty God, who Respondents have admitted is the ultimate sovereign (Public Law
97-280\ also acknowledges that Clarmants' rlnrebutted notrces stand as truth: I Peter l:25; Hebrews
6: 13-l 5; Holy Bible, KJV. The three Notice process used by Claimants herein is the peaceful means
of resolving conflict directed by Christ Hrmself to His followers, Matthew l8 i5-17.

I 5. Claimants are under no law{ul obligatron to participate rn the funding of Respondents' crimes.
investments, or secret societies, as set forth hereinabove. Nor are Claimants obligated to contribute to
the funding of acts of mass murder and robbery against people of other lands, even when such acts
are labeled as "warfare". Any of the acts of violence which Respondents may coerce Claimants to
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fund via "taxation" would be products of forced enslavement, a re1eclion of the Lord God Atmighty
and a mookery of His warnings about forced taxation. I Samuel 8 l l -18.

16. God's law prohibits Respondents' recent efforts to steal land from Clairnants, who orvn and

possess it as heirs of Mildred Hine. Also prohiblted are Respondents' efforts to destroy the Godly
work her grft has enabled Claimants to undertake on behalf of childlen and others seeking Godly and

earthly J ustlce. Mark 9:42: Ezekiel 46. 1 8: "the prince shall not take of the people's irrheritance by

oppression, to thrust them out of their possession '. The people's land rs to be reserved as an

inheritance for future generations Deuteronomy 19.14. [,eviticus 2,5. A tax on the people's land is an

attempt by agents of the corporate STATE or its subsidiaries to defund, dispossess, and drsinherit the
people, disrupt families, and make people slaves and serfs, as Respondents' predecessors and now
Respondents themselves have adrnitted it rs Respondents' predecessors have even admitted "The
power to tax is the power to destroy." Mc('tr{loch v. Mary-land l7 U.S. 316 (1819).

17. Respondents are not princes. nor are they even elected "officials" or "publrc servAnts" despite
sometimes posing as such. Respondents publicly portray themselves as being the legalfiction roles

they play, or as agents of "elected officials" However, Respondents have conceded that there is no

evidence that any partlcular man or woman, acting as a legal fiction "registered voter", ever voted for
any of sard Respondents or their superiors. In the absence of such evidence, as there always wi[1 be,

due to Respondents' "secret ballot" policy, there is no basis to conclude that any one at ail voted for
any Respondent or for anyone who may have appointed any Respondent.

18. God created the land upon whrch Claimants' building was erected. People, not corporations,
constructed the building. Claimants, not lega'l fictron persons, have kept it in a state of repair, and

have ever since been usrng 1t to benefit the commurrrty's chrldren and fbr honoring God through
worship and applyrng His law.

19. A direct properry tax, such as the one rvith which Respondents have been threatening Claimants,
rs also a prohrbited attack on a man's God given life blood, which was always tied to the land, ever
since man was created, "forasmuch as out of the substance of the earth Adam was formed". Barnabas

5:9. Genesis | .26.28, Hebrews 2.5-8, Barnabas -5:15

20. Neither Respondent Gee nor any of the other Respondents have a legal or lawful interest irr
Claimants' private property land and frxtures descrrbed hereinabove by metes and bounds, nor do any
of said Respondents assert any such claim. Only metes and bounds, not corporate identifiers, lawfully
describe the land created by the most high God. "The earth is the Lord's, and the f'ullness thereof, the
world, and they who dwell therein " Psalm 24 1 Holy Bible (KJV). l*,leither Respondents nor their
legal frction principals are capable of creating land. They are therefore rncapable of correctly
rdentifying or defining it vra metes and bounds and have therefore resorted to using corporate
identifiers and "parcel numbers". Such corporate rdentifiers are not the equivalent of metes and
bounds descrrptrons, such as those referred to in the Holy Bible when descrrbing etther the land
created by the most high God or the people's transfers of such land to one another.

