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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF FRANKLIN COUN"1'Y, OHIO
DIV1yN7N OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS AND JUVENiLE BRANCH

In the Maiter ot'. The STATE ex rel., JURADO Y. ODC, FCCPCJB

NOAH G. JURADO : Exhibit J3

KATHY HERNANDEZ,

Plaintifl.
V.

ARISTIDES JURADO,

Defendant.

CASE NO. 12 JU 11-14479

JUDGE JAMISON

MAGISTRATE TSITOURiS

2►'! 'I'I FO E,%fLR(.TM'CV_ REMOVA^
OF^GU RDJA ' AD LIZNJ

Now comes Respandcnt-Father Aristidec Jurado. acting Pro Se. and hereby movers; his Ce"
cy

Honorable court for an Order immedratcly removing or dismissing Ms. Blythe fk-theCas
^7 ^^̀„ -xs,^= ^•

the appointed GAL for the child custody diiputc. Given the pending motion for FtncrStWy =r-r
c') ^ ^

Custody and the tact that the GAL ttppointment is being yue^ti^tined, it is rcasesnablc to r^es^ °
w

that the court detennines if the rrquest for rcmoval has merit before allowing the GAL W^; CA c ^

participate or intcrferc with the motion for Emergewy Ceistody.

'1'his Motion is supported by the attached Memorandum.

Respeetfolly aubmitted,

IR,ECIENO
JAN $1 20t4

Exhibit J3

Respoodent-Father Prn Se

^'
ARISTIDES '1tADO
3963 Easton Wa}.
Columbus, OH 43219
PH: (305) 799-12212

The State ex re1., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB w^
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HEMORA N 12UM IN P RT

Respondent-Father Aristides Jurado ic petitioning this court for such unusual request given the

extenuating and disturbing circumstances of the case and the role Ms. Bethcl has plavrd in it.

During her tcnure stncr appointed as GAI., Ms. Bethel has bccn in violation ofl'ranl ►1,n

County Domestic Ruic 15. Local Juvcnife Rule 27 and Sup R. 48 of the Ohio Supreme Court•

- Not rcpresenting the best interest ot'ihe child in this juvenik: case
- Complctc lack of independence, objcctEvitr and fairness in and out of the courtroom
- As an oflicer of the court, the GAL conducted herself without respect and counesv to the panies

and attorneys
-Failed to file pleadings and motions when appropuriatc and nccessary
- GAL appointment was in actual conflict of interest arising from closc ties with a party`s lcg,al

counsel
- Failed to perform the nece$sary invcstEgations or approprLatr inquiries given the concrrns

reported from parties
- In ethical and othcr violations of Ohio Rules of Profcssiowl Conduct for Attorncys, including

deceptive conduct, creating and maintaining a high-contlict atmosphere
r -^ ^=rrn r.

^ CJ
C

Tht damage caused by Ms. Bethcl performance is no longer measurabic Ed ir^f'ac--
t"-

irreversiblc. Among many examples. there arc two included in the Exhibits: baChlbi^4 skqw^sQ^^
o

how Ms. Bethel chose not to ini^estigate or inquire about the reasans for Dr Mas^tw to^^
t^`i^ s^rE C' -,^

request to speak with the GAL. Only because this pediatrician was brought to the case by

Respondent-father for a 2nd opinion and possible as an eXQerl witness, Ms Bethci chose to

dismiss any concerns either Mr. Jurado or the pcdiatrician wcre ra'rsing.

E\hibit AS is a strinl; of emails that clemostratc Ms. Bethel's niisleading tactics even in

the courtroorn• During the December 20th 2013 hearmg, when Judge Jamison asked whether tihe

9am-4pm restrictions were based on the GAL's rKcommendations or if that was mutually agreed

upon by the parties, the GAL providcd a misleading answer by statittg "[ really was not much

involved in the negotiation of the temporary order"

Exhibit J3 2 The State ex ret., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB
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Gi+ven the sensitive and important roJe a GAl. is entrusted with, one of afficrr of the

court and represcntativr n['thc Judge and Magistrate, the continued appointment of Ms. Bethel

as GAL in this custody case will have evcn more devastating results.

Respondent-Father asks the court to address thcse concerns with the sense of urgency

that it deserves, and ultimately for the benetit ofthe Chiid,

Respectfully submitted,

Respondent-Father Pro Se

STIDE, JURADO
963 Eastaa Way

Columbus, OH 43219
PH: (3". 799-12212
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IN TSE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF FRANKLIN COI7NTY, OHIO
DIVISION OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS AND JUVENILE BRANCH

KATHY HERNANDFZ,

:
:

CASE NO.13,T[J-11-14A79
Phintifl=Mother,

-vs-

ARIISTIDES JI]I;ADO,

Defendant-Fistirer.

JUDGE JAMISON

MAGISTRATE TSITOI]RIS

State of Ohio
County of SS.

Now comes Aristides Jurado as the Affiant hcrein and having been duly swom and

aautionod deposes and states that he is the Respondent in the foregoing action, that he has

m-+iewed the faragoing motion, and that the facts and allegptions stated thcrein are true to tha

best of his knowledge end bdief.

SWORN to before me and subscribed in

c-a

1`URTHER AFFIANT SAYL"TI•t NAtPH14§;
rn = L-5

r.- .,c _-

Ar' tid s Jurado *s r''rn
r7 "o r

y encc this 21 'bday ] ary, 2i} ^

v^ ^ ° .^^

tp,G.^k

ExhibitJ3 4 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB



69094 - B79

ERTf Fi< ATT S V R

I hereby certify that a true and accurate copy ot'the tbregoing Motion was scrved via

Cmail on thrEs)44 day of Januarv. 2014, upon the fol lowing:

^2~ d V

Erika Smithcrman
Ronald R. Pctroff
Petroff ir.aw Offices, LLC
140 E. Yown Street} Suite 1070
Cofumbus,Ohto 43215
Attorneys for Plaintiff

Blythe Bethel
Bethe! Law OtTiccs

495 S. Iiigh Strcct, Suite 220
Columbus. Ohio 432 15
Gaardian Ad Litem

CI)

^'• ^ : ^^

0

Z

rs.^ r ri p ^► .

I-V

3963 Easton Wap
Columbus, OH 43219
PH: (305) 799-12212

Exhibit J3 5 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB
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2, rs nin has only ai ou in

3. She n r has been doi

Hemandez,Jurado-State_of Ohio

[A4j

4. n the ti months, there hi mmng or mi •n Her best guess Is that Noah was
not gettlrip enough ixerast miik

When I asked rf It rs possr'ble thet this is sttli the case (not gettina enough broast milk),
she said it is possible but different things wlii need to be tned befare knowing vAth
aertainty I explained to her that most of the time, Noah cnes whan he is done with a
lxrt#te of braast milk (because he Ls still hungry)

5.

6. Wdh the iimited inforrnation she has, it is difFieult to say Noah is not being cared adequately by his
pedietridan. It could boil down to her opinion vs Dr. Munasan's apinion.

c-I

When I asked if there were a n n th is ca
consensus? The answer was' The consensus would be that something etiWely^W or

mf:seing during the first 6 months (or more should have been done) apa zr.,rn
C-y -,V 0

Another piece of information to share• During the iast visit with Dr Muresan. Kathy stood fio1y siie^ dtt"
not consent to the voice recording of the session (and that she wouldn't allow it). c^ ^0C)

_

Ms Bethet,l knaw that I do not need to r^errnnd ►rou that my concems are not about Dr. Mur,n apec f^,
nor about Kathy vs An This topic Is simply about Noah's well being and hopefully it can be handled without
pointtng fingers (which rnay be the perceptbn from icalhy) Due to the nature of this chidleage, I will leave it all
In your hands and trust that you wdl use the full scope of your authority to address these concerns. I only hope
that we don't have to wailt until the next heanng in July in order to make any changes that you consider
necesssry

Please let me know what the next steps would be after communicating with Dr. Mastruserio

I look fonnrard to hearing trom you Thank you

An

Ari Jurado
Pnnqpa! HCM Consultent, Quslme Gcnsultinp
(305) 7W2212

lin

Juradds LinkedIn " • •f i • i .3?a944 , MAUNI.Xihoocom" w• ^
• t=a5?

Exhibit J3 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ObC, FCCPCJB
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Ft^: S'yttte Bethd [rnatltu:
Seot: Tuwclay, April 23, 2013 7:11 AM
To:
Subjetr*: Re: Noah G. Jurado: Noah needs yflur intemrttaon

Hemandez-Jurado-State of Ohio

A4
WeEl, if she will not, I am sure that LecAnn can help you find a physician who will qcrvc in that
capacity. blythe

From: " " iuaWpRgjWj iDWnsulhnj3 '
To: Btyttte Bethei -^blvth^lepatgo r,orn>
Ca: LeeAnn Massucci ^<MMMkfamilrlaw com, "Eirnear 13ahnson (a M&K' 4ombamktmllyiaw conn^
Sant: Tuesday, Apni 23. 2013 ti 30 AM
Snbject: RE Noah G Jurado Nosh needs your intenrention

Yes, that makes sense I will pray that she would be wflling to for Noah's sake

An JurBdo
Fr:ncipW HCM Consultant, Oueitne ConsuRutg
(305) 769-2212
an LradoftualineconsuRino oo:n

°Jursdo's profile Linkedln" rc="cid•2. ?(1944 914@w il widib-169
heigbr--25>

F+rom: Blykhe Bethel [niadto:
Sent: Tuesday, Apnl 23, 2013 5:36 AM
Ta:
Cc: LseAnn Massuca; Elmear Bahnson 0 MffiK
5ubjekb Re: Noah G. .Jurado: Noah needs your int+mntion

Ari. I think that it is important for you to ask Dr. Maatrusrria i f he wanis to actually bc a potcntial ^titnc-qrft
this case. You may find that thc doctor does nat want to play that role. Blythe r:6^

rn"7.

Scnt from my iPad 0 , r-^-
'*^ N " ^ ^ CTl

On Apr 22, 2013. at 9:491'M, nri. i^qualineconsulttns!:.com wrote: F3 ^

Ms Bethel, ^ . ° ẑ0

I wdi ioilow your reeommendabon In fact, I believe that for the most part I have elroody aooompbhed ►
that vu:th Dr MeslrUeeno What I wtl be doing next ia eetting up p follow up sippotntnent tp share tho
tatM Erffarmatorf reganding Noah and exptrckty ask the cuestcn 'Is Noah being appropnateiy cared I'or by
tps turrent pediatricwn?'

Thank you for your quick responsa tumeround and I will keep you posted

An

A:1 Jurado
Pnncipa4 HCM Conwuitent, Qualme ConsuWng
(305) 799-2212
an iuradoftuafiineoonsutt4Dpcom

<imsge047.gif>

Exhibit J3 The State ex rel., Jurado v. OpG, FCCPCJB
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Arf Jurado

Fromr
sme
Tot
Cc
Subject

Blythe Bethet
Monday, Apr7129, 2013 11 58 AM AMIUMM
anjuradaftua,iraeconsuhing tam ^4
Amy Wanng, LeeAnn MassuGC1, Eirnear Bahnson
Re Noah G Jurado Noah's Kealth Care and Pediatncian

All: ljust tini-thed a telephone conFercncc with Ari regarding primarily a couple oftopics. pir'd, with respect to
having a custody psych evaluation done. I believe that Ari is of the opinion that one is necessary ► and 1 have to
say that I do not disagree. if anything, I think that a custody psych evaluation will help us identify what issues
thesc folks need to work on possibly through parentinl; counseling and evcn if, given their perstm$lities, they
can resolve these issues. LceAnn. if you or L•irncar want to send an email to Ron regarding this, then I will
chime in and say that we necd to do this.

