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2asal 3 . tianders,-)^n, 573-153
'43rion ^.'3orrs,:tional Institution
P.O. `3D +c 57
"9arira.l, Olzi.a 133101-1057

?etitianer-';:elatnr,

Vs .

7lrir.qa iilliaa R. :-'innn3an
,';ourt of ^o.rmo;n ?lw=_as
119 lorth ^13i 1 '•3trsat
!9:arion, 3nio 43301

7?ferl=.3ant- 2es;?on:lsnt.
^••irit 7f

?rur_u3nn-lo

V;Ji7 r?,?Les ? ^3t1.ti+7:Ilf.'r, 3 . 'I@Tl'"^t:r;3Jn, Sait^"1'?^'.lt t^'lea .

?ae,lvfit of a;3aici attorney, ra,s,-:)ectvully ,s,l'3nittisig this 14rit

o_c '?rocy=ien-lo, thn reasons for t;zis cause ion are nora

f illy set forth herein tte '`9e noran•:lua in ,.1;??nrt.

i17. s

;arit of Pr+acelanio loefare this nrsst Jonorabla ;'.o=art® to =.ait:

(1) '7°=1e ?etitioner, "?aUl S. ienierson, '-'573-453, firo's^,

11,3r2i:13ftt?r, 'ti^*?tit7.i?n°;'® in t?1i's cause O'F aCSt7.on.

(2) l?na `)aEea^3ant, Jui3e lillian I. E'innagan, hereinafter,

°'o-G.'fe7'1lant" in t'!1iS Callsn of action.

nrISINDid',

(3) A Writ of Proeelend4n is baing `ilU3 sn an orr1er c:an 10e

11 ^1017aw)Ul zl

The Petitioner asserts the fnll:aiaain3 in

O
given or^.:i®rin:J the 'Jefendrant t® cease cir:u!nsaantin:g tnv

laws, and f.)r this Court to nnova this case at har to tli.>

3llpr2itle? Court 'r,ah4'rE3 tile 1?-titio:ae:t' can r<aCf'iv° a fair

an:3 le3al trial on t?ze :nerits of "iis casa, an3 retracting

')E?ffLClaant' ".3 '] i1dQinei"lt. V1e l4..'fe!]'i^ant' s ruling atl l ] U1j!nent

;n)J :r )? 'Mx')
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are contrary to the laws of the :^?^tat"u of Oizio an-3 th:a

ct3ilstitut7.t7'n of the [Jnital states. o°f*3nla'lt's actions

are biased an:1 are canrticin, only for the opposition "(tha

State of Onio)" by tryin.; to .iis'^:niss the case at +zar "(',1rit

of '3a'zsas :^^orpus)" without any law anJ is becoming a

partipant aloni qith the `:>tatp of Ohio's (prosecutor)

in C04^>PIi,A, i T3 ;:I'3i1A? as statei in 7.i:.C. 52905.01 (3).

This :'etl.tioal is basal on t''1'? OL'feriiant being in

conflict qit"r2 t'zn laws ,zn3 the Court's own contrary r°alin7

and lismissal of all clai:l.s with prtij=x":3ice. Dafen3ant's

using his authority to 'rxinir^ar, impela aand obstruct a

function of lovernnent by forcing an a+:tion an'3

on the part of govarn:nant authority. "'his becomes a very

clear case of ;ca3aaas;:xg or 3sszstin7 in a ..i:in,a;ai.z_ 1• 3aas

?etitionar maintains t'ra Me':a'tx:at has, tFxr7a7°rx a

40fi.^.it3nt {7erfi]riClancea CaUsk3^l ?re]ulice to the ?F3tl.tioner''s

case at tar. 'Cha ;7efen3ant has acte:l in bal faith ani

obstructed a F?anotion of gavernnantal authorit.yr "(wt3

nocess)".

,;- 702 32l"dTI'd':. A 'daI"?' 17 P".;7C ,rJ11!a")

(:1) The ??°atitianpr rnust have a clear leial rilzt to have his

`':"v'r].t of T3a=Jeas Corp'".:xs lat'a:r.l.ng aCCOr3ini to tha laws of

the atata 7f 7hi;a ani the =3nitLci States Constitution.

