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STATE OF OIIIO )
) SS:

COL'`NTY OF GREEiNE )

I, L7avid L. Kastner, of lawful age, being first duly swnrn upon my oath, allege and state

as follows:

I.That I am the attorney for the petitioner/relator above named in the within case and in Ross

County Case No. 09 CR{)00393, which is the subject of the original action before this Court.

2. That I was present on 2/21/14 before respondent Holzapfel and an attorney for the plaintiff

3. 'That although I had filed a pleading seeking a pre-trial hearing that would be on the record so

as to present witnesses on the issues of transportat.ioAi to court and to doctors, and subpoonaed'

one of tliewitnesses to appear, and who did appear,^respondent wrould notallow the pi-oceedin.gs

tobe on the record or to allow the taking of any eviderlce from my tvitnesses.

4.My client was excluded from the proceedings, which Nvere conducted entirely off-the-record.

5.Respondent stated that he did not know wliether there would be a proceeding on Febru.ary 27,

2014.

6.During these proceedizigs I continued to statc;that I did not believe that the trial court }l^id

jurisdictiola except to discharge my elient under Sec. 2945.40(B)

7.Respondent indicated tliat; in the event pz•occedings occurred before him oxZ Febniary 271, 2014,

that my client would be presumed to be ".mentally i11" and subject to hospitalizationby c.^urt

order" because of the original comminnent proceedings, and would have the burden of pi-oof and

of going forward as to all issu.es. When I protested as to the lack of validity of the initial

proceedings (see transcript attacl-ied), both the Respondent and prosecutor indicated that t1icy

sttpported the oliginal coniinitment proceeding and presumed it to be valid, as well as, cuynrnon

in their experience to combine coinpetency hearings, trial on the merits, hearings to dete.rmine a



defendant "mentally ill", hearings for "least restrictive alternative", institution for coznmitinezit,

et a1.

B.R.espondnet indicated that, in the event proceedings occurred before hizn on February ?-, 2014,

that the issues would be limited to "least restrictive alternati.vc;".

9.Respondent stated that he did not know whether he had continuing jurisdiction in the case

below, but that he probably did.

10.Neither party has sought a continuance of the 2/27/14 scheduledproceedizig in that casc.

IZespondent indicated that he had sigiied an Order addressing the outstanding warrants bul I haNJe

not seen it.

11.'That respondentand plaintiff's attorney contintre to refuse tvauthorize my client to obtain

medical treatnient from his own doctor, Dr. Pinlchaxri, or frozn.Dr: DeMio, continually rcefcrring

toan undisclosed "statute" that requir.eseven medical doctors to go to the mental hospital to

examine or treat my client.

12:A11 three of us stated we were hesitant to proceed because of not knowing how this Court

would rule on the issue of respondent's juri.sdiction. Besides the abseiice of jurisdictiozl issue, I

ani also more hesitant to proceed because of the new stateznents of respondent aboiit t,is cnncept

of the o«rden of proof and the continuing lack of access to our medical witnesses.

13.That the attached transcript of "Hearing on Stipulation ofRepnrts/Wavier of Jury Trial/Tria1

toCouxt" is a true and accurate copy of the original filed on 2/20I14 with the Comznoii Pleas

Clerlc_'s office in Ross County Case Number 09 CR000393.

Respectftilly SuUn-iitted,



_
: ^ avidL. Kastner (#0078355)
Attorney for Petitioner/Relator
3434 North Drive
Beavercreek, Ohio 45432
rllkastner@)sboglobal.net

937-431-1327
9; 7-477-8394
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To the Clerk of the Ohio Supreme Court:

You are requested to provide copies of the witllin Affidavit vc.jith attached transcript to
the respondents by U.S. certified maiJ, return receipt requested, to each one as follows:

The Elonorable Leonarcl Holzapfel. Ross County Courthouse C_;ourtrooin No. 1, 2 Nortia i',iint
Street, Chillicothe, Ohio 45601.,
Ross Cowlty Sheriff George W. Lavender Jr., 28 N. Paint Street, Cllillicothe, Ohic); 436(} i
AgljiCIr;QJane Krason, 100 Hospital Drive, Athens, Ohio 45701.
r s, 'C^^'%, ^,^-----•-.^
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17avrd L. Kastner
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^^^1^^^+'I ift'A^c1`^• .. . .