Ari and I also discussed getting a new pediatrician involved. I know khat Ari wanted this to come from me, but
I told him that I do not want to appear aligned with either party. 'f"hc fact that Ari has a concern about the
current pediatrician, and has obtained an informal second opinion that there may be some question as to the
child's health carc up to this point in time, would give him a colorable ctaim for bringing such a 1+lotion. I
believe that any such Motion to change the pediatrician necds to come from Ari

B I,vthc ^", ^

Frar►: "arfJurAdal0qualu>Bconsultutig com" sanjurado@qualineeonsulang comz,
To: Blythe 9ethel cblythebethelQyahoo corn>
Cc: Amy Wanng ^11L.1NQmldamdylaw enm>, LesAnn 1►Aasauca <lwMM®rnk(am^lylaw eorn?, ^rmear ^s^

-cembemkfamilylaw cflrny ^ -o
Sent 'fhursdey, Apni 25, 2013 Z 01 PM
Subieet: Noah G Jwado Noah's Heeflth Care and Pedgitriaen C--

C-3

rn n

I=
^-^-sMs Bethel, cri CP

I had a foflcrw up consutt tttis moming wig+ pr Jennder Mastruseno about my concerns with Noah's medicai
care She is going to call you to talk to you direcOy, mast likely tomorrow if you would like to inltrete the call,

her offioe's number ts (614) 326-180(3

In summary, this is Dr. Mastruseri4's take on Noah's cortdibon end medcal care•

j. . She beNeves a rtew, frash face that is more

gku ce t^e wiMi help gte sitiation overai! It ts her opiruon that nelther Dr. Muresan nor heraeff are
unbiased enough to care for Noah objectivsly as hia pedWndan

r,
r'^

S1uClo9 JO )48313

I I :E Wd ZZ NV11Ol

01110 03 NFIN4 IM4
1ZiI1Q3 S Y ^ld NOw03

iID -i-i

Exhibit J3

When I exptaEned that Dr. lllluresan has known KatttY 1br over 17 Yesrs, she
immadoely said "thai explains the reason for his comments when he caNed me eariier
this momtng°. fihe H.d Sh° p M resari r.sited fi:er (unsoiiclted) to "exnlaiarhe.

N g other
m s Dr Mastruserio answered back that "ihrs is not [he rmprassAOn I have fmm

Mr Jurado"

The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB
A 05 S.cw?4
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From: Blytlie Bethel [mallto:
5ent: Mmday, Apni 22, 201311:57 AM
To;
CC; IrnM2mkramIIv%W,0M
Sabiacib Re: Noah G. ]urado: Noah needs your inWvenbon

A4

Ari. I'hat ► you for your crr+ari Here is what I thinl. Obviously. I am certainly not qualifled to
determine if the current pediatrician is doing an adcquate jot), and addressing your concerns
about Noah:'s health I do think that if you are still conccrncd (which you clearly are) you should
go to the current pediatrteian's atticc and obtain a ►;op}: of Noah's complete healthcare file. You
should then takc the tale to another pediatrician. which doctor will in essence be an c%.pcrt
witnrss, and have that doctor asscss whether or not Noah is bcing appropriately cared for by Dr.
Muresxn

Blythe

From: "lin I " rari Lradoauahneconaulptlgcoi!^
To: Blythe Bethal < '
Sent: Monday, Apn122, 201311 22 AM
SubJse:t: Noah G Jurado Noah needs your interventron

lii Ms t3a",

It ig unfqRUnate that you missed our heanng tast Wednesday, but I undemtand oompleteiy that this is how
the system works By now, you may havs heard planty about the issues wdh the amount of
comrtwnir,attorf between Kathy and I dunng my time ++eth Noah

So. I vnll leave tt* topic of parenting vnsitabons atore Mr now and would like to bring up (again) an even r,
more important topic Nosh's health care Speraikaqy. AVo haS S:
known this for a while, there is nothing I have been able to do sofar ^.

p f- -..

This is a conversation I would rather have vnth you in poson, but with your busy schedule A mdterA-a =
traval schedule Por the next 3 weeks. I don't want to keep postponing this topic anymore Fotihis rr.,^
purpose. I wrfi be frank and 100% transparent wrth you here aC3

:z
I have always had the best of inteMions and planned for many years for the day I would becoa a pa.^ren t̂^'a Q
be^ause I would always want to give the best to my child But even as we were expect^ng N tk^riise--^
9 rra^nth8, I knew I had already failed him in so many ways sta ►bng w^th the fact lhat he was ir^ Jy
thm world as part of a braken home and with dysfunctional parents The rwxt bfow twne when I was in a
desperate posibon in my career that I was iorced to accept a job far away from tame and Noah. only 3
weeks before his buth Still these proved to be small challenges compared to what was to come next a)
Gatb► o stripped from my pamntai nghts and unrestncted ac©ess to my son overntght b) lft Inabll^

^ for Noah ItisbasithandnM

Yes, there were a few inadents that rwsed safety concerns. but they are now in the past and don'#
believe it is necessary to dwell on those Flowetirer. the concerns I have had regarding his heatlh dunng
hrs tirst 8 months of Gfa sbil need to be addEess to mrad any repeats I beliwe you already have a[:opy
of the pnnted par re regardng Noah'^weight and growth chart I gave LeeAnn during the court heanng
(indu^ below ) my fears, and what was
otvww to anyone dose enough to see Noah's size and weight There so gMM vAth ttttl

Although Dr Mastruseno didn't believe there was
anyttung to be c:onceffied in the present (as of March 2013) only pnor to February, newv developmarts
with Noah's heafth since then could easly change that opinion Noah persistent cotd andlor wral-utfecbon
symptoms (nuhterous wsrts to the Dr and uitrmately the ER) droo ln w
FHday 4M S_IBgg lostl.

I c.an't deny Oat Dr Mark Muresan. Noah's currant pediatncian. is a nu:e guy But being a rsw guy is
simply not enough and

4
Exhibit J3

Hamandez,lurado-Starte o4 ohio

The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCC PCJB
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Noah was cantiruuously lostng weght, in a way that most other pediatricaan$. like Dr Mastruseno. w+culdn't
have hesitated to look fur#her into the problem

Noah, abough a fittle person, was sendtng us many signals that he needed our help -my heip, and I let
him down by fathng to help him Seeing hun Cryirkg of pain in his belly, day and nt'ght even while
braastleeding, seeing him not atie to have a restful steep at night, rwt having bowel movements for 3-4
days are just some of tte cuas that we noticed Staftng in .ianuary, he started to get better for sure We
wero llortunate that baby food helped offset whatever he was rnissing betore In short, we were aimply
lucky -he got better even "h no one intervened

Sttli in 1he gfflsent, there are some cues that are sbll visible He cnes after finishiric a bottle of exoressed
milk, t»se he is abl hunarv, his eonbnuws chgh, end stuffy nose that have perststed for 4t months,
end rmw hm walaht loss of 9 OZ (more ^ran% onoymd)

Vllhat type of father I arn if I can"t help my son?7 Up untll today, I have not befng able to have any
saying on his health care or his dietlnutrlflon I want my sonto be doing his best, not fust'OK'

Rlease tell me whet yaa reed me to do Should I looc for en expert aribneaO Thrs is so ilmpodant that if I
need to make sacr+rices and gnre up some of my tme wsth him in retarn for peaoe of mind that he will be
seeing by a diiferent doctor, so be it

Ms Bethel, you are my only hope right now

Stncerely.

An Jurada
Noah's dad

Ari Jurado
Exelon HR Merger Protect- Aa=Wre
Mobile (31"'J) 799-2212
Ans6dee JuredaA E^rtcoro com
Ansti^s Jwado@Accenture.can
an itradoftugliMoonsuibnn com

<ima►ge001.gify

Exhibit J3 10
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Froen: Blytl:e Betfiei [rrajtbo:bNtxbd*W@Y5hoo•cDn1] :
Sent: Thursday, Apnl 25, 2013 8:05 AM ^^
To: LeeAnn M855uc^d ► Ronald R. t^ff, Esq.
Cc: Errnear tiahnson; Amy Wanng
Subjetb Re: Fterundex I]urado - Fdk.rw tJl3

Counsel: I have had the opportunity to review the drafl of the proposed amended T.O. from Lee Ann, and I do
have some immediate comments. First, I think that it is very important that we have a strict schedule that both
parents must follow, so to say that Ari w:ll be picking the child up at the earliest time possible for day care is
not aceeptablc to mc. I am certain for a myriad of rcasons that the day carre, and ccrtainly Kathy, would like to
know exactly the time that Ari will bc picking up the child from day cam. This should be a consistent time
every day. The daycare needs to know the schedule, Kathy certainly needs to know the schedule, and most
importantly, a strict schedule is what is best for Noah. I atos would like to have Ari's pick-up time coordinate
wiih Noah's nap schcdulc. What would bc ideal is for Noah to pick up the chils aftcr his mid-day nap 'mat
way llri could go right into having qualty, interraction time with Noah. it also allows for Noah to be rested and
ready to be with his father. So. I would expect that Kathy and Ari will communic:ate with each other about the
child`s daily schedule and rigure aut the best time for Ari to pick up the child t'rom day care. But I will not
agree to any Order that states "at the earliest possible time".

l+or thC sanlc rcasons as stated above. I would like a defnite time by which Ari will return the child to daycare in
the moming. Again, this is not about what is best for cach of the parents hcrc. Noah nccds a rcmdne, a set
schedule. Parenting and convcnicnce do not always go hand in hand. So, ap,ain,1 would expect the parents to
communieate and determine, based on Noah's daily routine, what is the most appropriate time for Noah to be
returned to daycare in the moming.

Finally, and to be consistent with the I.ocal Rule. l would have Ari return Noah to Kathy at 8:00 pm.

Since I unfortunately did not get to participate in the discussions at Court regarding the rest of* sc^'^lc, I am

going to wait to see what Ron's comments arc. It sounds like asme agreements were reacpd :MiharjSL*rd, and

far be it from me. especially in this case, to interfere with any agreement that these folks 1*y r^h.'-^lI-works

or them, that isgreat. ^ ^
Q ^N ^ ^fr*l
'.'n cn:*C]

Blythe o C'
c-

°

From: t.eeAnn Masauoa r ^
To: "Ronatd R Patmtt'. Esq °,c , Elythe Bethai
Cc: Eimear Bahnam , Amy Wanng -, LaeAnn Masaucci
c :b,
Eent: Thursday, Aprd ?.s, 2013 141 AM
9ubjeCt: Hernsndez I Jurado - Fotlorr Up

Corursel-
Pleasefind aitncl.red !!e draft Amed 1•11llefided hael7l11 OfYjer.

L abolo^^ '• the delny in getfing rbtr toyorr has been mine; canseque>'rt#, I am .renditig this

to Mr. Jrrrada simrrltuneously to avordfrrr'1mr delay.

Ron, please lel ris know atyorrr earliest cainnieirce tl.ris compords wrtl.ryaur Hotes as the

proposed schedule is already xrnderAvrrY.