"^?iere has been no ruling on the merits, ani the laf°n:iant

has not showed any evilence that the ?ztitioner's ;^lrit

of 3a?aea.s Corpus has `auen haarl on its merits as to a
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(5)

acts contrary to the law ani lis'tlis:.^^.'^..i ?et].tl.on+3rts ''"7rit

of Hadea:s Corpus caith prejudice thereby acting without

jurisdiction ana the law to ren^ier j x3s3ment, the ^^

hat this Court has no jurisdiction

to render 3a3=.7rnksnt on Petitioner's ^irit of 'iabpas Corpus,

(;^,upreze Court of Ohio), a=.1,:`l while the 7efe,alant has the

stated ove

(Court 7o.zrnal ) or any other notinl by law.

The DeEen'3ant has a clear legal ioaty to render ju:a,3nernt

on Tetitl.oner';s Writ o[ la`..^ei3s lorolls. :P'111.:i Court has

the color of .3tate Law.

( i) That there i:, no other alequate remedy in the

course of the laia in this instant case, See: Paul 3.

;-ien<ia_rson vs. "iare i-Iouk, ;:darien aighth

Dist. lo. s 94254 7ecem`aer 7, 2009, "(The Civil .ule'.s

ing this procpdtare)".

(7) The oefeniant has given a ruling on ?etitios

as Corpus. The ruling is contrary to the law.

Petitioner has also fileci a iPetition for .4econsileration

where he has also attarhe:l all the locaments that the

ndant has stated the Petitioner failer'1 to file with

the case. As statel in Tin:lle.r vs. '9ar.•shall, :3ixth Circuit,

citel a.ss 71 i7.24 11+73, 37 Fe3.Merv.2d 934, the

Petitioner has a clear ani legal rilht to be Iranta.3 his

iarit of labeas Corpus. 7ee: :Z''oiri'°JlleZ vs. C].ty of

Cleveland, 719 P y,.z,».:? 1 4^^:51 , ani ixhiiits (A) anl (3)

attaahe3 hereto.

(3) The Writ of '.Iabe3s Corpus by the Petitioner has not been



heard or reviewed by the Defen3ant's ^ou.rt. Therefore,

it is i.Aprogar :aisaise of authority to issue forth ra.n orier

for such strikes and!or :3enial with prej:alice for aay

other court in the State of Ohio.

(9) The t7efvn3ant is refusing to rvn:ier juig;.nent oki

Petit].oner's ir3.t of l:3b@aS Corpus, ani ')e`e".1daE7t is

clearly acting contrary to the law when ;:Ii,smissing the

Petitioner's tdrit of labe3s Corpus. Therefore the Defen:3ant

s denying Petitioner's right to `)u@ Process of the firiaiA.

'ei)lA? "t.'roc:.'.ss of Law" when a;Jpll.e'l to j%1ll.':l.al

procvelin•1;s neans 1 course of leqal proceedings, accor3in

to those rules and principles which have been esta5lis'ie 3

in our system of jurispruclence, for the protection and

sr.iforsw.nent of private rights. See: Pennoyer vs. leff,

95 U.S. 714, 733, 24 L.M. 565-572, 3cott vs. ,".1+^,l?al,

154 1.!. : 3 1 , 46 !' 1 g ':3. i^t. 1113, 111 21 33 L. 3d. 396, :3+J1

14 ',a. ^.^t. ::e?. 1103. These cases re.7uire a+arocee.iin7 which

vvs the general rules thus psta'olishe3, an:i they

follow foras of la+.a appropriate to the case, an;3 they

are just to the parties affectel. Whenever it is necessary,

for the (protection of th"i.' parties), these cases give

them an opportunity to zae hearl respecting the justice

of the judgment sought.