I have read the above and foregoing Affidavit, know the contents therein referenced and can
personally corifirin that all averznents contained therein are trt7e and coz-rect.

^(..•^C^^-' /^ G^,^^'(^._

David L: Kastner

SUBSCRIBED AN-D SWORN to before me this,ZL d. of Februa , 2014.

------.=.'.;

Notary Public
CERTI_FICATION

This is to certify that on this_;%oz day of Febrziaty, 2014 I mailed a true and cori-cct copy
of the above and fore;oing Affidavit with attached transcript, to attorney Jeffrey 1.^l^^rl^s, 72 N.
Paint Street, Cllillicothe, Ohio 45601 by ordinary U.S.niail, with sufficient postag(^ thcrcon
affixed.

4vi-daL. Kastner



IN TI-IE COURT OF CONIMON PLEAS

7i ^ 2 0 P^; 12 5 2
ROSS COUNTY,^t^H^C^F

. . ^.. . ; . I -.. , C

CASE NO. 09 CR 393

t^._v.. 1 .., ._ .. i . ....

STATE OF OHIO,

PLAINTIFF,

_vS_

TC7HN J. ROHRER,

DEFETVDANT.

14

JUDGE CORZINE

HEARING ON STIPULATION OF
REPO.I2TS/WA:IVER OF JURY
TRIAL/TRIAL TO COURT

COUNSEL FOR STATE:

COUNSEL FOR DEFENDANT:

.. .

A TP UE COpy

(._

RICHARD CLAGG
ASSISTANT ROSS COUNTY
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY
72 NC'3RTH PAINT ST.
CHILLICOTHE, OH 45601