Exhibit J3 ^ 1 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJAB04-b 0001
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Iwnom: Lae^G^
To^
cc &M&UJeep= Amy Wanoa

5u^ FW Hemandex / 7;aado - Fnltow lIO
paEp: 'nurs%ryr, Aprd 2% 2013 2 55 Ni PH
Iaiport^nna Filyh

P1ea.i•e see beloip.
LUM

LeeA►tn M. MrrssuccF
,'Wa,mmcK-r & Klim LLC
250 L'n}C Ci:rrrer Drive
Suite 630
Columhus, ()fI 43115
Plmne 614.484,0177
FaY 614 dR•t 0181
wfflr.mk fam ilylaw.enm

AS

FROM TNE LAW OFFICE OF MASSl1CCI & KLlNE LLC
CONFIY)ENTIALI7Y NOTICE: This e•mall msssaga Is Intended oniy /ar the poroon or endly to which it is acldrosand
and may contain canfidsntiai andlor privilegsd materiai. Any unauthorizad nir ►iov, uaa. disclosure or distributlon Is
proh[Mted. If you are not tho intended rsrJpieK please contact the sender by rvply a-maii and destroy all oopias of
the original nmasage. ff you are ihe intendad reciplent but do not wish to reoaive communicationsVroug^thia
mediunn, plesse so advise the s^ Inunadtateiy. c15 ^^ . ^

•.^ -rn c-

CD N J^^rn

Froin: Ronald R. Petroff, Esq. [rna:l6o.rrpOpetrot'ilawoffices.c:am]
SalitC 7hursday, ApnI 25, 2013 2:53 PM
7'oe'Blythe Bekhel`; LeeAnn Massum
Cc: Bmear Bahnson; Amy 1lVanng;'Hernandez, Kathy'; 'Brooke i3erhawrta:'
Subject: RE: Hernandez I Juracb - Fdbw Up
Importanoee: High

Dear Counsel

CZ

^-4 C3
ctJ^ fs p^

lt would have been easier to begin the "editing" process if you would have sent me the document in Microsoft
Word format so I could have used the °Track Changes' feature and sent you back my client's redlined ►rers:on, but to

expedite this process, my client would like the following changes to be made to the Agreed Amended Temporary

Order

• My client agrees with the GAL and would like Father+s pick up time from daycare to be no sooner than 4PM
(Noah typically naps from 2PM - 4PM and then drinks a bottle at 5PM),

• My client also agrees wrth the GAL and would like Father's drop off time at daycare to be no later than 8 30

AM, the time Noah eats breakfast and the time which my client typically drops him off at daycare,

Exhibit J3 12 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB
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• My client also agrees that all non-overnight parenting time should conclude at 8PM, the child's normal

bedtime;

• My client believes your client should have an extra 30 minutes in paragraph 1(f) to allow Noah to finish his
lunch Please change the end time to 12 30 PM, since that time would be better for Noah per the GAL's

fnstructlons,

• Also, my client believes the tentative agreement reached in court contemplated a return time on Sunday, May

12^h at 3 00 PM, to allow my client to see the child for a short per+od of time before he has to go to bed at

8PM

• Please add specific start and end times in Paragraph Numbered Four (4) to make it consistent with the cunrent
Agreed Intenrn Magistrate's order which has different end times depending on the week The current order,

starting May 15th in Week 1 has the Fnday overnight concluding at 6 PM on Saturday and Week 2 the Saturday

overnight concluding on Sunday at Noon When the parties spke at Court the other day,1t was rny
understanding that my clmnt wanted to make Noah's schedule more consistent per GAL's directive Thus, my

client would like this provision to read

o Week 1 - Mon at 4PM until Tuesday at 8 30 AM AND Fridays at 4PM until Saturday at Noon,

o Week 2- Mon at 4PM until Tuesday at 8 30 AM AND Fridays at 4PM until Saturday at 6PM,

Additionally, this goes without saying, but this schedule does not go into effect until both parties have signed the
document My client has informed me that your client is already operating under the assumption that a deal has been

finalized As such, due to the delay, paragraphs 1(a) and l(b) do not apply +3r

^ ::V.r
Last4y, my clrerrt arid I are bath available for a five-way settlement conference to take placepy^i,e's flttEt'^ on

May 16th, May 30th, June 3rd, and June 5th, all days beginning at 130 PM I look forward to yo^ro^t r-n^

Very truly yows,

G o
Ronald R. Petroff,Esq. w^4 ow
Mlsrl CPagingPartner ^" ^

Petreff Law Offices, LLC
140 East lown Street, Ste. 1070
Columbus, Ohio 43215
7'e1- 614222-4288
Direct 614-222-4282
Fax 614-222-4289
email rmftestrafflawaffices-raM
website www-petrofflawdMIULCOM

L M J

Cmfldimntloft • This erectran+c masl messaQe. tapether with any artachments herein, contains rnforrrrotion of PetroffLaw

Offtcps, LLC that may be eonfident+al ar+d/or fegally prrwfeqed, and ts intended sofely (ar the use af the rnd+vrduai ar enuty named nn this

messa3e ff vou are not rbe rrTtertded rec4rerrt, arrd haw reecerved this rnessW in err,ar, plrose rrnrrrEqf+ately return thRS mexsar vro e-marl

ar?d then delete it from pour hord drive cCmpletely ff ysou hove any quest+nns about what to do ir+ ttu.s s+tuat+on, pleose caff our oftice ot rhe

ntursber listed above Tfrcnk you for your prompt attentron to this rnatter
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Fnm: ammukod
Tos
Cc: ,
6^bintC Re Noah's pedarrndan appt UPDATE
CIaEec €11d8yr Kay 17, 2013 7 51.40 A!M

Hernandez-,Iurado-State of Ohio

Ari, I think that I hav¢ made myseif pr'etty cicar about the fact that Noah's daily schedule (at least during thc
work Kcck) needs to be consistent. But, it sounds like no one is going to listen to what I am saying until there is
a formal agrcement reached bctwc:cn you and Kathy. Biythe

From: `an.,,,iursdo@quaiinecongulting cxom" <an_juado@quaGneconsu1bng oorn>.
To: Blythe geths] <blythaheiheayahoo corn> ^
Sent: Thunsday. May 18.2013 7 24 PM A5
Subjeet: RE Noah's pedEatnaan appR UPDATE

Hi Rbft

I naed to kncw thad you are ok wdh this, meaning that I can qend the day ywth Nosh now that i have ft rane oppaRundy as
my pnoyect aames to an end

My intem is to de+alop that bond bstmen father and son that can on3y ba done by spandr+g quakty tine as coftnuous as
pambie iaWays esid I wanted the sarne opporlunity Kafhy had when she spant 3morthe wqh him at home before she
want b®dc ta vyrork I never arupeat to haw 3 ful aontinuous mantl^s, tsut sny opportundy that I oouid get oouMs.

I egree wffi you that a consistent erhoWie for Noah is more snportaM than what is rarrvenwt fbr the panants But that le not
even the case here We are not talksg about me choosing times that ailows me to play gdf wdh my fnaxts bs4bre pwng
up Noah or aRar drop offs, or tunes that akw me to recWerate of a hang aver eMr patryrg all nipht Durot the oontrary,
ngM now Nosh Es ail I have and ag I do and wfiatevar rMularibes m the schedule may appear have oNy to do vwith work or
other necowry commitments

You have sad tt before that both iCaThy and I aro adulte and shouW be able to take care of Noah's needs on our days And I
etnn't bobw there are any examptes wlom I have showm I am not capable of that or of malung tfe nort cteamons for Noah

Thrs paet Monday for eucampie, d was ►n Noah best interest to have been able to stay at homo rwth Kafhy afkr tho dortWa
appotntment However, he spnt over half of ft day in daycare euen when Kathy drd not go to work instaad of taktslg him
home. Kathy chose to stay home without him and pst go see him severai brrat st daycars for the rzminder of tFw day, oniy
to maice her point that she doesn't want me to have Noah durmg the day At the end. Noah is piWng the price Thero is no
ressm why Noah oouidn't have stayed vAth Kathy all day on Mondey, whether boCause he was sick or for any other reason

Pfessa ist me know what you think so that I can f€nallze my plans and share drop a(fs and pick up dmes
P̂r

}ti> Y.•

REGARAtNG OUR APPOINTMENT NEXT VIIEIEK

:.7
7Z -r

BAet Mgardk
p r*^;

An o p^o

Ad Jurado
Pnncqmi HCM Conwtarit, QuWine Consudbns
(305) 7W221 2

YlWsnypmHit onLb*W

-.

C: n
--^ p

Nn Ln

....^.^.^^-..^.. .
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From: i-eeAnn Massuca [mail6o. j
Saht: Thur9day, May 16, 2013 4:14 PM
Toa Rormld R. FqetroE, E.
C:a MW Wanng; Eimear Bahnson; A]; LeeAnn Massuaca; B1y6he Beft
Subleab RE; 1Oah's pediatnoan appt UPDATE

HernandezJurado-State of_Ohio

Ron-

TI^Jatlk.i t1ay lN1lcb.

I hcnie beerr in meetiirgs all day and will irot be abk to get orrr couifterprmposal to cotrrrsel
rrntrl torrr©rmu

As far the r>°rlrresi to latrow the spesWc izrire irr wiricll Ik{oa1^ will be picked up I wil'1 check
rrfrtl) 114r. Jurado.

Hanvver, plea.re note that ae acknoavlcdge tlm cumn! Agmed Ma*trate's Tmrporary
Order entered iirtr^ Jaissrary 23 coittditrs 1& "as s oon as Fatlwr is rnsailabfe" larrgrtage arrd
"riirtil DflY monlijrg daycam"

Wlhile I ruiderxtand that GAL l.ias srigested "speciftc tr`xes" be iloted, mv hawyet to
obtain agreemen6 oir -AI.L ofIhe Gt1L's recammejrdations.

Consegxetltly, I do tio1 believe IVIr. Jzirad4 should lose tl^e linrited valmable time wi111 Noab
that was agreed lrparr on Janrr ar 23rd.

Iw111get the courrterpmposrrd to.you as soo,r as possible.
7bank yor>r :

LMM A5
Lee.4rrn M. AlassWcc^
Ak,ti.suc,cr & A1rn:e I.1.C
250 C'ivrc Ceiirrer1)rmr c-J a
Suttr 630 r ^"
Liylun:hNS. OH43215 ;D
Phone 614.484.0177 0
Fctr 614.484 I1181

^
^ cn

FROM THE LAW OFFICE OF MASSUCCI & KLINE LLC ^ w 'R o
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: Thm o-rnaU message is Intended only Tor the parson or entity to" Is adfpmd
and may contain confldeniial andlor pri ►►iloW materol. Any unautl:orbod review, use;dlpciofwro or dbtrlbWon is
prohlbfEod. If you are na! the intended recipient, pleasa contact the sender by enply e-mail and daatroy all copies of
the orlpena! message. If you are the intended raolpient but do not wlsf: to receive cpmmuniMlons through this
medium, plaase so advise #he asndar Imnndiabrly.
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prom: Rtmaid R. PeCroff, Esq. [rnailto: ]
Snft Thursday, May 16, 2013 12:45 PM
To: L:eeAnn Massuca
Cc: Amy Waring; Eunear Bahmn; 'A]'
Subje4t: RE: Noah"s pechatnoan appt UPDATE

LeeAnn

Please see below ernar4 from my client regarding your request

Hemandez-lurado-State of Ohio

The doctor wanted a weight check after a month frorn hrs 9 month apporntrnent rather than wa:trng unttl hrs next well
baby at 1 year, which was the purpose of today's visit

The weight check results were 20Ibs 6 oz -- th:s puts Noah in the 5195 percentile
Height is 28 in - this puts Noah in the 15 73 percentile
Height and weight combined puts Noah in the 77 57 percentile
His head circumference is 1$11:n -thts puts Noah in the 67 38 percentile

Since tomorrow begins the new schedule and with communications completely eliminated - Please advise if I am
permitted to know when Noah jnnll be picked up and dropped off at daycare on Wed/Thur as we!l as picked up on
Friday as the order does not stipulate any specific tirnes