?ptitioner here ly apro_npt hearing on his

Irit of Rabeas Corpus claims before his interest in Civil

Rights are comaletely extinguishel by the f7efani3nt thr;ou3h

dismissal of all claims with ?reju3ice.
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Petitioner states that the De:Eanlant is acting contrary

to the law ani can not ce :assesseq in this aatter as a

:taatter of the Petitioner's ^3tate 3tatutory and Meral

t'+enstitutional Rights as sought for this Court.

AT,O,;I 9 I 311?7N'L'I0;4

In order for a Writ of Aroceden3o to issue `orth the

Petitioner :nust deryionstrate:

(1) ;'hat he/she has a clear legal right to the relief prayed

for [:a]hen there is a genuine issue of liaterial facts

that can be proven by a orep,on-:lerance of the e^ailence,

3eet l>chibit A, 3 and the ca:yc>. o` 2oiriguea. vs. City of

Clevelan.:l, 519 :. .'3uap.2c1 161 ;

(2) chat the '!;)etenlant is unier a clear legal duty to aeri'orn

the acts [=a]hen the 1?etitioner is entitlel to a':•lrit of

Proceden,3o,

(3) That this wtitioner has no plain an i a:ieluate legal renealy

in the or:3inary course of the lag. !dhen reasonable means

can coAe to but one conclusion ana that conclusion is

against the Defendant against whoin the 4rit of ?rocedeni3o

is filed,

(i) Where the facts support the Petitioner's contention the

evidence must thereby be construe3 most strongly in favor

of the Detitioner. netitioner maintains that he lii file

with his Writ of 3abeas Corpus an ;i£fi.lavit of gnli7encyr

in compliance with j2953.25 an3 52969.25 (C) along

with aCerti:Fie;::1 3tate:nent from the prison's cashier

setting forth the balance in the inmates private account



for each of the ?raaee3inq.:s six months with the Court

only and not with the Deeenlant in his Wri.t of Habeas

Corpus, and the Defeniant nee?ls to state so in this issue.

See: 3arnes, 149 527 1 . >.2d 1335 nt.App. 1st ".3ist. ( 1990),

Griffin, 576 1.1.33 325 (1991) M. -5i5, 653 1.1.3,-1

at 303 (1995), and Cincinnati City Counsel, 739 3. ^^:. 3r1

337 (Court Ohio A?p. 1st ".)ist. 2370). All cases are liste:3

as authority in support of this e3Qse of action.

n.I"dCT,iJ3I0 I

.ihvrefore, an:3 for the af+arernentione;:l reasons, the

Petitioner's Writ of ar^acelen;3o shoaalcl be censilered in a!nanner

state statutory an.l Ee:ieral c*oastitutional law.

Accepted by state statutory an:l fe3eral constitutional law.

Aocepte:i in goo3 faith, well taken, ,sustaine3 and grantel by

this Court as aa3ttn_r ef state statutory and

constitutional law as presented in this `?Jrit of ?rooelenio and

Writ of '6:iabeas Corpus issuing an or°ler ur;3ering the Defendant

to Ir3nt the p'F..'t7.tipner's 4rit of l3Jaa".i ';:ori:1'.$s.

;.^or Petitioner has shnwn the Court that he is entitle;l

to release and the relief state3 in his Writ of 3abe,as ^o

And/rnr order the Defendant to i:nmeliately order the Petitioner

to be released and reinstate Petitioner's ;7rit of 3abea,y Corpus

on Case lo.: 10-^V-1 O03 in the larion County Common Pleas Court.

.lant Ju i+3Q 4illia.n R. Pinnegan to 'a3 or;l.sre.3 to bv

permanently enjoinpa frv ing j n:lgment Writ

of ±^Jxeeution can Petitioner's Writ of Aa'neas Corpus sait'.ieut

contemporaneously advisin3 Petitioner and allecainf3 him to be



neard as prescribed by law.