JOHN SCHERFF
OHIO PUBLIC DEFENDER
14 SOUTH PAINT ST.
CHILLICOTHE, OH 45601

REPORTER: TAIvtMY COTTRILL



l THE COURT: NEXT ti1ATTETt BEFORE THE COURT IS CASE

2 NUMBER 09 CR 393, STATE OF OHIO V. JOHN J. ItO:FIRER.. '1'DE

3 RECORD SHOULD REFLECT DEFENDANT IS PRESENT WITH Hl[S

4 ATTORNEY JOHN SCHERFF '4'6!HO IS STANDING FOR ATTORNEY

5 DANIEL SILCOTT WHO IS ON VACATION. STATE OF OHIO IS

6 REPRESENTED BY ASSISTANT ROSS COUNTY PROSECUTING

7 ATTORNEY RICHARD CLAGG.

8 FIRST MATTER WE NEEID TO TAKE U^.'' IS THE ISSUE OF THE

9 DEFENDANT'S COMPETENCY TO STAND TRIAL. THE COURT IiAS

10 RECE1VLi D A. REPORT CONCERNING THAT ISSUE FROM BOB

11 STINSON, BOARD CERTIFIED FORENSIC PSYCHOLOGIST.

12 COUNSEL, ARE YOU WILLING TO STIPULATE TO DR.

13 STINSON'S REPORT CONCERNING THE DEFENDANT'S COMPETENCY

14 TO STAND TRIAL?

15 CLAGG: YES YOUR HONOR.

16 SCI-IERFF: YES YOt,ikt. HONOR.

17 THE C(.OUI.^T: N'ERY W^ELL. BASED LTON THAT REPORT

lS THERE BEING NO OTHER ARGUNlENT OR EVIDENCE TO

19 PItESENT...AM I CORRECT COUNSEL?

20 CLAGG: THAT IS CORRECT.

21 SCHEI-t:FF: CORRECT.

22 THE COURT: THE COURT FINI.)S THAT THE DEFENDANT IS

23 COIVI'PETENT TO STAND TRIAL. TI-iE COURT .FI_'qiDS THAT HE DOES

24 UNDERSTAND THE NATURE AND OBJECTIVES OF THE

25 PROCEEDINGS AGAINST HIMAND HAS THE ABILITY TO ASSIST IN



1 HIS OWiN DEFENSE.

2 NVE ARE NOW READY FOR. TRIAL IN THIS MATTER. THE

3 COURT, iVIR. R.C3HRER, UNDERSTANDS THAT YOU WISH TO GYN'E UP

4 YOUR RIGHT TO TRIAL BY JUR'Y, AND SO I'M GOING TO ASK YOU

5 SO1kTE QUESTION AT THIS POINT IN TI^Y'E.

6 IS YOUR FULL NANLE JOHN J. ROI-IR:ER?

7 ROxR.ER: YES IT I.S.

8 TBE COURT: NIzp ROHRER; HOW OLD ARE YOU?

9 ROHRER: 29 YEARS OLD.

10 THE COURT: HOW FAR DII,1 YOU GET IN SCHOOL?

11 ROHRER: I HAVE AA.4SOCIATES DEGIZ:.EE. YWAS A

12 PSYCHOLOGY MAJOR IN COLLEGE, BUT I DROPPED OC'T, AND I

13 REALIZED THAT I HAD ENOUGH CREDITS TO GET AN ASSOCIATES

14 DEGREE, ANI) SO I DID THAT.

15 THE COURT: OKAY. ARE YOU A CITIZEN OF THIS IL'OUNTRY?

16 ROHRER: YES.

17 THE COURT: AND I TAKE IT YOU CAN READ AND WRITE, AND

18 THAT ENGLISH LS THE LANGUAGE THAT YOU NORMALLY USE?

19 ROHRER: YES.

20 THE COU'RT, ^. ROHRER, I'M AWARE OF YOUR MENTAL

21 CONDITION. DO YOU TAKE MEDICATION?

22 ROHRER: I'ES.

23 THE COURT: WHAT MEDICATION DO YOU TAKE?

24 ROHRER: INVF,GA, CELEXA, BUSPAR, NEURONTIN, AND

25 ()NE...1: DON'T KNOW WHAT IT 'S CALLED FOR BI-POLAR.