Very truly yours,

Ronald R. Petroff, Esq.
Managing Partner
Petroff Law Offices, LLC
140 East Town Street, 5te 1070
Columbus, Ohio 43215
Tel 614-222-4288
Direct 614-222-4282
Fax 614-222-4289
email- rrnOpetrofflawofficer, cam

website htt,e.llwww_eetmfflawnffic,e$ry 0W

EA5

o
n

o =

-4
cn °cn

,'=:^

C'.
-"rt C-'
j

~^C*1

_
C*)

v

Coadentiality ..^o Thrs ekctrontc morl messoge, together wrth any cttachments herern, contains rrrfiorrnotion of Aetroff [aw
pf/ ìces, LtC that moy be confidential endlor iegplly pnwrleged ard is.*rrterded solelyfor the use of the +ndivrduol or entrty named on thi's
message t^you nre not the irrterded redpient, and ho,re received this message in ermr, pleose invrredictaly retum this nressape vpa e-mail
and then defete,t/rpm vour hord drive Compleiely f yov have onv questrans obout what to do:n this srt:rutran; pleose con our office at the
n:rrr:ber lGstedobove ThankyoufaryoE ►rpromptattentrontotArsrnatter

Frtrrn: LeeAnn NassE,a+ [miftv. LNM9krJhny
Sent: Thtusday, May 16, 2013 12:11 PM
To: Ronald IL PetrW, Esq. ; brndBa&rdfflaMMftjGp• AAA AAA asststant
Cc: Lae,4nn Massuccr, Amy Wanng; Eitnear Bahnson; A]
SubjoC (Norton MbSpam]Noah's pedebiaan appt LJPDATE
Ymporbam High

Hd RoIl-
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For some >eusvi! I ant hurlitig di§cul^'y locrrting the e nrail yost sent with Noah's

periicrtrictati loclate !l^'omlattvn.
Varrlrl yvrr pledse resetlrt A.i'elP as I arrf ctfrrently meeting with Mr. jrrraclo arid of coirrse

he is interrsted in tl^dt data.

I realiV lie can oGtairt the rrcorrls, but a MS(syrropsfs wvtrld be heffiul.

Alro, the chlld .>illfi, por! pdymeut lpaf marle tlars marrltng by their- trormalpmcedNr•es -- ruhich

reqreires TCathy`s acceitarice of thepaywett! triu e-i1iui1.

'!"lranks-
I-JUM

LeeAnn M. Massucci
44aasucx-r & hlrnC LLC
?JU Civic Center Driiwc
Suite 630
G'nlumhiL+. UN 43213
Phone ' 614.484 0177
Func 614.484 018!
htt¢;,UWM--qkfam i ljjjaw_upm/

r A5

FRO1H THE LAW OFFICE OF NiASSUCCi& KLINE LLC
COMFlDENiTALITY NOTICE: This e-mail maasa,ga Is intended only br the peraon or entity to which It ia addraoed
and rnay contam confidenqal andgor privileged n+sterial. Any unnuthortizad review, usa, discioaure d^tri6^ion Is
prohibited. If you are not fhe intmdod r+ncipient, pMase co^ct the eaoder by ropiy e-mail and'dsa^y ait<capers of
the oripinai meaaage. If you are the intended recipient but do not wish to roonhre communicaknn iMoujii litis
mediwnn, plaase so advise the a•nder hnmrdiatiNy. :4^^c -,

N r---p^'
° ^^
c ^ •°U'.^

00
-^ v v C=
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I'4om: 20,gftd
To: I UA&MIliIII&M.
SuldeCl: RR Fatffer's My & Suauteor SclWule
Wtw Tuatday, 7une 19, I013 7 27 07 AM

Hemandez-.lurado-State_ot ohio

An First, I ant glad to know that you had a good first Fathaft Day wdh Noah

Regandinp your request for docwnentat{ort, etc. that backs up my recornmendatton 1br a stnct adherence to Noah`s daycere
schedule, let me just say that you and Kathy, and your eanbnued inebihty to aa-penent wdhout continued oonflxt ard
drsma are #he reasons And, I beheve thet you have misunderstood my posdlon as far as when your, and 6or that rnatEsr.
Kathi(s parents are in town. I have been conostent in reoommeruhng that Noah hm a stnct daycare schedule, because,
quite frankly. that appears nght now to be the only ptace that is the most atress free ior him, and I know that he vnll have the
same daily actWule as far as naps, feedings, etc That is very important for a chdd his age, and I balieve that any child
de+rsbprnent Ifiereiure would back me up

I atso have recommerided that each of you should try and adiedule at least one of your weeks of vacation time to eoincade
wa;th your parents berng here That way you would have a full w9eek of unrntenupted bme uwth Noah and them lf you are not
treating the bwe as your vaaaton ttme, then the daycare schedule should be adhered to

M. I have been in tho business ior over 30 years I have leamed valuable Enfsnnsftn from the multitude oF pnNasswats
that I have aroekod cksoty wattl over the years I have seen what works and w1iat doesn't work wrth htgh ocxifl+ct cases
EJnkrtunatety, this is an extremely high conflict case. Usually, as bma passas the oonfloot wtl danirnsh, but ior some reason
that is not the Case here So. unttl I sea that. I am yarb to oon6nue to rwonmwnd what i have been recommending

Blyttte

A5

.^,_ ^.

CI)

rn C.-

..t; r.^

o ^
^ ..
v► cr,

..^G

y 'X

r ^.,.,.

C)G

^^
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Frae: nwbLaftd
TO:
&*J§Cb Re Noeh )urado & erocksedpe Daycare
Don WE'tCSdaY, 1* 10, ML3 1156 3$AM

Hemand1ez-luredaStete af Ohlo

An I spoke with Amy on the mammg of our tast Court heanng I was returning a voiaemad left by her while I was out of town
for the tong holtdatr weeirend 1 did not speak wdh Jesstca an Fnday, and I do not know how you got that trnpression I have
spoken with Jewaa tn the past, but not fast Fnday

I think the whola pant be€ng made by Amy is the daycare does not want to be drawn into the middEe of thEs htpat:on They
ana in the business of oanng for children, not monitonng parents who are in a cuatody fight, and they do not want to hrnra to
choose sides txem They love Noah, and t,htnk he ts dorng very wetl They know that you and Kattty each love Noah very,
very much and thai Noah loves you both very much

Amy satd that your freqLient visits to the daycere (sometmes as much as 2 kmes every day) is disrupmve for Noah (tw gets
distnessed when you leave and d takes time to calm him down), and that 4 makes oertain of the worlcers feel uncomtortable
She used the words °intFmidabng° and °aggresswe" Amy stressed that they never want to tell any parent that they are not
wefcwme to Ylslt, tzeoause they have an 'bpnn door" policy, but even our maQestraEe sad when she heard about the 1fr®quoncy
of your visrta that you appear to be °oveiiy in ►rotved'" Anryr also said that she does not want to have to explan to othsr
parents what you aro doing at the daycam so rnuch I have had this in other cases where a parent or grandparsnt goes to a
aWs sehoa! so much that ofthar parents oontplmn It rnakes othar parenES urrcorrkrtable They do not know who you are or
why you are present so much In thas day and ap, we have unfortunately teamd to be cautious of persons that you do not
krrow being around your children

1f you want my opinion, I would really Irmrt your visits to ft daycare I would not be asking the worlcera there for ad ►noe
would simply let them do their job, and fnat is to pnavtde care far Noah and ft othar children wrthcut intemitptx:n irom
parents

Blythe

GAL Adds New Reasons for Daycare Restrictions

A5

co

^ r--V

Q N ^M1
Cx o ^ >Cp U)

=_v
cn
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r`tm: Bldhr„Armnl
Tom
;Ruwecb R® Npah 7uratlo b 6rodcmdqe C7aicerg
QabC rNlf7p*. 3Uly 11r Z013 11 ?5^M AM

na[ recommendation from the GAL
Ing stipulatlons for the new Temporary
under negodaflons (July 2013)

An I cannot give you advice But I aan say that I bel,eve the laeropaatal is pretty dam dose to my recommendatron Whan I
plm their prppoW schedule on a aalendar (assurnxg a 28 day month), you would htare 11 overraghts out of 28, or
approximataly 40°X, of ft ovemigNs Th,a t:me does not inckude the half days that they have prapoeed if you want to
submit afltdavda. dvnll be some bme betore we get an ansvrer aA of the magistrate 1 would assume the magtstrate would
fallow my reoommendat<an, but again you would be wobng for her to write her deamon I would recommend that Noah go to
daYcare everyday ftm 9 00 or 9 30 am ta 4 00 pm just to keep his datly roubne, and I rvould also rooamrrand hmited vurits to
the daycare Not sure if you are going to hire a lawyer. but that is what I am thinlunp for my reoommandat,on 8tythe

From: °aq,jurdooquatinaoansukbng opm" <arUurado&uahneconsuihng corn?
To: Bfythe Bethel <biytttebethelCyahoo com>
Senh Thursday, .1u1y 11. 2013 1109 AM
8ubjeob RE Noah Jurado & Brooksedge Daycare

slyrthe,

Befiore responding to that proposal, my ikat question would be Do you think d
th,nk what they propose is in his beat rterest and based on your pnor reow
Qbeiaa conflrm

An

Ari Jurado
Pnrt*ai HCM Cansultant, Guahne Conault^q
(306) 799-x212

^..,..^.^
=.ra"•WLNrodM

Noah's best intereW I oartainly do not
datmns, I wouW thmk yau agree But

A5
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS, FRANKLIN COUNTY, OHIO

DIVISION OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS

JUVENILE BRANCH

KATHY HERNANDEZ,

PETITIONER

VS.

ARISTIDES JURADO,

RESPONDENT

12JU-14479

TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS HEARD

BEFORE THE HONORABLE JUDGE TERRI JAMISON

ON THE 22IID DAY OF JANUARY 2014

APPEARANCES OF COUNSEL:

RONALD PETROFF, ATTORNEY AT LAW, ON BEHALF OF

THE PETITIONER, KATHY HERNANDEZ

BLYTHE BETHEL, ATTORNEY AT LAW, AS GUARDIAN AD

LITEM FOR THE CHILD, NOAH JURADO

OTHER APPEARANCES:

Kathy Hernandez, Petitioner
Aristides Jurado, Rospondenl=.

COURT OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS
FRANKLIN COUNTY

FTR

COLUMBUS, OHIO 43215
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JUDGE JAMISON: - Noah Jurado, case number

l2JCJ-14479. Counsel, please enter your appearances

for the record.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: Ron Petroff, 0081267,

on behalf of the petitioner, Kathy Hernandez.

ATTORNEY BETHEL: Blythe Bethel, Supreme

Court Registration Number, 0001373, Guardian Ad

Litem for the minor child, Noah Jurado.

JUDGE JAMISON: State your name -

MR. JURADO: Aristides Jurado, pro se,

respondent, father.

JUDGE JAMISON: Okay. I have before me

today a Motion for Emergency Custody filed by Mr.

Jurado and I have a motion filed by Mr. Petroff for

dismissal of this motion. Mr. Petroff, you may

speak in behalf to your motion.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: I believe Mr. Jurado

does not have standing before this Court pursuant to

a motion previously filed. I believe Civil Rule 11

requires - - when an attorney is present on a case

the attorney must sign any and all pleadings prior

to filing any documents. Seeing as Mr. Golden is

currently technically counsel of record, his

signature is absent from the - - from the filing and

therefore, I believe the document must be dismissed

COURT OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS
FRANKLIN COUNTY

FTR

COLUMBUS, OHIO 43215
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as no standing.