The Petitioner now prays that this lonorable Court will

grant his Petition for Writ of '-Ia'aoas ^.^orpus an.1 order his

immediate release.

larion, Ohio 43331 -s.)3.i7

?vtitinnor-2elator
jlarion Correctiona
P . 0 . 3o x 57

ul S. i-1n,Zlqrso

C;'l G I FI I?` T ')F 3T.3 Ti M

I, Mul S. 4en.lerson, here»y certify that the original along
wit11 photocopies have been for•aardnd by regular I.S. lail tri
the following parties anrl/or their attorneys. A copy of the
?stitioner's ^ertifiel lail 2eguest pursuant to .^.iv.Z. 1.4
attachel to this Writ of Proosden1o to wit:

To: Claric of Courts Office
Court of ^o,n:non r.^laas
Civil Division,
100 lorth lain 3treAt
larion, Ohio 43302

;an i;

this

Ju3<7e vailliau R. 7innogan
Court of Common Meas
100 lorth lain :atroet
larion, Ohio 43331

j 3 day of :Tanuary, 2011.

^N^
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ty'xti 6,t0)
IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS^. r

mas

STATE DFOHIO,

VS.

PAUL S.HENDERSON,

fi' eLafop-- /,f{ejr^lwyj

OUNTY,0HI0

Case No.

A

AFFIDAVIT OF INDIGENCY

preesently this Ilk d=ay of

of financial supoort and

cannot

the above styled cas

that I have

10, no meane

and therefore,

or costs in

OEFEnpA;;T-PETITInNER,Pro-Se

573-4G0

P.0.60A" 57

f1A°IOA.I, OHIGI 43301 -0057

in my presence this

NOTARY PUBLIC

no assets ofany value

^f 0^^

THOMAS J. KING

NOTARY PUBLIC
STATEOFOHIO

My Commission
Expires .^ ..

Novem6er.15,2014^-



12/07/2010

Inmate Name: HENDERSON, PAUL

Lock Location: MCI,MA,C,,,31

,6I-,^
Marion Correctional lnstitu4ion . ^ ^ . ^

Date Ftange: 01/01/2010 Thr;iugh

Beginning Account Balances:

Medical Co-Pay
Court Costs
Pos Exemption
Begin Totals

Saving

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

Debt Payable

($6,57) . $0.00
$0.00 $0:00
$0.00 $0.00

($6.57) $0.00

^ Payable^ ngSaviTransaction Transaction
AmountDate

Debl
Description Comment Balance BalanceBalance

01/01/2010

01/08/2010

01/11/201-0

01/11/2010

01/11/2010

01/11/2010

01/11/2010

01/15/2010

01/15/2010

01/15/2010

b 1 /15/2010

01/15/2010

01/29/2010

02/01/2010

$15:00 Reservation toPos O =
Exemption

$20.00 State Pay

($1.90) Postage Charges (USPS)

($0.44) Postage Charges (USPS)

($1.90) Postage Charges (USPS)

($2.75) Postage Charges (USPS)

($0.17) Postage Charges (USPS)

($0.50) Copy Charges

($0.80) Copy Charges

($0.50) Copy Charges

($0.60) Copy Charges

($5.00) Copy Charges

($5,461.02) Court Costs

Nutnber: A573468

12/07/2010

=nding Account Balances:

IUedical Co-?a^ytnen

Court Costs
Pos Exenipti( n

Stat

$13.10 ($1:57) $5 . 00

$12.66 ($1.57) $5.00

$10.76 ($1.57) $5.00

$8.01 ($'i .57) $5.00

End Totals

Saving Debt Payable
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00
$0.00 (515,25:3.90) $0.00.
$7.94 $0.00 $0.00

$7.94 ($15,253.90) $0.00

^'os Exernption $0:00 ($6 57) $0.00

$14.56 Reservation to Pos Odre Pos Exemption
Exemption

($5.00) Payment to GRF Medical Co- J,. i'10 pmts
Pay Fund
$14.56 Reservation to Pos r^r.!r; Pos Exernpt:ion

02/08l2010

03/01/2010

04/01 /2p 10

05/01/2010

06/01 /2010

07/01/2010

07/09/2010

07/09/2010

Page: 1 /4

Exemption
$14.56 Reservation to Pos
Exemption
$14.56 Reservation to Pos
Exemption
$14.56 Reservation to Pos
Exemption
$14.56 Reservation to Pos
Exemption