1 THE COURT: WHEN WAS THE LAST TIME THAT YOU TOOK

2 Y£)UR NIEDICATION?

3 ROHRER: THIS MORR.'4TING.

4 THE COURT: OKAY. DO YOU FEEL LIKE YOU ARE ABLE TO

5 MAKE DECISIONS TODAY?

6 ROHRER: YES YOUR HONOR.

7 THE COURT: DO YOU FEEL LIKE YOU'RE CLEAR HEA:DED?

8 ROHRER: REASONABLY SO.

9 THE COURT: OKAY. HAVE YOU UNDERSTOOD EVERYTHMNG

10 THAT WE HAVE TALKED ABOUT SO FAR?

11 ROHRER: YES.

12 THE COL1IZT; OKAY. MR..-: ROHIZ.ER, UNDER THE

13 CONSTITUTIONS OF THE UNITED STATES AND THE STATE OF +CllE-IIO,

14 YOU HA'VE THE RIGHT TO A TRIAI, BY JURY. IN THIS CASE THAT

1.7 WOULD BE TWEL'VE PEOPLE. EACH OF THOSE TWELVE PEOPLE

16 WOULD HAVE TO AGREE, IN C)THER WORDS, THE VERDICT WOULD

17 HAVE TO BE UNANIMOUS THAT THE STATE HAD PROVED ALL THE

18 FLEIYIENTS OF THE CHARGE AGAINST YOU BEYOND A REASONABLE

19 DOILTBT BEFORE YOU CAN BE CONVICTED OF THAT CIIARGE

20 AGAINST YOU. YOU HAVE THE RIGHT TO WAIVE OR GIVE L^' YOUR

21 RIGHT TO TRIAL BY JURY AND HA'iIE TI-IIS MATTER PROCEED BY

22 TRIAL TO C+O[IRT, IF IT'S TRIED, THAT WOULD BE TO NIE. IF IT IS

23 TRIED TO ME, I WOULD HAVE TO DECIDE WHETHER TIIE STATE

24 HAD PROVED BEYOND A REASONABLE DOUBT ALL THE ESSENTIAL

25 ELEYbLENTS OF THE CHARGE AGAINST YOU BEFORE YOU COULD BE



1 FOUND GUILTY OF THAT CHARGE.

2 DO YOU UN-DERSTAND THAT?

3 ROHRER: YES YOUR HONOR.

4 THE COURT: YOU ALSO UNDERSTAND THE CHARGE AGAINST

5 YOU, FELONIOUS ASSAULT, IS A FELONY OF THE SECOND DEGREE.

6 YOU COULD GO TO PRISON FOR EITHER TWO, THREE, FOI.TR; FIVE,

7 SIX, SEVEN, OR EIGHT YEARS, AND OR BE FINED UP TO $I5,000.00.

8 YOU COULD HAVE TO PAY RESTITUTION, COURT COSTS, AND ONCE

9 YOU GOT OUT OF PRISON, BE SUBJECT TO MANDATORY THREE

10 YEARS OF SUPERVISION BY TJEIEi ADULT PAROLE AUTHORITY.

11 DO YOU UNDERSTAND ALL OF TIIA I'?

12 ROHRER: YES.

13 THE COURT: H.A:VE YOU HAD AN OPI'C1RTiJNIT^.' TO DISCUSS

14 WITH MR. SCHERFF, GIVING UP YOUR RIGHT TO TRIAL BY JURY

15 AND TO BE TRIED BY A JUDGE?

16 ROHRER; YES YOUR HONOR.

17 TI-IE COURT: IS IT YOUR DESIRE TO VOLUNTARY WAIV:F AND

1S RELINQUISH YOUR RIGHT TO GIVE YOUR RIGHT TO TRIAL BY JURY

19 AND TO BE TR.IED B'.' NIE.

20 ROHRER: IT IS.

21 TIIE COURT: 1VIR. SCHERFF, COULD YOU PLEASE HAVE MR.

22 ItOHRER EXECUTE THE JURY WAIVE PLEASE IN OPEN COURT. .

23 VERY V4'ELL, THE DEFENDANT HAVING EXE+CUTED THE

24 WRITTEN WAIVER OF JURY IN OPEN Ct'1UR:T. THE COLTRT FINDS

25 THAT DEFENDANT HAS VOLUIv1TARILY, INTELLIGENTLY



I KNOWINGLY WAIVED H:IS RIGHT TO TRIAL BY JURY. THE WAIVER

2 HAS NOW BEEN FILED WITH TBE COUP:T. WE ARE NOW READY TO

3 PROCEED Tt1! TRIAL IN TF.LIS MATTER.

4 I UNDERSTAND THAT THERE WILL BE SOME STIPULATIONS

5 COUNSEL?

6 CLAGG: YES, THAT IS CORiZECT YOUR HONOR. THE PARTIES

7 ARE GOING TO SUBMIT AN EXHIBIT MARKED AS JOMT EXHIBIT A.

8 THIS IS A POLICE REPORT FROM THE CHILLICOTHE POLICE

9 DEPARTiME1VTT, :tDA3'ED ON OR ABOUT SEPTEMBER 1, 2009, PREPARE.D

10 BY OFFICER DAINNY COOK OF THE P(JLICE DEPA1tTMENT: TI-iE

11 PARTIES WILL STIPLTATIE; TO TBE ADNIISSIt7►N OF THAT EXHIBIT

12 AND STIPULATE TO THE FACTS THAT ARE SET OUT IN OFFICE:R.

13 COOK'S REPORT AS BEING THE FACTS OF THIS PARTICULAR CASE.

14 THE COURT: ARE WE ALSO STIPULATING TO DR. STINSON'S

1.5 REPORT ON THE DEFENDANT'S MENTAL CON:DITION AT THE TIME

16 OF THE COMIvIISSYON OF THE ALLEGED'fJFFEIVSE?

17 CLAGG: YES YOUR IIONOR, THAT IS CORRECT. I BELIEVE

18 ULTIMATELY WE WILL ALSO BE STIPULATING TO A REPORT BY DR.

19 ESHMtA.UGH.

20 THE COURT: NOT YET. NOT YET. IT'S IRRELEVANT FOR

21 PURPOSES OF THTS PROCEEDING.

22 CLAGG: I THOUGHT THAT WOULD BE THE CASE BUT I

23 WANTED 'I`O MA.KE SURE THAT IT WAS COVERED.

24 TIiE COURT: OKAY. THAT CORRECTLY STATE THE

25 STIPULATIONS FOR TfIE TRIAL?



I SCIE-IERFF: IT DOES YOUR HONOR, YES.