JUDGE JAMISON: Okay. Mr. Jurado, would

you like to speak to that?

MR. JURADO: Yes, I think that rules are

always designed for reasons and common sense says

that emergencies are emergencies whether the

attorney of record is in transient out or he's not

or he's indisposed, you cannot deprive a child from

intervention from the Court just because a rule says

that an attorney needs to be here and he might be in

the hospital or whatever. So I'm sure that that

rule has exceptions, and an emergency motion should

be the exception.

JUDGE JAMISON: Mr. -

ATTORNEY PETROFF: Your Honor, -

JUDGE JAMISON: - can 1-- can I ask a

question? Does Mr. Golden represent you?

MR. JURADO: No.

JUDGE JAMISON: And when were his services

terminated?

MR. JURADO: I sent him an email last

Friday.

JUDGE JAMISON: Friday, what day?

MR. JURADO: Let's see --

JUDGE JAMISON: Let me see.

COURT OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS
FRANKLIN COUNTY

FTR

COLUMBUS, OHIO 43215



5

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

ATTORNEY PETROFF: Motion wasn't filed

until Monday to withdraw.

JUDGE JAMISON: Yeah, I have a motion

filed for attorney withdrawl that actually made it

to filing on January 21, 2014.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: Oh wow.

MR. JURADO: Monday was closed -

ATTORNEY PETROFF: So -- so Tuesday.

ATTORNEY BETHEL: That's right.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: So it was yesterday.

Also -

JUDGE JAMISON: My prob -

ATTORNEY PETROFF: Sorry.

JUDGE JAMISON: Go ahead.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: No, I don't want to

interrupt the Court.

JUDGE JAMISON: Go ahead.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: With respect to the

concern of the child and for pur - - all purposes

going forward, I want the Court to be aware of this

from this case moving forward, we have a ready,

willing and able and active Guardian that has been

co - - in communication with all parties at all

time, has a cell phone, has email, has text

messaging, has never been away from this case longer
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than 12 hours. If there is an emergency, this

Guardian has always stepped up to the plate and

which is why the Court has Guardians and eyes and

ears. So -

JUDGE JAMISON: No, I'm not speaking to

that now. I'm dealing with this dismissal issue.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: Alright, well I'm simp

- - okay.

JUDGE JAMISON: Okay.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: I'm just rebutting. I'm

rebutting the - - whatever this Court wants to do.

JUDGE JAMISON: Yeah, I'm speaking to this

dismissal entry. Mr. Petroff, I do understand your

argument, however, the Rule 1.16 states that "a

lawyer cannot represent a client once the lawyer has

been discharged." So even if Mr. Golden had not

withdrawn, which he's filed a motion with the Court

and I think the Court is really already signed an

entry, but because of the e-filing process -

ATTORNEY PETROFF: I was not aware of

that.

JUDGE JAMISON: - it appears that I've

already filed - - signed the entry but because of

the e-filing process -

ATTORNEY PETROFF: Okay.
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JUDGE JAMISON: - we know it slows it

down. But the problem is the lawyer's been

discharged so it would be against Rule 1.16 for Mr.

Golden to even attempt to do anything to represent

Mr. Jurado so I have to decline -

ATTORNEY PETROFF: Okay.

JUDGE JAMISON: - your -- your Motion to

Dismiss it on that basis.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: Thank you, Your Honor.

JUDGE JAMISON: And I am glad that you and

the Guardian are both here to speak to his Motion

for Emergency Custody. So, Mr. Jurado, you may

speak to your Motion for Emergency Custody.

MR. JURADO: Yes, Your Honor, since this

proceeding started in October 2012, we have had a

series of incidents and I have concerns with my son

and now there's a clear pattern defined where the -

- the - - my son experiences whether it is weight

issues or injuries at daycare, they always - - they

always coincide with my ability to be around him or

to make decisions for him to make decisions for

him.

JUDGE JAMISON: They always coincide with

your ability to make dec ---

MR. JURADO: With my inability to -
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JUDGE JAMISON: Oh, okay.

MR. JURADO: - my inability to make

decisions for him. For example, during the three

months between October of 2012 and January 2013, 1

w a s ---

JUDGE JAMISON: Oh I'm sorry, would you

raise your right hand.

MR. JURADO: Sorry, yes.

JUDGE JAMISON: I'm sorry.

ARISTIDES JURADO

BEING FIRST DULY SWORN, CALLED AS A WITNESS

TESTIFIES AS FOLLOWS:

JUDGE JAMISON: You may continue. I'm

sorry. I forgot to put you under oath.

MR. JURADO: I was unlawf - - unl.awfully

denied access by mom and the daycare to even visit

my son for five minutes at the daycare.

JUDGE JAMISON: Now when did this occur?

MR. JURADO: Between November 1st through

mid January?

JUDGE JAMISON: Of what year?

MR. JURADO: 2012 to 2013.

JUDGE JAMISON: Okay, that's not imminent

COURT OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS
FRANKLIN COUNTY

FTR

COLUMBUS, OHIO 43215



9

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

so I don't need any testimony about what happened

there.

MR. JURADO: I know. I was just trying to

establish time.

JUDGE JAMISON: That's not how emergency

custody works.

MR. JURADO: Okay.

JUDGE JAMISON: I don't -- I don't do a

pattern.

MR. JURADO: I see.

JUDGE JAMISON: I have to show an imminent

threat.

MR. JURADO: So - - sorry about my nerves.

I've never done this before. Anyway, so, however,

the - - the result of that condition that he had

sometimes requires specialists to - - to see side

effects that - - that can be caused by -- by that

condition and in April of 2013 -

ATTORNEY PETROFF: Objection. Please limit

the testimony for iminency as this Court defines

imenency.

JUDGE JAMISON: Sustained. Okay, the

question is what brought you down here today?

MR. JURADO: Yes.

JUDGE JAMISON: That's the question.
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MR. JURADO: My son has behavioral and

developmental problems or concerns - - I don't have

- - I'm not a doctor but I have had concerns with my

son and they keep getting worse. They kept getting

worse and the definition of an emergency to me is

there's no clear line black and white, but my son

has been deprived from - - from specialists for

months now, that's number one. Number two, the fact

that my son has - - he's unable for -- for either

parent to be supervised at the daycare. I'm going

to refer to the open door policy that we have with

childcare policies. That's exactly the puxpose for

parents to be able to make sure that the facilities

are adequate for their children and to participate

in that process.

JUDGE JAMISON: Has something happened to

your son recently?

MR. JURADO: As recent as October/

November, yes. The he had an incident at the

new daycare.

JUDGE JAMISON: He had an incident at --

with the - - at the new care (sic).

MR. JURADO: At the (lnaudibl.e).

JUDGE JAMISON: What happened at the new

daycare?
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ATTORNEY PETROFF: Your Honor, objection.

His own testimony said October/November; I don't

believe that fits the standard of an ex parte

emergency order under this Court's blood, bones, and

guts guidelines.

MR. JURADO: Okay. Can I refer to

documentation to provide a specific date?

ATTORNEY PETROFF: When is the new day - -

when did he go to the new daycare?

MR. JURADO: Starting October. It

happened the second week that he started the new - -

attending the daycare.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: October.

MR. JURADO: October.

JUDGE JAMISON: Okay.

MR. JURADO: Iminency.

JUDGE JAMISON: I'll allow it.

MR. JURADO: He had --

JUDGE JAMISON: - I'll -

ATTORNEY PETROFF: Thank you.

JUDGE JAMISON: - weigh it.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: Uh-huh (affirmative

response).

MR. JURADO: He had an accident with the

climbing equipment.
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JUDGE JAMISON: All of these things you're

alleging are occurring at the daycare?

ATTORNEY PETROFF: Yes, they occurred that

the daycare.

JUDGE JAMISON: Okay, so how -

MR. JURADO: Nobody evaluated -

JUDGE JAMISON: - so how does changing

custody stop accidents at the daycare?

MR. JURADO: Because I'm - - I'm not

allowed to make decisions for my son right now by -

ATTORNEY PETROFF: Objection. He - - he's

perpetrating in front of the Court despite the

Guardian's repeated request - - the Court doesn't

know this but Mr. Jurado has enrolled the child in a

second daycare which is a decision that he made for

his own --

MR. JURADO: What -

ATTORNEY PETROFF: - own child.

MR. JURADO: - what does that have to do -

- it is irrelevant.

MR. PETROFF: The -- the testimony of

the witness just said he can't make any decisions

for his child.

ATTORNEY BETHEL: He's a shared parent.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: He's a shared parent.
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The Guardian recommended it and he - - and he

enrolled the child in a second daycare, that's a

decision for his -

MR. JURADO: Wait, after -

JUDGE JAMISON: Okay. Okay. I got -- I

got your objection -

ATTORNEY PETROFF: Uh-huh (affirmative

response).

JUDGE JAMISON: - but - - I'll -

ATTORNEY PETROFF: Thank you.

JUDGE JAMISON: I'll weigh it.

MR. JURADO: The first decision that I've

been able to make to enroll my child in a second

daycare was after a year of trying - - making

attempts. And even though I make the decision it

still hasn't gone anywhere because Mrs. Hernandez

and Mrs. Bethel have done everything in their power

to make sure that he doesn't work in the new

daycare. Okay.

JUDGE JAMISON: You can cross on it,

counsel.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: Uh-huh (affirmative

response).

MR. JURADO: Anyway, so the - - so the

climbing equipment was placed against licensing
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rules without the necessary padding around it.

JUDGE JAMISON: Okay. Explain to me -

MR. JURADO: Uh-huh (affirmative

response).

JUDGE JAMISON: - how changing custody

from the mother -

MR. JURADO: Uh-huh (affirmative response).

JUDGE JAMISON: - wa...ll stop these issues,

because this is the problem.

MR. JURADO: Uh-huh (affirmative

response).

JUDGE JAMISON: And -. - and I - - I

understand that you have now fired your attorney.

But this is the problem -

MR. JURADO: Uh-huh (affirmative

response).

JUDGE JAMISON: - with your - - with your

pleading.

MR. JURADO: Okay.

JUDGE JAMISON: And I'm going to tell you

why I can't grant it.

MR. JURADO: Okay.

JUDGE JAMISON: You already have custody.

MR. JURADO: Uh-huh (affirmative

response).
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JUDGE JAMISON: She already has custody.

MR. JURADO: Uh-huh (affirmative

response).

JUDGE JAMISON: There is no emergency

custody that can be granted because you already have

custody.

MR. JURADO: Okay.

JUDGE JAMISON: All of the allegations

that you are making -

MR. JURADO: Uh-huh (affirmative

response}.

JUDGE JAMISON: -- you're saying happened

at the daycare.

MR. JURADO: Yes.

JUDGE JAMISON: Which does not indicate

that Ms. Hernandez is unable to provide appropriate

care or parenting while the child is in her custody.

MR. JURADO: Okay, and - - but I can --

yes.

JUDGE JAMISON: Secondly, it has now come

to my attention that you have him enrolled in a

second daycare.

MR. JURADO: Uh-huh (affirmative

response).

JUDGE JAMISON: Tf that is comfortable for
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you and you are able to go to that daycare and

you're able to see that child, I think if you look

at your shared parenting plan it also says you have

equal access at the other daycare. She has equal

access at the other daycare. There should be no

reason that you cannot go to the daycare facility in

Hilliard, as I recall that's where the child is.

There's no reason. You have a shared parenting plan

that you can show the daycare that gives you equal

access.