$5.00 State Pay

($1.25) Copy Charges

A573468 HENDERSON, PAUL

O !r : Pos E:aErnption

Odre Pos Exemption

Odrr.. Pos Exemp*.ion

Odrc Pos Exemption

State Pay

$7.84 ($157) $5.00

$7.34 ($1.57) $5.00

$6.54 ($1.57) $5.00

$6.04 ($1.57) $5.00

$5.44 ($157) $5.00

$0.44 ($1 57) $5.00

$0.44 ($5;46259) S5 00

$0.44 ($5;462.'.59) $5.00

$0.44 ($5,462.59) $0.00

$0.44 ($5,462.59) $0.00

¢0.44 ($5,462.59) $0.00

$0.44 ($5,462 59) . ^$0.00

$0.44 ($5,462:59) $0.00

$0.44

$5.44

$4.19

$15.00 ($1.57) $5.00

($5,462.59) $0.00

($5,462:59) $0.00

(S5,462.59) $0.00

MC:1 12/07/2010



07/09/2010

07/09/2010

07/09/2010

07/09/2010

07/12/2010

07/12/2010

07/'12/2010

07/12/2010

-07/12/2010

07/12/2010

07/14/2010

08101 /2010

08/02/2010

08/02/2010

08/02/2010

08/02/2010

08/02/2010

08/04/2010

08/06/2010

08/06/2010

08/13/2010

08/16/2010

08/27/2010

08/27/2010

08/27/2010

08/27/2010

08/31 /2010 ,

09/01f2010

09/14/2010

09/24/2010

09/27/2010

09/27/2010

09/27/2010

09/30/2010 ($0.17) Postage Charges (USPS)

Page: 2/4 A573468 HENDERSON, PAUL

($3.00) Copy Charges

($0.80) Copy Charges

($1.50) Copy Charges

($0.50) Copy Charges

$1.25 Reversed Copy Charges

$3.00 Reversed Copy Charges

$0.80 Reversed Copy Charges

$1.50 Reversed Copy Charges

$0.50 Reversed Copy Charges

($1.73) Postage Charges (USPS)

($3.55) Commissary Sale

$13.11 Reservation to Pos
Exemption

$37.59 County Checks

($1,39) Postage Charges (USPS)

($1.73) Postage Charges (USPS)

($1.73) Postage Charges (USPS)

($1.57) Payment to INTC Medical

($9.91) Commissary Sale

$21.50 State Pay

$160.00 Money Order

($202.68) Payment to CUYAHOGA

Rev=lsed Task No.
19942161
Rr versed Task No.
19942163
Rf v8r3e0 Task hlo.

19942164
Rr-versea Task Uo;
1 Si942166
Re.versed Task No.
19942157

Tir:ket Number 7£1189

Oi r,ros E xErnpiion

,r rara),,rco so

2010 pmts

fi. "<e' Number 79428

St " F':Av
3-:i

t,t krr,tsf.rJuly2010
COUNTY Ct-ERK OF
COURTS

($10,072.54) Court Costs

$15.00 Direct - Advance Pay

($4.95) Postage Cherges (USPS)

($1.29) Postage Charges (USPS)

($1.29) Postage Charges (USPS)

AIivTF'ornN:;C- ;F

($7.64) Commissary Sale I"r e'. N i:mber 185874

$0:00 $15.00 Reservafion to Pos 0circ Pos Exernption
Ezemn`ion

($2:00) MedicalGo-Payrbent UE1(:8/10

$15.00 Money Orcfer 13 !_I VD/i

($0.17) Postacie Charges (USP;S

($2.58) Postage Charges (USPS)

($4.80) Postage Charges (USPS)

$1.19 ($5,462.59)

$0.39. ($5,46<..59)

($1.11) ($5,462.59)

(81:61) (85,46259)