21. The people of God have historically oniy ever made voluntary payments or other offerings to the
ultimate sovereign of Heaven and Earth, almighty God. Such sums, known as tittres or other
voluntary offerings, were never considered payments for the people's use of their own land,
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72 Thetrue sovereign over the people and over the lands that He created, is and continues to be the

most high God, not a man or woman actrng in the role of a king or Pharaoh, and not a group of'

corporate actors, such as Respondents admit that they are. Not one of the Respondents nor any of his

or her agents or principals is soverergn when actirig on behalf of one 0r more legal fictron
corporations and admit that taxation is an exclusive attribute of the sovereign, as their superiors

admit. Merrion v. .licarilla Aytache T'ribe,455 U.S. 130 (1982)

23 Taxation in ancient times could only be imposed upon slaves, as Pharaoh did agarnst the children

of Israel by taking one fifth of the proceeds of the lands they tilled. Genesis 4"1 .24. Respondents'

predecessors and superrors have long admitted and even boast that they abolished slavery by means

of the 13th Amendment to their 
,l787 

Constitution and by their fomentation of the mutrml mass

murders of some one million Amerrcan men on the battlefield more than 150 years ago. Ilut
Respondents' conduct nonetheless demonstrates their intention to use extortlonate acts to ensiave

Claimants. Such enslavement efforts have histoncalhr been punished by death. Acts 7:7. Exodus

2l : 16. Scripture plarnly commands Clairnants and all others who believe rn the risen Savior to not be

enslaved because Clairnants. like other believers. have been ransorned and redeemed by Jesus Christ
"You were bought at a price. do not become slaves of men." 1 Corinthians. 7:23. Claimants cannot
lawfull), be sublugated to anv incornoreal or rmaginar), entitv known as the corporate STATE. The
most hiqh God likewise orohibits Respondents from enslaving Clarnrants.

'24. The notion that taxation may be imposed on a supposedly conquered people by those posing as

their servarrts rs merely a ludicrous attempt to justify Respondents' tortious and crimrnal acts

25. Respondents' predecessors and now Respondents themselves have admitted that a tax on land rs
a direct tax and void for want of compliance wrth Article I Section 2 or Article I Section g if not

appoilioned. Pollock v,. |'arnre r:i' l,octn &'l'nrst ('o..157 U.S. 429 (1895). ln Stantrsn v, Baltic
Mining ('ompany. 240 U.S. 103 ( I916) Respondents' predecessors and now Respondents

themselves concede that the Cabal's Sixteenth Amendment was incapable of repeahng those
prevlously enacted Constrtutronal provrsrons fiom Anrcle I

26. Respondents have no clainr to irnmLrnity lor their acts of thievery and threats of armed violence
against Claimants and others. No princrpal or superior of Respondents is capable of providing
law{ul immunity to any of the Respondents as men and women for any of the injury. hann, or loss

that they cause to Clarmants or to anyorle else I'eople wlro act in groups to harm others have no
power or authority to immunize either themselves or their accomplices. Creating a menhl construct
whrch Respondents call a corporation admittedly creates no such immunity. Respondents' taxation
and land selzure operations constitute private and public nuisances for which Claimants are entitled
to monetary and iniunctive judgments

27. Respondents, their agent contractors, and prinoipais have each admitted that all the facts set

forth in Claimants' Notrces establish beyond any reasonable doubt that each Respondents has

commrtted acts of threatened or completed violence and thievery against Claimants, by reason of
which this Court is authorrzed to rmpose such crrminal punishments as its members find to be
lawful parts of a Codly.iudgrnent In imposrng this Judgrnent we further FIND no need or lawful
purpose to be served by convening a grand.yury to rnvestigate facts that Respondents have already



conceded to have been established beyond any reasonable doubt.

28 Respondents, their agents, contractors and princrpais, whether or not specifically named herein,

have been aiding and abetting one another in the crinres of extortion, attempted theft,

embezzlement, and armed assault against Claimants as evidenced by the facts which each

Respondent has already adrnitted to be tiue beyond any reasonable doubt. We have caref'ully
considered the vanous definitions of and punishrnents for said cnmes, which are recognized in the
Hoiy Bible (KJV), Black's Law dictiorrary (4'h Ed.), Webster's 1828 dictionary. and even in
Respondents' corporate policy enactn.lents known as the Ohio Revised Code. We also consider that,
to date, Respondents Gee, Marks, Jeffers, and the other Respondents have not followed through on

tlreir January 25,2024 wntten threats, but that they have not withdrawn such threals either.

29. The crime of extortion is complete merely upon making the threat for the purpose of inducrng
compliance with the thievery or kidnapping operation via fear or financral loss or injury.
Respondents' threat of "foreclosure" rn thls case, of course, rs of battery, krdnapprng, and armed
robbery of Claimants' land for the purpose of wrongfully exacting Federal Reserve Notes from
Clarmants. However, Article 1 Section l0 of Respondents' 1787 Constrtution prohibits them, while
posing as agents of the State, from "making any Thing but gold and silver Coin a Tender in
Payment of Debts" Respondents' proposed thievery is dishonest and evil at every level "Behold,
then, I have smitten Mine hand at your dishonest gain . " Ezekiel22'.13 (KJV); "'Woe unto them
who decree unrighteous decrees, and who wnte grievousness whrch they have presoribed." Isaiah
101-2 (KJV)