MR. JURADO: But, Your Honor, neither

daycare will allow -- in the daycare -- the

daycare that I enrolled him to, on his first day, I

wanted to be there for his (inaudible) like any

other parent do, and because of the pressure -

JUDGE JAMISON: I don't think every other

parent does that.

MR. JURADO: If - - but -

JUDGE JAMISON: Mr. Jurado, I think that's

part of the problem. Parents don't usually go to

daycare. If they have the time they usually take

care of the child themselves. They don't usually

show up at the daycare on a regular basis.

MR. JURADO: I don't know. I have a

letter here from the owner of the daycare. Each
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parent - - it doesn't happen at all the daycares but

it - - if parents chooses to put their child in a

daycare that is close to their work they usually

like to be, you know, go there because that's why

they place them so close. But the point is the --

based on the pressure -

JUDGE JAMISON: Did you discuss that with

them when you took the child and enrolled him in

that daycare?

MR. JURADO: Yes.

JUDGE JAMISON: And did they say we have a

police where parents don't come?

MR. JURADO: No.

JUDGE JAMISON: Did they allow you to

come?

MR. JURADO: They were going to allow me

but because Mrs. Hernandez - - so much pressure on

them to enforce the -- the restrictions they have

in her current order they said well they were going

to have to call the police if you make it here.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: So let me get this

straight --

JUDGE JAMISON: Well -

ATTORNEY BETHEL: They contacted -

ATTORNEY PETROFF: Let me get this
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straight.

JUDGE JAMISON: Okay, let me see what

restrictions you're talking - - let me see what

restrictions you're talking about.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: I know. I know.

JUDGE JAMISON: This - - it's okay.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: I know.

MR. JURADO: Okay.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: I'm working on my

patience in the New Year.

ATTORNEY BETHEL: It -- it's an agreed

order.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: I'm working on my

patience this year. That's my New Year's

resolution.

ATTORNEY BETHEL: Oh, you failed.

JUDGE JAMISON: Did you agree -- oh, okay

here's the agreed entry.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: There's an agreed order

that neither party will enter the daycare.

ATTORNEY BETHEL: It's agreed.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: It's an agreed order of

the Court.

JUDGE JAMISON: Okay. You have an agreed

order that you will not enter the daycare facility,
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is that correct, Mr. Jurado?

MR. JURADO: Yes, under duress, yes, I

agreed to that.

JUDGE JAMISON: Okay, hold on. Come back

up here.

MR. JURADO: Yes. Yes, sorry.

JUDGE JAMISON: Come back up here. Okay.

If you signed an agreement -

MR. JURADO: Uh-huh (affirmative

response).

JUDGE JAMISON: - that you would not go to

the daycare facility ---

MR. JURADO: Uh-huh (affirmative

response).

JUDGE JAMISON: - neither parent, which I

would never understand why anybody would sign -

MR. JURADO: Uh-huh (affirmative

response).

JUDGE JAMISON: - then you have to abide

by that order until there's another order put on by

the Court. The premise of daycare -

MR. JURADO: Uh-huh (affirmative

response).

JUDGE JAMISON: - is to provide care for

the child -
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MR. JURADO: Uh-huh (affirmative

response).

JUDGE JAMISON: - not assurances for the

parent necessarily that they can run in and out of

the door.

MR. JURADO: Uh-huh (affirmative

response).

JUDGE JAMISON: If you agreed not to go

then you're going to have to wait until there is

another order on that gives you the ability to go to

the daycare.

MR. JURADO: Uh-huh (affirmative

response).

JUDGE JAMISON: You're using two different

daycares, that's your right to do as a parent but

you have to trust that you made the right decision

about the daycare that you put him in.

MR. JURADO: It wasn't my decision, Your

Honor.

JUDGE JAMISON: But you did enroll him,

correct?

MR. JURADO: No, I'm talking about the

situation.

JUDGE JAMISON: No -- no -- no, I'm

talking about the daycare you enrolled him in -
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MR. JURADO: Yeah.

JUDGE JAMISON: - was that your decision?

MR. JURADO: Correct.

JUDGE JAMISON: Okay. Then you need to

trust your decision that I have placed him in

daycare that is good.

MR. JURADO: Uh-huh (affirmative

response).

JUDGE JAMISON: Children do fall.

Children do hit their head.

MR. JURADO: Uh-huh (affirmative

response).

JUDGE JAMISON: Children do those things.

MR. JURADO: Uh-huh (affirmative

response).

JUDGE JAMISON: I understand. This might

be your first child; you're a little hyper-sensitive

maybe.

MR. JURADO: Uh-huh (affirmative

response).

JUDGE JAMISON: But he's toddling; he's

going to hit his head. If you find some abnormality

- - I'm sure you took a tour of the daycare, you

looked at where they eat, you looked at the

ciassrooms -
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MR. JURADO: My new daycare, yes, uh-huh

(affirmative response).

JUDGE JAMISON: So your argument is you

didn't get to go to the old one?

MR. JURADO: Correct.

JUDGE JAMISON: Okay.

MR. JURADO: Or even the new - - or even

the new one - - only the first -

JUDGE JAMISON: I -- I -- I okay.

MR. JURADO: Yes.

JUDGE JAMISON: Okay. Then - then you

need -- you have to abide by the current order

until there's another order in place. I have to also

deny your Motion for Emergency Custody because you

already have custody.

MR. JURADO: Okay. Airight.

JUDGE JAMSON: You're already a legal

custodian as well as Ms. Hernandez, so I have to

deny both his Motion to Dismiss and your Motion for

Emergency Custody.

MR. JURADO: Even though I didn't finish

explaining all my concerns?

JUDGE JAMISON: I understand you didn't

finish explaining but you already have custody, so I

can't grant something that you already have, that's

COURT OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS
FRANKLIN COUNTY

FTR

COLUMBUS, OHIO 43215



23

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

the problem with your motion.

MR. JURADO: Okay. So then I don't know

how this works because I have shared parenting -

JUDGE JAMISON: So you have custody.

MR. JURADO: I haven't been able to make -

- I can't assume -- he's about to get kicked out of

the new daycare.

JUDGE JAMISON: Which new daycare?

MR. JURADO: The one that I -

ATTORNEY PETROFF: Listen -

ATTORNEY BETHEL: I'm not aware of that.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: - we' re - - we're not

here about this. I don't know anything about that.

I'd like to clean up your docket though. He's got

another ex parte emergency motion he's got in his

hand that - - that he wants to set tomorrow so Ms.

Bethel and I have to re-arrange our schedule if

you're going to hear it. I'd like to know if you're

going to hear it?

JUDGE JAMISON: What is it?

ATTORNEY PETROFF: It's a restraining

order that my client not contact any daycare

provider from here until. 2025.

MR. JURADO: Your - - Your Honor, you were

-- last time we were here December 20 - - I -
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JUDGE JAMISON: Okay, I can't talk about

that motion because they dismissed it.

MR. JURADO: It's not a motion.

JUDGE JAMISON: Once they dismissed the

motion for the restraining order -

MR. JURADO: Uh-huh (affirmative

response).

JUDGE JAMISON: - I have no more

jurisdiction on that.

MR. JURADO: It's not a restraining order.

I still have to file that.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: He's filing another

one.

MR. JURADO: You were - - you were -

JUDGE JAMISON: Well I can't hear a motion

you haven't filed.

MR. JURADO: I know.

JUDGE JAMISON: I can't hear a motion

that's not filed.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: Are you -- my question

is this, he wants to approach ex parte, are you

going to hear it tomorrow?

JUDGE JAMISON: He has the right to

approach ex parte -

ATTORNEY PETROFF: So -
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JUDGE JAMISON: - just like counsel does.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: - but I -- I know but I

need to clear my calendar for tomorrow. I have three

hearings.

JUDGE JAMISON: I don't know what he's

going to do. I don't have a motion.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: Can - - can you help me

out here?

ATTORNEY BETHEL: You -- you filed that

motion today, Ari (phonetic)?

MR. JURADO: Can - - yes. Can I -- can I

finish what I was trying to say (inaudible)?

JUDGE JAMISON: Okay.

MR. JURADO: I appreciate it. That you

were -- I sat there in that chair for three hours

just watching and seeing how you were deceived so

many times. I knew -

ATTORNEY BETHEL: Wait a minute I --

JUDGE JAMISON: Okay. Okay. I cannot talk

about something that was dismissed.

MR. JURADO: Uh-huh (affirmative

response).

JUDGE JAMISON: I can't do that.

MR. JURADO: I understand.

JUDGE JAMISON: When it was supposed to
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come back into Court it was withdrawn, because it

was withdrawn I have no more jurisdiction to even

hear it. I don't get to consider the facts of it. I

don't get to consider the testimony of it at all

because it was withdrawn, so I don't get to consider

MR. JURADO: Okay, so -

JUDGE JAMISON: - that.

MR. JURADO: -- okay.

JUDGE JAMISON: Anything that was said in

that hearing I don't get to consider.

MR. JURADO: I understand.

JUDGE JAMISON: Because it's withdrawn.

MR. JURADO: Okay.

JUDGE JAMISON: I'm not znaking any

findings about it; I don't get to consider it.

MR. J(JRADO: Okay. So - - he - - there is

my motion you are about to dismiss the fact that it

was -- basically the only reason why we have the

restriction in place for the daycare is because of

Mrs. Bethel.

JUDGE JAMISON: Okay. I don't get to speak

to that. As I just said, that motion was withdrawn.

MR. JURADA: No - - no - - not for now.

JUDGE JAMISON: No -- no -- no -- no -
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- I don't have that motion in front of me.

MR. JURADO: No -- not the motion -- the

motion that was -

ATTORNEY BETHEL: You agreed to the order.

JUDGE JAMISON: But this is an em -- this

is a Motion for Emergency Custody --

MR. JURADO: Uh-huh (affirmative

response).

JUDGE JAMISON: - it has nothing to do

with daycare restrictions.

MR. JURADO: Okay.

JUDGE JAMISON: Nothing, okay?

MR. JURADO: Okay. I thought so because

usually when you refer to a parent that has shared

custody they're able to do - - your - - the

assumption is they're able to do certain things.

JUDGE JAMISON: You could have done that

if you had not signed an agreed entry saying that

you wouldn't do it.

MR. JURADO: I'm not sure -

JUDGE JAMISON: Once you signed the entry

saying I won't do it then you can't do it. That

means you can't do it; that means Ms. Hernandez

can't do it. Now I personally don't know why that

restriction is there but it's there.
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ATTORNEY BETHEL: Your Honor -

JUDGE JAMISON: And I didn't hear that

part so I don't know.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: We also have a Motion

to Set Aside a Magistrate's Order that's set for 11

(sic) -29; we're all here right now. Mr. Jurado

said we could go forward on that. Would you

entertain ---

JUDGE JAMISON: No.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: - going forward on it?

JUDGE JAMISON: No.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: Okay.

JUDGE JAMISON: Because I haven't even

seen the transcript or anything to set it -

ATTORNEY PETROFF: There is no transcript.

JUDGE JAMISON: - aside.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: The Magistrate filed a

sua sponte order which is in her right to do

limiting the testimony of a trial that's coaning up

in three weeks because -

JUDGE JAMISON: Oh, that motion.

ATTORNEY BETHEL: Presentation.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: Yes, and then they

filed a motion -

JUDGE JAMISON: I haven't actually talked
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to her.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: Well they filed a

Motion to Set Aside. We filed a Memo of Contra. We

found a case in Cleveland that allows the Magistrate

to limit the testimony.

JUDGE JAMISON: I know they can.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: Okay. So -

JUDGE JAMISON: Yeah, I already know that.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: - so it's set for a

hearing. I was wondering if we could, you know,

clean up your docket today so we're not all back

here on - - on January 29 occurring additional fees,

that -- that's my only request, Your Honor.