($0.36) ($5,462.59)

a2.64 ($5,462.59)

w3.44- ($5,462.59)

S4:94 (.$5,462.59)

$5.44 ($5,462.59)

$3.71 ($5,462.59)

$0.16 ($5,462.59)

0.'16 ($5,46'.59)

$'15.00 ( $5,439 84 )

$13.61 (i5,439.84)

$11.88 ($5,43084)

$10.15 ($5,43?:+.84)

$10.15 ($5,4K.84)

$0.24 ($5,43i-) .84)

S0.24 . (55,4 F.34)

$0.24 ($5;258.34)

$0.24 (55,258.34)

$0:O0

$0.00

$0 00

$0.00s

$0.00

$0.00

$0:00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$22.75

$22.75

$22:75

$22.75

$21.18

$21.18

$42.68

$202.68

$0.00

$0.24($ 15,33G.88) $0.00

$15.24($15,33(1.88) $0.00

$10.29($15,330.88) $0.00

$9.00($15,330.88) $0.00

$7.71($15;330.88) $0.00

$0.07($15 330.83) $0.00

S0.07($15,330 rti`3) $0.00

S0.07(S1, 5;33^.83) 30.00

$15.0fJ($^5,3 %.'?1) $007

$"4.83($15,331-1.81) $0.07

$12.25^t'b15,33<.£: 1 i $0.07

37.45($15,33 .81) $0.07

57.28'$15 K:- .81) $0.07

MCI 12/07/2010

$0:00



10/01 /2010

10/01/2010

10/01/2010

10/04/2010

10/08/201-0

10/12/2010

10/14/2010

10/15/2010

10/18/2010

11/01/2010

11/01/2010

Exemption
$7.72 Reseraatioh to Pc>

($7.15) Commissary Sale

($0.07) Payment to Medical Co-1?ay
Fund

($2.00) Medical Co-Payment

$15.50 State Pay

($3.85) Payment to CUYAHOGA
COUNTY Ct:ERK OF
COURTS

($1.90) Postage Charges (USPS)

($5.82) Conimissary Sale

$15.00 Money Order

$14:87Reservation to Pos
Exemption

($3.93) Payi-nent to Ivledical Ci,-Pay
Fund

11/05/2010 $19.00 State Pay

11/08/2010 ($19.13) Payment to CUYAHOGA
COUNTY CLERK OF
COURTS

11/08/2010 ($1.90) Postage Charges (USPS)

11/08/2010 ($1.56) Postage Charges (USPS)

11/08/2010 ($2.41) Postage Charges (US'PS)

11/10/2010 ($1.73) Postage Charges (USPS)

11/10/2010 ($1.22) Postage Charges (USPS)

&n,^'us E;rrnption

Ti *et Number 170995

1/? 0

Sta..b E,,,a',/

j •-.e°P:ia rb^_,; 72510

3f?OWINi, LINDA

P o s Exernption

StatE! Pay

11/17/2010 ($6.18) Comrnissary Sale Ti:;ket Number 176691

11/23/2010 $50.00 Money-0rder Hf; IC:E.r',SON, D.4VID

12/0112010 $15.00 Reservation to Pos f br r'os Exerno':ion
ExemK;fion

12/03/2010 $19.00 State Pay St:0a 'r'I,y

12/06/2010 ( $5.50) r;lub Stsles Rt L.) i:RC 3S P11.7TOS

12106/2010 ($54.00) Payment to CUYAHOGA
COUNTY CI.ERK OP
COURTS

12/06/2010 ($0.17) Postage Charges (USPS) L`.C'P.L:

12l06/2010 ( $0.34) Postag^. Ch arges (USPS) LE;P

12/06/2010 ($1.05) Postaglr. Chsirges (USPS)

Outstariding Debts:

Start Date
Descriptiort

08/16/2010 Court Costs

Page: 3/4 A573468

C LIEIIII
CR09530899 CiJYAHOGF^
A COUNTY CL.ERKOF

COURTS

HENDERSON, I?AUL

Cqunl,y

1,7 28(`515,33:.is 1) S0.07

:50:13($15,33<.81)