30. We have also considered the long recognized purposes of criminal sentencing. i e. deterrence,
retribution, isolation, and rehabiliiation or repentance. We leave vengeanoe to our Lord and
Heavenly Father, the God of Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob

3 I. In assessing the evidence of Respondents' scietlter or mens rea for purposes of assessing
criminal responsibility, we have considered the foilowing aggravatrng factors about their conduct
that Respondents have admined to, to-wit: therr idolatry, including self idolatry, along with their
flagrant displays of partrality toward Masonic and other secret societies that promote idolatry and
the mockery of Almiglrty God.

32 All evidence of Respondents' wicked motivations we also find to exceed that which would be

sufficient to establish that Resporrdents are marntarning publrc nuisances, not only by targetrng
Claimants and other land owners with similar thievery threats arrd extortions rackets but also by
decervrng potential purchasers drrectly or indirectly by means of false representations and
assurances as to the supposedly bona./ide nature of said transactions

33. According to admissions agarnst interest contained in so-called "casela\," from the highest
levels of Respondents' corpomte Cabal, not one of them has any legal duty to his or her corporate
employer to protect or serue the people of the original Ohio republic. Respondents have
systematically concealed from the public the lact that, as corporate agents, Respondents' only dufy
within its conglomerate of corporations is to generate revenue for their corporate superiors. not to
protect or serYe the people.
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34. In the admitted absence of any duty to protect or serve, Respondents, their agents, corltractors,
and principals have no excuse for carrying weapons whrle acting fbr the sole purpose of generating
corporate revenue. When acting as living people and not as corporate agents, Respondent may have
a God given right to defend themselves with arms. jrrst as Claimants do. But they have no lawful
authority to use weapons while acting as corporate agents to commlt robbelies, kidnaps, and
extortion, as tirey admittedly do. Such acts are in defiance of God's Commandntents set forth at
Exodus 20: 15,17, fbr which the punrshment may include death. "And whosoever will nor do the
Law of thy God, and the Krng's law, let hrm have judgment without delay, whether it be unto death,
or to banishment, or to confrscation of goods, or to imprisonment." Ezra7.26. (Geneva Bible);
Deuteronomy 17'.2-5, 1 3:6, 9 God and those who assemble to worship Him will not be mocked. 1

Samuel 2:25

35. The contract estabhshed by Clarmants' three Notices and Respondents' consent by their
repeated stlences and conduct, rn addrtion to this Judgrnent, constitute public notice that any man or
woman who attempts to purchase Claimants' Iand in the event that Resporrdents hypothetically
succeed in stealing it, witl not be consrdered a bonct.fide purchaser, but, rather, an accomplice, and
should in such event be named as a supplemental Respondent herein. We takeludicral Notrce of the
fact that a Pubhc Notice to this effect has already been prominently posted on Clarmants' land for
several months.

36. Respondents have conceded the settled principle that States may not tax beyond their territorial
lrmits and that corporations, having no tangrble physrcal reality, have no territorial limits. Therefore,
none of the Respondents. who purport to act on behalf of legal fiction corporations calling
thernselves the "State" or "County", has any taxing authority.

37. No Respondent purporting to act on behalf of a private, for-profit corporation calling itself a
"collrt'' has any authority beyond that which any man or wornan might have in his or her own nan1e,

because not one of the so called "courts" for whrch they clairn to act meets Respondent BAR
members' own definition of being a coun.. per Black's Law Dictionary (4tr')

38. Respondents Schmrdt, Ater, Marks, Cutright, Street, Ward, and trddy, along with their f-ellow
BAR member agents and contractors, when acting in therr roles as corporate agents, rn furtherance of
acts of atternpted theft, extortion. robbery, kidnapping, embezzlement andor murder cornmitted in
the corporate name, regularly conduct or particrpate in corporate proceedings that meet the defrnition
of being a "sham" according to their own corporate policy enactments, e.g. Ohio Revised Code
Sectron. 2951.52.

39. The l'hrrteenth amendnrent to Respondents' 1787 UMTED STATES Constiturion, ratrfied in
Ohio in January, i81l and by agents of all required States by 1824, prohrbits Respondents Schmidt,
Ater, Marks. Cutight, Ward, Street, Eddy or any other BAR rnember who has received or retained
such emoluments as the title of attorney at law or esqulre. from holding any office of public trust.
Any purported acts they have performed to date or intend to pertorm. includrng the creation of
corporate "court orders", are therefore void ab initio and of no effect

40. None of Respondents' corporate polrcy statements. which they call statutes, codes, and
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Constitutions, apply, by their own terrns, to iiving men or women. Such policy statements coming
from corporate legislatures or "Congress" never use the terms man or woffIan because a corporation
has no authority over men or women, who are created by God Alnrighty, not by corporate agents.