JUDGE JAMISON: I know she can. I haven't

talked to her about why it's limited the way it is.

There was counsel on both sides. I'm assuming since

it was important to file the psych (sic) that the

expert is going to testify?

ATTORNEY PETROFF: Well Mr. Golden

subpoenaed him. I don't -

JUDGE JAMISON: So if he's subpoenaed.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: But they can't pay him.

They can't pay him. They owe him $4000.00. They owe

her money. You know, I - - the problem --

MR. JURADO: (inaudible)?
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ATTORNEY PETROFF: Yes, sir.

JUDGE JAMISON: Okay. I'm not going to

deal with Magistrate Matthews' issue until I talk to

her -

ATTORNEY PETROFF: Okay.

JUDGE JAMISON: - and see what was going on

with that.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: Alright.

JUDGE JAMISON: How it was limited, why

it's limited, da - - da -- da -- da. I am aware

that it's out there.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: Alright.

JUDGE JAMISON: But I think really that

should maybe be able to be heard on February 6th.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: I'm -- we can -- I'm

in agreement on that as well.

MR. JURADO: Actually to lead to all these

points, Judge, if -- if we continue in this

direction I don't think there's a point of having a

- - a trial.

JUDGE JAMISON: Well the point of having

the trial is to allow you to be able to present

evidence.

MR. JURADO: I understand. But number one
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JUDGE JAMISON: And you have to be able -

MR. JURADO: Your Honor, -

JUDGE JAMISON: - to bring your witnesses.

You have to be able to present testimony. Now, if

you intend to get another attorney you need to be

getting on that immediately because if Mr. Golden is

not representing you, you will be held to the same

standard as an attorney. So when you get up and

say, "Well I don't know how this works", that won't

work. Ignorance of the law is not an excuse. You

would have to be able to present your case and be

able to question witnesses, bring your witnesses,

and you're going to be held to that standard.

MR. JURADO: The -- the point I was

trying to make is there's no point in me going into

a trial if number one, their motion filed for

sanctions, so I cannot submit evidence.

JUDGE JAMISON: What kind of sanctions?

ATTORNEY PETROFF: There's been multiple

motions. The Guardian filed a Motion to Limit

Testimony. We filed. Mr. Jurado violated a case

management order; we filed a Motion in Limine.

We're -- this case is going. Ma - - Magistrate

Matthews said this case is going. She wants this

case heard.
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JUDGE JAMISON: Okay. Whose motion is it

and what is the motion?

ATTORNEY BETHEL: I filed two motions,

Your Honor, as the Guardian, a Motion for Contempt

and a Motion to Preclude evidence. Mr. Jurado owes

over $3,000.00 to my office and he said that I'm his

last priority.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: We filed a Motion in

Limine because there was a violation of the case

management order. We produced all discovery;

witness disclosure, that was not reciprocated, so

pursuant to the case -- the Magistrate's case

management order we filed a Motion in Limine to

limit testi.mony. So Magisrate Matthews may not

allow Mr. Jurado to present testimony and witnesses,

etcetera.

MR. JURADO: So w- - so at trial -

JUDGE JAMISON: I think we had a

discussion when you were here last -

MR. JURADO: Uh-huh (affirmative

response).

JUDGE JAMISON: - about the importance of

the Guardian being paid.

MR. JURADO: I understand. Yes. But

there's no way that -
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JUDGE JAMISON: You understand that

without a Guardian on the case, the case cannot go

forward because the Guardian is there for the child.

MR. JURADO: There are extenuating -

ATTORNEY BEHTEL: He's -

MR. JURADO: - and disturbing

circumstances. I was put on purpose under - - undo

hardship. I'm about to lose my job. I shouldn't

have to be in this position where Mr. Golden is not

representing me because I can't afford him. I

cannot - - I'm barely making child support payments.

I cannot afford to get expert witnesses. I mean

soon this is going to continue and I won't even --

why go to trial if -- I won't have a roof on top -

- to have my son with me because of what they are

doing in this case and that's why -

JUDGE JAMISON: Oh okay, I thought had

just become employed?

MR. JURADO: No, I've been working for

like three months.

JUDGE JAMISON: Okay.

MR. JURADO: Since beginning -- I'd say

beginning of October and they merely require me to

have - - to put in more hours. And because of this

issue with - - with the - - with the - - with the
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daycare they pick the farthest daycare - - the

farthest. They chose a daycare in Hilliard the

farthest -

ATTORNEY PETROFF: Your Honor, are we -

MR. JURADO: - to - - the farthest to - -

so I still have to drive over and we already

disclosed why that wasn't going to work. And the -

- the second daycare is five minutes from Mrs.

Hernandez job which is in 270. We were asking --

and that has been disclosed.

JUDGE JAMISON: Okay, but this is -- this

is -

MR. JURADO: I understand.

JUDGE JAMISON: - is the part. But the

problem is, Mr. Jurado -

MR. JURADO: Uh-huh (affirmative

response).

JUDGE JAMISON: - if you attempt to go

forward representing yourself, you're going to be up

against an attorney, an experienced attorney -

MR. JURADO: Uh-huh (affirmative

response).

JUDGE JAMISON: - and if you don't show up

then she's not going to have any choice but to grant

the motions.
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MR. JURADO: Yeah, I mean --

JUDGE JAMISON: So -

MR. JURADO: - I'm going to show up but

I'm saying what the purpose of, you know, putting

more expenses with attorneys that can go into Noah's

fund be -- I'm going to be limited with time. I'm

going to be limited with time based on the

Magistrate and I'm not going to be able to submit

evidence. I won't be able to get -

JUDGE JAMISON: No, it's limited on both

of you. It's limiting them and limiting you.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: The Magistrate's order.

ATTORNEY BETHEL: We both are limited the

seven hour speech.

JUDGE JAMISON: You both are limited.

MR. JURADO: Oh, I - - I understand.

JUDGE JAMISON: You both are limited -

MR. JURADO: Yes.

JUDGE JAMISON: - to seven hours.

MR. JURADO: Yes, but -

JUDGE JAMISON: So you both have equal

time. You both would have to make sure that you

compile your - - your arguments in a concise manner

and -- and get your case done.

MR. JURADO: This - - this case have never
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been continued for payment for -- for both parties,

that's why I filed it. I -

JUDGE JAMISON: Oh Lord Jesus.

ATTORNEY BETHEL: Your Honor, he's also

filing - - he advised me ---

JUDGE JAMISON: I see.

ATTORNEY BETHEL: - the other day he's

filing a -

MR. JURADO: This is very serious.

ATTORNEY BETHEL: - motion to have me

removed.

MR. JURADO: This is very serious.

JUDGE JAMISON: Well he's already filed

that. That was filed today.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: Can I see it? I've

never seen it. Can. I see the history, Your Honor?

JUDGE JAMISON: Well he can serve you.

Okay -- okay.. Let me -- let me do this -

ATTORNEY PETROFF: Can I have this copy,

sir?

END OF HEARING
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CERTIFICATE

I do certify that the foregoing is a true and

accurate transcript of the proceedings held in this

matter, on January 22, 2014, which I transcribed

from the Court's official recording system, except

for certain inaudible portions, and that said

transcript has been compared with the official Court

Recording System.

'.^ .
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OFFICIAL COURT TRANSCRIPTIONIST

COURT OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS
FRANKLIN COUNTY

ErR

COLUMBUS, OHIO 43215



Franklin County Ohio Clerk of Courts of the Comsnon Pleas- 2014 Jan 23 4:48 PM-12J11094479

IN T1IE CUtJl2T OF COMMON PLEAS, FRANKLIN COUNTY, OHIO
llIV1SION OF DnMESTIC RELAI'IUNti AND,IUVENILE [3RAN(:iI

The STATE ex rel., JURADO v. ODC, FCCPCJB
Exhllbtt J5

KATH1' i-IEEtNANDEZ, ^
PLAINTI rl<, CASE NO. IZ.lU 14479

Vs.

AR1S'I'1 D1?S .1 L1RA1)O,
ilEFENDANT.

,It.iEl(RE.)AMISf)N

MACI 4'!' R A T I? MA• I'"]' l I I:WS

EINT Itl'

rllls cltisi catlli bc;Fot-e tllc Court ott .lanuat•y 23. 20l 4, otl tlle Motion ni I)cl'ctlclant i'clr

an I;ttlergellcy C'cistocly UIYIL:t• 21t1(1 1)IAitltilr S IViotiCNl to Ditillllss ti1C: l\'T(ltilltl fol' an I:llleq^*.Gt1C:^

Ctistocly ()rcler. Aristides Jttrado, i)cfcnciant. appeared and i'eqtll'.stCd that the Ot'clci' coTltlilllC

tltltil lilt•tllcr arclcrs OC tht Caut•t relative tcl the Mcttiotl lilr Custody fil+rc! Novetllber 13. 2012.

Ron Pctrofl' appearecl on be:hali' orPlttitltit'l; wJlo was iiot pl'esetlt. atul Blythe 13ctllel. ( iucirtlittn

crcllileul appeared lilr tllis pt•occ:cdillE. !)uc tcl tlit tlutnllcr c^t issucs [lic C'ourl ^v^is tllacic a^^€trc uf

ciUl•in11 this Ilccu'itlfl. tlte Caurt «<ill tll,tl:c adciitinntil ovdcvs ]lerein.

'I'hc C'out•t cleEtlt witil I'laiiltifr s Mc>tioll to i)ismi5s fil'st as a procedural illitttc:r. The ('c)urI

does not fit1d tllis nlotioli to be wcll-taken. 1'1aitltifi°s position is 1Jlzlt tlle Motlotl Iim I;nlcrL1c:11c:V

Custody slloLjld iiot be ]leai-d beCAlse Defettclant was t•ept-esetue(I by cocinscl atld LilereJbt'c:

1)cfesldant cannot file I11L)t11111s ()I'O SC. Cot111sc:l. Kcith Goldetl, has (ileci a s\flotion to Witlldruu

and tl1r: l;tttr. allovvirtg Nv1tlid1•alvi€1 ]las iiot becil processed deie la c-fllttlg. f Ilc C'ottrt tiiids thzst

eve11 tlloui"h the clltt•y hiis iiot appeared in tlic case tile that Mr. Ciolcictl \.va5 discharged by

17elcncimlt. Based upon Ituie 1.1 6(Gt) Oi'111e ()11i1) It4tlt'.S Ur l=t•(llL'lSSil)11ii1 COntltlGt. 1Y}li(:11 St:.ttCti ill

pertinent part. "a lawyer s31al1 tlot i'epresetzt a cltrllt, or, w[1erv representation has coliiillclieecl.

shall Wltlidl'21"' tl•ot11 the I'ep1't;strlltatiotl of a CllCtlt 1failY ot'tl1c; li3llowitlg applics:... (3)t{1c: lawyer

is clischargcd.•' The Cotu-t fitlds tliat Mr. Gol(k:n was diss;harge.d by E)eictldant and Dctcnctttnt's

lilislu o{'tlte Motiotl 1or Emergency Custody is itiloW4c€. Tllcreforc_ tlle (.'ctitrt Df^;NILS Plaitltifl-s

Motion to Dismiss 1)e[eildtttlt's Motion 1ot• I:.:tllcr-,enctt C'u5tocly.