.>0:13($15,332.81)

$0:07

S0.00

50.13 (315; 33,.:81) $0.00

57.85($15,32 [,03)

$7.8'5(515,32i 0.3)

$7.78

$3.93

S5.95 ($15,321,o3) $3:93

3($15,327.('r3) $3.93

S 3(Q15,31 03) $18.93

:30:'13;$15,31..:03) $18.93

80.'1 S,$15 31;':CS) $15.00

$15.00($15,30790)

$15:00($15,307 90)

$19.13

$0.00

$i:3.10'$1530,.90)

$:1:54($15 301,!i0)

$0.O0

$0.00

S;9.13(;15:36` s+(Jl $0.)0

87.20(515,30';.90) 30.00

S6.'1 B($15,:30 i .90) $0.00

$0.00 ($1b,307.f)0) $0.00

Q.0.00(L15,251; .^0) $50.O0

",0.00(515,25r.00) $50.00

0(151525;$54.00

0 `,'52. 50) $54.00

0 901 $0.00

r

57.94 (.;15,25:'..6' 'J)

S0.00

$0.00

$0.00

TotalD f,tif'3 toC Balance
OWed

.$10,072:54$0:00 ($10,072.54)
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1. State ex rel. Heuderson v. Saffold,
126 Ohio St.3d 1509, 930 N.E.2d 329 (Table), 2010 -Ohio- 3331, Ohio,
July 21, 2010 (NO. 2010-0929)

(The decision of the Court is referenced in
in a table captioned "Supreme Court:.:.:.

126 Ohio St.3d 1510, 930 N.E.2d 329 (Table), 2010 -Ohio- 3331, Ohio,
2. Henderson v. Saffold,

July 21, 2010 (NO. 2010-1024)

... (The decision of the Court is referenced in the North Eastern Reporter
in a table captioned "Supreme Court :..:..

3. Hendei-son v. Saffold,
Slip Copy, 2010 WL 2332989, 20
June 08, 2010 (NO. 94769)

OPINIONS AND WEIGHT OF LEGALAUTHORITX This:.....

0-Ohio- 2609, Ohio App. 8 Dist.,

.... CHECK OHIO SUPREME COURT RULES FOR REPORTING OF

4. Henderson v. Saffold,
Slip Copy, 2010 WL 569906, 2010 -Ohio- 536, Ohio App. 8 Dist.,
Febr-uary 17, 2010 (NO. 94581)

... CHECK OHIO SUPREME COURT RULES FOR REPORTING OF
OPINIONS AND WEIGHT OF LEGALAUTHORITY. This....;.

. 5. Henderson v. Houk,
Slip Copy, 2010 WL 376778, 2010 -Ohio- 368, Ohio App. 8 Dist.,
Febi-uary 02, 2010 (NO. 94426)

Cuyahoga App: No. 94254, 2009-Ohio-6475, supra; and Henderson v.
Saffold, Cuyahoga App. No. 93349, 2009-Ohio-4028 The petition is not,

...two original actions in this court prior to commencing this action:

however, supported with an R.C. 2969.25 (A) affidavit:..:..

6. Henderson v. Saffold,
Slip Copy, 2009 WL 2462352, 2009 -Ohio- 4028, Ohio App..8 Dist.,
August 12, 2009 (NO. 93449)



... CHECK OHIO SUPREME COURT RULES FOR REPORTING OF
OPINIONS AND WEIGHT OF LEGAL AUTHORITY. This;...:.

7. Henderson v. Saffold,
Slip Copy, 2010 WL3069410,N.D:Ohio, August02; 2010 (NO.
1:10CV 1190)

... Only the Westlaw citation is curi-ently available. This decision was
reviewed bv West editot-ial staff and notassiQned......
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IN THE COURT, OF,COMMON PLEAS FOR MARION COUNTY, OHIO

ii On V^ ^FNERAL DIVISION

PAUL S. HUNDERBMWi-3+4ft l: 3

JUL',E M. KAGEL *
CLERK OFCOURTSPetitioner,

VS.