41 Since Respondents have n0 legal or lawful interest rn Claimants' private property land. there rs no

interest upon which Respondent Gee could "foreclose", notwithstanding her tlrreats to do so.

42. Respondents have previously consented by contract to hold harmless any man or woman who acts

for the purpose of', or incident to, the enforcemenr of either the Contract establrshed between
Claimants and Respondents or incident to the within Judgment ansing therefrom.

IT lS TFIEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED as follows.

1 Al1 Respondenls, therr agents, contractors, and principals are hereby ENJOINED lrom drrectly or

indirectly continurngto engage in further acts of trespass against Claimants or against their land
Respondents are hereby specrfically ENJOINED from interf'ering in any rranner with Claimants'
exclusive possessiorr of said private property known as 41. 4l t/2, or 43 South Paint Street,

Chillicothe, Ohio. Respondents are further ENJOINED from interfering in any manner r.vith any man

or woman acting to enforce this Judgment.

2. ln the event that any menrber ofthe pubtic seeks to benefit by Respondents' proposed theft of
Claimants' land, Claimants shall in that event infonn this Court of the identity of any such man or

woman, who we shall then consider as supplemental Respondents herern and will be sub-iect to the
same monetary judgments as are the currently named Respondents and their agents. contractors, and

principals.

3. Respondents and all others are ORDERED to rrnmediately cease and desist rn all efforts to
threaten, whether orally rn writrng, or to otherwise interfere with Claimants' rights to the exclusive
possession and quiet enjoynient of therr aforementioned private propeny land and its structures.
Respondents are hereby ENJOINED from making further threats against Claimants, from carryrng
firearms or other weapons of any type, or commiuing other acts of common law armed or unarmed
assault, trespass, extortion or robbery against arry of the Claimants, their agents, guests, or tenants

4. ANY MEMBER OF THE PUBLIC is liereby authorized to remove any weapon in the possession

of any Respondent or his or her agent or coutractor, whether or not wearing a costunle, displaying a

badge, or otherwise masquerading as part of "government" Within 24 hours of seizure, all such
firearms shall be surrendered to and marked fbr identificatron by agents of Ohio Circuit Court of
Record at 43 South Parnt Street, Chillicothe. Ohio, who can be contacted as indicated on the Court's
website: www. occr2021.com.

5. Any member or agent of this Court may drstribute any and all confiscated firearms, on a first come.
first served basis and upon written request from any member of the public operating a neighborhood
patrol so long as any said member of the public provides written assurance that he or she intends to
use said firearms exclusively for self def'ense purposes and as part of any such nerghborhood patrol
operating within the orrginal Ohio repubirc. Agents of Ohio Circuit Coun of Record shall maintarn
records of said confiscated firearms, whrch records shall rernain confidential.
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6. Monetary Judgment is hereby GRANTED to Clairnant l(atherine Hine individually and as agent

for the other owners of the iand described herein, all being members of the comrnon law private
rnembership association referred to in the Petition.

7. Claimants are hereby granted n-ionetary judgment from each Respondent rn the amount of $500.00
(Five Hundred Dollars) pcr day fiorn Fcbruarv 12,2A24, the date Clair-naLrts received Resporrdents'
threat, until date of this Judgment or date of payments, whichever date oomes later. An addrtional

-judgrre.nt in tl:re -snnr of $1 00,000 00 (One Hundred Thou.sand Dolla.rs) rs herehy gra.nted against each

Respondent indrvidually, as compensation for ham inflicted upon Claimants beginnrng on February
12,2A24. This Judgment is based on the definitron of a dollar as a measure ol weight according to the
Coinage Act of 1792 and I 906. which both define a dollar as being 24.8 grains of gold, or 371 .25
grains of silver. The use of debt-based or digital currency to discharge this liability will not be

acceptable.

8. In the case of failure to pay any judgment or observe any in;unctton withrn thirty (30) days of ent'y
of any such Judgrtrent, Respondents each agree that hrs or her property, inciuding wrthour liinitation
wages, or land wlterever situated, is subject to lien, including judgment liens, levy, impound,
confiscation, execution and all otlrer lawful, ecluitable, and/or courmercial remedies and that
Respondents themselves are subject to addrtional sanctions for contempt in the event of non-payment
or post-ludgment threats against Claimants.