2 .THE COURT: WILL TIfERE BE ANY FURTII]ER EVIDENCE OR

3 ARGUMENT?

4 CLAGG: NO, I DON'T BELIEVE SO YOUR HONOR.

5 SCHE;RFF: NO YOUR HONOR.

6 THE COURT: COULD ISEE THE REPORT PLEASE. N'ER:Y

7 WELL. THE COURT FINDS THAT HAVING REVIEWED JOINT EXHIBIT

8 A, THE STATE HAS PROVED BEYOND A REASONABLE DOUBT THAT

9 ON OR ABOUT THE FIRST DAY OF SEPTEl'1MERy 2049 IN ROSS

10 COUNTY, THAT TlE-3E DEFENDANT JOHN ROHRER, DID KNOWINGLY

11 CAUSE PHYSICAL HARM TO A1^IOTHER BY MEANS OF A DENDLY

12 WEAPON.

13 TIHi COURT FCzRTHER FINDS REVIEWING THE REPORT OF DR.

14 STINSON THAT THE DEFENSE HAS PROVED BY PREPClNDERA'kiC:E OF

15 THE EVIDE.itdCE THAT AT TIIE TIME OF TIIE OFFENSE THAT AS A

16 RESULT OF SEVERE MENTAL ]DISEASE ORDEFEGT M[t.. ROH.RFR DID

17 NOT KNOW THB WRONGFULNESS OF HIS ACTS,

18 THEREFORE TBE COURT FINDS MR. ROHRER TO BE NOT

19 GUILTY B'i' REASON OF INSANITY.

20 BY AGREEMENT OF COUNSEL, WE ARE NOW READY TO

21 PROCEED WITH THE HEARLNG PROVIDED FO1c2. BY OHIO REVISED

22 CODE SECTION 2945.40 (B).

23 MR. ROHRER, YOU HAVE THE RIGHT TO COUNSEL AND MR.

24 SCHERFF WILL BE REPRESENTING YOU, THE RIG-HT TO HAVE

25 INi)El'ENDENT EXPERT EVALUATION PROVIDED AT NO COSTS TO



,-_

1 YOU, THE RIGHT TO SUBPOENA NVITNESS.E;S AND DOCCTIVIENTS, THE

2 RIGHT TO TESTIFY ON YOLTR OWN BEHALF, A1VD YOU CANNOT BE

3 FORCED TO TESTIFY, AND THE RIGHT TO HAVE COPIES OF ANY

4 RELEVANT, MEDICAL, OR MENTAL HEALTH DOCUMENT IN THE

5 CUSTODY OF THE STATE. YOU HA'VE THE RIGHT TO LOfaK AT

6 THAT,

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

MY UNl)ERSTA..t'`DING WILI: BE THAT 7^:`HE PARTIES ARE

WILLING TO STIPULATE TO THF, REPORT OF DRR. ESHBAUCpH THAT

WAS ACTUALLY PREPARED ON 12l13149. ;VIR. SCHERFF, YO[j WOULD

PROBABLY LIKE A COPY OF THAT '1:0 LOOK OVER BEFORE

WE.....MR. CLAGG, I-IERE'S A COPYo- WHY DON'T WE TAKE A

COUPLE OF MINUTES SO YOU GU'i'S CAN LOOK THAT OVER. WE'LL

STAND IN RECESS.