MARGARET BEIGHTLER, WARDEN
Marion Correctional Institution,

RESPONDENT.

Case No. lOCV1003

Judge William R.Finnegan

JUDGMENT ENTRY
OF DISMISSAL

This day this case came on before the Court upon consideration of the Emergency Writ of

Habeas Corpus filed by the Petitioner.

For the reasons stated in the accompanying Ruling on Emergency Writ of Habeas Corpus,

it is the Judgment and Order of the Court that the Petition of Petitioner Paul S. Henderson, No. 573-

468, against Margaret Beightler, Warden,Marion Correctional Institution, is hereby dismissed with

prejudice.

Court costs are to be paid by the Petitioner.

TO THE CLERK: Pursuant to Civil Rule 58(B), the
Clerk is directed to serve upon the parties a
notice of the filing of this Judgment entry and
of the date of entry upon the Journal.

Margaret A. Beightler, Warden and Ohio Adult Parole Authority
MCI, POB 57, Marion, OH 43301-0057

c: Paul S. Henderson #573-468, Petitioner

Marion Correctional Institution, Respondent
940 Marion Williamsport Rd., Marion, OH 43301-0057



C/-TIN THE COU OF COMMON PLEAS FOR MARION COUNTY, OHIO
GENERAL DIVISION

6-3 M ^fifi rL._r.S i.ulii\r
PAUL S. HENDERSON, #573-468, !; ,;;1 ^*,{ L 7.08sej*4o. lOCV1003

Petitioner

20110A,$-4 PYAge3William R. Finnegan

JULI* m K.vs:
CLEttK 0; C

- MARGARET BEIGHTLER, WARDEN
Marion Correctional Institution,

RESPONDENT.

This day this cause came on before the Court upon the Emergency Writ o Habeas Corpus

filed by the Petitioner.

Upon consideration, the Court notes that this is the fourth Writ of Habeas Corpus which

has been filed by the Petitioner. See Henderson v. Shaeffer. 2010-Ohio-915 (Cuyahoga App.),

Henderson v. Saffold, 126 Ohio St. 3d 1510, 2010-Ohio-3331; and Henderson v Santiago, 2010-

Ohio-5762 (Ohio Supreme Court).

The claims raised in the case pending this Court were previously raised in the earlier

filings of the Petitioner in other courts.

In all three of these previously mentioned cases, the Petitioner request for a Writ of Habeas

Corpus were denied. These decisions were decisions omthe merits.

Resjudicata bars a defendant from filing a successive habeas corpus decision insofar as he

raises claims that he either raised or could have raised in his previous petition. Mubashir v Sheldon,

2010-Ohio-4808 (Marion App.)

The Petitioner's claims are barred by res judicata.

The Court further notes that the Defendant has failed to pay the filing fee along with his

Petition, and has not file an affidavit of indigency in compliance with Ohio Revised Code 2969.25:

Noncompliance with R.C. 2969.25(C) which requires the filing of a certified statement

from the prison cashiersetting forth the balance in an inmate's private account for each of the

preceding six months, is reason to deny the writ, de,ny indigency status, and assess cost against the

petitioner. Henderson v Saffold, 2010-Ohio-2609 (Cuyahoga App.)



Failing to pay the filing fee without filing an Affidavit in compliance with Ohio Revised

Code Section 2969.25 ascerting indigent status warrants dismissal. Henderson v Bei¢htler, Marion

County Common Pleas Court Unreported Case No. 10CV794 (2010):
For all of the above-stated reasons, the Court finds the Emergency Writ of Habeas Corpus

not well-taken and the Request for Writ will be denied.

c: Paul S. Henderson #573-468, Petitioner

..
l d I

JUDGE WILLIAM R. FINNE

MCI, POB 57, Marion, OH 43301-0057
Margaret A. Beightler, Warden and Ohio Adult Parole Authority

940 Marion Williamsport Rd., Marion, OH 43301-0057
Marion Correctional Institution, Respondent
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