9. Respondents are hereby prohibited frorn directly or indirectly seeking recoupment of losses
incurred due to any terrns of this Contracr or thrs Judgment incorporaring rr, liom therr cusromers or
constituents. Respondents will be absolved of all funher monetary liabiliry, including all outstanding
amounts billed, upon payment of all sums required herein and as defined herein and upon the actual
termination of further acts of trespass. extortion, embezzlement assault, robbery, or conversion.

10. We hereby impose a sentence of nine (9) months continuous incarceration upon Respondents
Gee, Marks and Jeffers in the facility known as ROSS COUNTY JAIL, Iocated at 28 North Paint
Street, Ctiiiicc,the, Oh,io ard cutttt','rtry vpeviatcd by Rcs'pondeir, La''i'ttdsi and tr'rs a'g'vrrts "Tl'rrne'wl'ro

lead into captivity into captivity they will go " Revelatiorr l3:10 Said incarceratrons shall be for
immediate execution and all costs thereof shall be assumed entrrely by Respondents Gee, Marks, and
Jeffers in their private capacities, and not by the public. We hmit the irnposition of the sentence of
confrinement that we impose upon Respondents Gee, Marks, and Jeffers to them because they have
allowed their names to be used in written anned assaults such as the one dated January 24,2024 and
marked as Exhibit A referred to in Claimants' initral Notice

1 l. Respondent Lavender and his agents shall display no preferential treatment towards Respondents
Gee, Marks, and Jeffers during their incarceration and Respondent Lavender and hrs agents and
contractors shall be subject to periodic random and unannounced rnvestigatrons from OCCR
members or their desrgnees, rn order to assess Respondents' compliance with our requirement of non
preferential incarceration of Respondents Cee, Marks. and Jeffers

I 2. Respondent Lavender and his agents are sub.iect to a similar Order as the one addressed to the
pubiic in paragraph 4 of our Orciers jlereirubove, rneanrng that Respondent Lavender and his agents
shall confiscate the wea.pons of any and all other Respondents and therr agents and contractors,
including without limitatron Respondents Gee, Marks, and Jeffers. This ordered confiscation of
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weapons also applies Lo all weapons rn use by Respondents L.avender and Myers themseives and their
agents and contractors. who shall surrender their weapons, except those weapons that are essential to
jail administration, as determrned by members of this Court or their desrgnee.

I 3 We hereby reserve jurisdictron fbr the purpose of adludicating the criminal iiabrlities of the
renrarning named and unnamed Respondents, who are agents or contractors of any other named

Respondent including without lrmrtation Responderrts Gee, Marks, and Jeffers By declining to order
the incarceratron ofthe remaining Respondene at this tlme, we do not dimrnish the seriousness with
which we view the rnvolvement of said remarning Respondents, many of whom frequently and

routinely partlcipate in crimes of violence or threats of vrolence against the people of Ross County,
Ohio, or the fact that they do so for financial compensatlon and/or for purposes of unholy rdolatry to
the Luciferean organizatrons by whrch Respondents admrt that they are rnfluenced. We therefore
intend to address any still unresolved issues pertarning to the incarceration of the remaining
Respondents, their agents, and contractors at such time as either of the following ocourrences are

brought ro our arrennon by veri?ied l{otice: a. any new or resunred rlrreat against Clairnants; b. any act

of interference with any of the provisions of this Judgrnent including without limitation, (i) the
people's confiscation of any firearms used by Respondents or their agents for corporate purposes,

and/or (ii) continurng rncarceration of Respondents Gee. Marks, and Jeffers for the required term and

according to the required conditions

14. We hereby reservelurisdiction to lmpose addrtronal sanctions, including new liabilities and
contempt sanctions. against Respondents or any other nran or wofiran, whether or not actrng as a legal

fiction "person", who may violate any of our Orders. We intend to proceed upon our receipt of any
verified Notice reportinu new or continurng instances of Respondents' threats of violence or other
trespass against Claimants' rights either directly or indrrectly, contrary to this Judgment and Order.

15 All of the Orders set forth hereinabove apply exclusively to Respondents and other living men
and women as indicated, not as corporate actors

RESPONDENTS SHALL GOVERN THEMSEL!'ES

'{*il:,
GLY. ffi

Executed by us as Members of thls
without the UNITED STATES and
parent corporatlons.

Ohio Circuit Court of Record on the date indicated hereinabove
without STA'fE OF OIIIO. their affiliates. subsidrarres, and

Luciana ConstantrnoKeith Belluardo