14 THE COURTi WE ARE BACK ON R:ECORD.

15 TO STIPULATE TO THAT?

AR,E WE Wf LLI?VG

16 CLAGG: YES YOUR HONOR:

17 SCHERFF. YES YOUR HON+CIR.

18 THE COURT: ANY OTBER EVIDENCE OR TESTIMONY OR

19 ARGtJMENT TO BE OFFERED WITH REGARDS TO THF294S.4U

20 HEARING?

21 CLAC G: NO YOUR HONOR.

22 SCHERFk: Nf? THANK. YO'tJ YOUR HON.OR.

23 THE COUR:T: VERY WELL. THE COURT FINDS BY CLEAR AND

24. CONVINCING EVIDENCE BASED UPON THE STIPULATED REPORT OF

25 DR. ESHBAUGH THAT THE DEFENDANT IS A MENTALLY ILL PERSON



1 SUBJECT TO HOSPITALIZATION BY COURT ORDER, AND IT IS TIiE

2 ORDER OF 'i'HE COURT THAT THE DEFENDANT IS COlY11WIITTED TO

3 THE TIMOTHY MORITZ CENTER, I TMNK IT'S GOING TO BE

4 CRIMINAL END RATHER THAN THE CIVIL END BECAUSE HIS

5 I2ECOM1ENDA"I'IC1fN WAS BASED ON WHAT WOULD HAPPEN

6 BECAUSE OF TIIIJ DEFENDANT'S COMMITMENT IN 06 CR 217 WAS

7 EXPIRING, TI-iIS WILL BE A NEW COMMI TME''ti T IN 09 CR 393.

8 THE COURT FINDS TH.IS IS THE LEAST RESTRICTI'VE

9 COMMITMENT ALTERNA,TIVE AVAILABLE THAT IS CONSISTENT

T{1 WITH PUBLIC SA.I'ET Y ANM THE WI+,LFARE OF T-HE I3EFEiNDANI'A.ND

11 GIVING PREFERENCE TO PROTECTING PUBLIC SAFE.`i`Y; THE

12 FACILITY WILL MAKE THE REPORTS CALLED FOR BY 2945.40. THE

13 FIRST ()11TE IS DUE IN SIX MONTHS.

14 JOIIN, I TOLD YOU 1F YOU PIDN'T TAKE YOUI2: iV1E:DIC;TnE BAD

15 THINGS WOULD HAPPEN TO YOU. WHAT IiApPENED, YOU DIDN'T

16 TAKE YOUR MEDICINE, BAD THINGS HAPPENED TO YOU AND TO

17 SOMEBODY ELSE.

18 JOHN, YOU HAVE TO STAY ON YOUR MEDICINE. YOU'RE NICE

19 YOUNG MAN WHEN YOU ARE TAKING YOUR MEDICINE. YOU'RE

20 BEHAVIOR IS GOOD, YOU'RE FTNE. IT'S WHEN YOU DECIDE YOU

21 DON'T HAVE TO TAKE YOUR MEDICINT, THINGS LIKE THIS HAPPEN

22 AND AS A RESULT SOMEBODY GOT HURT, AND GOT HURT PRETTY

23 BADLY. YOU KNOW IT'S ONE THING IF YOU HURT YOURSELF, IT'S

24 ANOTHE]Et THING WHEN YOU'RE HUIZTLNG OTHER PEOPLE.

25 JOHN. I KNOW YOU DON'T LIKE TO TAKE YOUR MEDICINE.



1 BUT YOU HAVE TO REALIZE TIiAT THAT'S PART OF THE ILLNESS

2 THAT YOU HAVE, AND THE ONLY WAY M CONTROL IT IS TO TAKE

3 YOLR .ALEDS, SO PLEASE DO THAT.

4 ROHRER: I HAVE THAT INSIGHT AS WELL.

5 THE COURTs OKAY.

6 ROHRER: I K '̂^i(}W ABOUT IT.

7 THE COURT: ANYTHING FUIt.THER...W'EgLL GET YOU BACK

8 UP THERE AS QUICKLY AS WE CAN JOILN. ANYTHING FURTHER?

9 CLAGG: NO YOUR HONOR.

10 SCHERFF: NO YOUR HONOR.

i l. THE COURT: WERE IN RECESS.

12

13

14

15

16 AND TBESE VYERE ALL THE PROCEEDINGS AS HAD AND

17 REPORTED IN THIS CASE ON THIS DATE.

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25



I STATE OF OHIL7

2 COUNTY OF ROSS:

3

4 I, ROBIN BUSKIRK, COURT REPORTER FOR THE CONI1ViOIV

5 PLEAS COURT, COURTROOM N .UiMII3ER. 1, ROSS COUTY, OHIO; DO

6 HEREBY CERTIFY THAT T1IE FOREGOING IS A TRUF,AND

7 ACCURATE TRANSCRIPT OF STIPULATION TO RL+'Pt:JRTSIWAItIER OF

8 JLRY TRIAL/TRIAL. TO COURT HEARING IN THE MATTER: OF STATE

9 OF OHIO VS. JOHN J. ROHI2ER, CASE NUMBER 09 CR 393; ON

10 JAiNUA.RY 25, 2010, TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE AND BELIEF

11 HELI? 13EF('1RE THE HONORABLE Vt'I.LLIAM`J. CORZINE.

12

13 GLVEN UNDER MY HAND THIS 2e DAY tJ►F FEBRUARY, 2014.

14
^ °̂ -

15 ..._
. , . ..N.,- . .

16 -RiC3BiNBUSKI K
17 COURT REPORTER
18

19

20

21

22
ROBIN BUSKIRK

Notary Publir. State of Dhio
My Gt3mmmiss'ipn Expims

November17, 201:^

10
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