Based cltl i[ie swot'tl A1'ficlctvit atld testitllotly ol' Dclenrfnnt and the report ol'tlle Guardian

F!C( Irlem, all cnlCt'gency situatioti does iiot exist. Fit•stly. Plaintiff and Del'cttdatlt have shared

Exhibit J5 1 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB
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Pat'cnting. 5c:colttily. thl' C'nttrt will ttnt i5suc ihe elncMcn4Y ctlstocly cfrclcr dcIc to the lilct that all

01' tilc Elllltrlcs ScCmcd ta urCttr at tllc chilc!'s prcViinls cia^^Cltc #`acil'€ly. 'I'itz C`i1u17 I'i<1 ieal'cc€

Uc s cshibiiti ol'tl^e atic)ttti un,ltirlcs iu.t€^c cflll.cl.'1'I^c.;^t3ttri.cloes #itid that.:;tlw iitlttthe^- 01,

injiit'ic:s.to the hcac€, `tlIINc:k cj'G. a:ici iltc tuicrE^€^iin^ihlc 17rtiisiii^ IU tlie c€lilt€'S lcgs ttouhlinL.

iluwc.̂ t'c.ar. tltcre is no allc:gmiatt thttt €'lai43tif'i'callsccl tltc iqjudcs and the ihi€c€ lms been rctTtovccl

iiMnt (ltc Cacilit)^ W€tere the iiljlu-ic.S, ciccln-rceJ.

`Mc (;uardiitn ucf lilenr reported to tlte COuO that thr ininor chi€c€ has had altothct' in.jliry ut

t11c: cu€-rcnt dnyca-c lit-oxpidci• cltilir.cd by 1'li.titztill'. 1)ciclicfar7t has cnrolletl tllc «jilxrr child i3l a

cllliEtl:llt iiFtYctlrC.` 1()r care during ]lfti parenting tl1llL'. i Ile Cotll't at lil'st I'ouncl this ufzrcasnnabie

but, due to (ltil: l;:tct that the 111t1tC)L' c€]EICi lliis had lll]R1C:r(lllti IIl,]llrll',ti tiiul llrl'. L'tpol'tl'till' (1CCll1'rIE7^U, iit

thl'. Plaltltlii75 daycare Cclltc'_3', t17i: C%rt finds It to be a 1'i11171C EIItP.rlhlt1ve. T13C 13i1t'ttCs have agoc(i

thtti ncitlter cii' thelti Wil€ utilize thC C)Pcn f)c}or I'o€icy' to ^to to llic c€avcare CLntcr utilizcd by

I'laintitT ulianlaouttceci. It iti >.ttireiison7liie to iipcet ,tliat ft concet•lir.cl parept w€tct..has tt ^l>lilcl in

cia4'cai•c ztnci that child Itm expt;Hciiced sci°eriil iiicicients will 66t ivaiit tct :iiiVcstiL_4itc tlte ^;tusc OV.

the injiEri;:s. The Cczwt olaittes that utilizing sc:p.ia'ttte c€tty'c:at's;s xvi€1 resolve the isscic and 11ll6w

[3elencliitt and 1'iaiittiY:thL Abtlit)' to utilize 'tlle .t)i)elt C)ooi'. E'oiici^ :at tlitit- respective clati'carc

l'acilities.

6'9ic Ciuxtrdinrt rr,cl litclar Mrt€Ier inlbrtncii tlle Court t1iat Dclcntittrtt iS tint clll-r-cnt Oll his

c9bligations iis to ttcr li.cs. I)tc Coc3rt opines tltat tlac Ciuarr:•••,lixin ciallilcw li:cs arL not cii;schxlrgc.ala€c

itz hankrllptc,t^ and tirc in tlYc: aa"ttllre: oi" chilei Suplxm(. UclctRia:It shorElcl begin making p<tyn3cttt

toward liis otttstantiitZg obligation to tlie Guardian crcJ lirem l'ortitwith. Nlaintilt paicl tllc total cost

tc) obtail3 lltc psychological c:ustoc€y evaltiatioii. I)zf±rnc#ant sliolllcl begin looking 1br lidl-ti»ic

cinptoylncnt tlual will unablc him to reinihursc; i'laitatili' f`or 1iis liali' oi' t1ic hayment to Dr.

S 1t7,'zll(IOiZ  For thc I)syc110l0uical cllstody c:V^lluatiolt.

]t is 7'HI;t2F;fNDtZF' OR1)LfZI:i), Af).itUll[;GD ANf) 1)1,',CiifslE:t? that Al•isticlc.s .furaclo

Motimi l'or Emergency Custody is DEN'iED. Ile Ccat't ftErtller ORDERS tht thc: t)artlcs tirl)'

lnainwitt separate d.a)Tarc proviclet•s. 13mh pmrtic;s shall cirol) the c}jild oiI' Y11 the respective

parent's Cllild care cetttcr after cxcrcising parei3thg time. The pttl•ty beginning parenting timc

shall liick (lle child ul) iirom tlieir cllild iarc cclMcr. f"or mamp€e. il' I'laintifP-iVtot€icl• is bcw-;ilining

licr tinm. i.)ricltcialtt-Fathcr shall ilrvli the. child on' in l li€lkmrcl in the i3iol'lthg ta be picl:ecl ttp by

Plnis3tiff-Motlter in the Gvctltng. I1 I)c(enclant-Fathct' is beginning his tittie. 1'laiittifi-\-€otlier slmll

Exhi6it JS 2 The State ex reE., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB



Franklin County Ohio Clerk of Courts of the Common Pleas- 2014 Jan 23 4:48 PA9-12JU014479

CICt)l) tl3C CIIiICI ofI M 1hSt()iI in lllo il1UFllillg to be pickccl up by U€:lcncfant-FFithcr in the c%c:nirzg.

The Colrl'i IUCllle',r 5TR1ItCS tlic' lillig€r1,t; fi'oltl the 511i1i'Cd Pill'l'tltlklg Agreement llliEt pil'.l'l'.rltti

the p:irtics fi'c7in coiltactiitg the claycar'e ceiltCr or lrtrllzlng the Open 1_3oor Policy at t€lcir

respecthT cfayc;rrrc cc:tltcrs. Tilc COlri-t.0l2DEIt5 tE^tit .t^eitlteE ^^arty :sl^rill cc^ijtttct t[tc otElcr fl^arl^''s

LEaycaic c cnic;i• with t1w p6i•pco5c ol Wgiiijz F€Ilcgtttioil5 di- cumlllaitits €igaiiist tll€: ciillcrp{trcnt. ni'

to interteri with tlte cltild'.s plmcmciit at the ccilter. A cnpy aF this m-c(cr should be clc.lit'cr'c€! to

arld placed in the I:IlE1 d's lile at each indivicluG ►I daycare ccrltcr.

'f'lle C'out't fttrther Oltl)E}t5 1)cfetlcitmt to begin payments to tlle tiuarcfian [ril liiem

imrllediately. lic Co€rrt fbrther• ORDRRS Dclbnclant to rlltrkc arr•angemc:slts to rcimbtirsr

1'IaintifT liii' tlle cost cir the ps3rhological cccstcldy ct'aluaticln Ilerliwrl ►crf by 1)r•. SnlWlclori rr13U11

Ills r'CCCipt ot I)i'ot]I tllat sllc paid anci tllc aullOurzt that 111c I)aicl.

M[7tloll IUr ('L3stOdV is sCt IOr hH:ar'lllg 4VItI3 May`isti-utc ivftrttllcws €tiil the 3"i floor c?I'373 S.

l-[i^lh Sti•ect. COlumb€is. ()l 1 432f 5 on MWrch 26, 2014. March 28. 2014. N(ar•ch ; I.?(} 1I :1pr•i I

1. 7014. ClRd fkp1'll 2. 2014 at 1: 3O lJrll. MilgItitratC N11rttlk:w; may increase tI1C illiillbCr- C1rCIii!'s ll

ncccsstti'y to aeexlinitiodatc: the partiGs and to give both lrtt•ties tlic.^ ability to introduce ttll

Mcletlce.

Fl' 15 So) OIZDI.RED.

Conics to:
lWrl l'etr«1T. Attorney tor Plaitriiff
f1i•i5tides .l€ii-ado. Ucfcrxlant
131^ the 13itftcl. (',ltat-diGtn cict Irte,lr

• ISONJUDCI:P

3
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LExhf6rr KI
IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS, FRANKLIN COUNTY, OHIO

DIVISION OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS

JUVENILE BRANCH

KATHY J. HERNANDEZ,

PLAINTIFF

vS.

ARISTIDES JURADO,

DEFENDANT

CASE NO. 12JU-µ11-14479

1

TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS HEARD

BEFORE THE HONORABLE JUDGE TERRI JAMISON

HELD ON THE 13TH DAY OF MARCH, 2014

APPEARANCES:

RONALD R. PETROFF, ATTORNEY AT LAW, ON BEHALF OF

PLAINTIFF, KATHY J. HERNANDEZ

ERIKA SMITHERMAN, ATTORNEY AT LAW, ON BEHALF OF

PLAINTIFF, KATHY J. HERNANDEZ

BLYTHE M. BETHEL, ATTORNEY AT LAW AS GUARDIAN AD

LITEM ON BEHALF OF THE MINOR CHILD, NOAH G. JURADO

ALSO PRESENT:

KATHY J. HERNANDEZ, PLAINTIFF

ARISTIDES JURADO, DEFENDANT, PRO SE

COURT OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS
FRANKLIN COUNTY

FTR

COLUMBUS, OHIO 43215
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JUDGE JAMISON: - matter of Kathy Hernandez

versus Aristides Jurado, case number's 12JU-14479.

Counsel, please enter your appearance for the record.

MR. PETROFF: Good afternoon, Your Honor.

Ronald Petroff, 0081267 on behalf of the petitioner,

Kathy Hernandez; who is seated to my right this

afternoon.

2

JUDGE JAMISON: Sir, state your name for the

record. State your name for the record, please.

MR. JURADO: Aristides Jurado, I am the

respondent in this case.

JUDGE JAMISON: Well, actually, yes, okay.

Counsel.

MS. BETHEL: Blythe Bethel, Supreme Court

Registration number 0001373. I am the guardian ad

litem on behalf of the minor child, Noah.

JUDGE JAMISON: Okay.

MS. SMITHERMAN: Your Honor, I'd like to

also enter my appearance on the record. Erika

Smitherman, 0072383 for petitioner, Kathy Hernandez as

co-counsel.

JUDGE JAMISON: Okay. We are here today on

a motion for a protective order, motion to expedite

hearing without referring for removal of guardian ad

litem, and an emergency motion for removal of the

COURT OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS
FRANKLIN COUNTY

FTR

COLUMBUS, OHIO 43215
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guardian ad litem filed by Mr. Jurado. Okay. You're

still standing, counsel.

MR. PETROFF: Yes, Your Honor. If it may

please the Court, there are some preliminary matters

that I'd like to address before we entertain the

substance of Mr. Jurado's motion. Namely, I don't

believe we have standing to move forward today because

I don't believe Mr. Jurado's complied with current

court orders, specifically case management order filed

in this case that required certain terms and

conditions to be complied with, the Magistrate's Order

specifically trial notebooks, exchange of discovery,

witness lists. There's currently a motion in limine

pending before the Magistrate in two weeks.

Furthermore, the guardian has not been paid in full

and I don't believe that Mr. Jurado has standing to

move forward to file any more motions before this

Court, nor should this Court hear him until those two

motions have been heard on the motions, with respect

to motions in limine both of which have been filed

previously dealing with the fact that he has not

complied with current court orders shown that he has a

respect for the court orders and dealt with certain

discovery issues in this matter that has certainly

hamstrung our case in order to fully prepare for and

COURT OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS
FRANKLIN COUNTY

FTR

COLUMBUS, OHIO 43215
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for this hearing and for trial set in two weeks. And

we believe that it is a necessity for justice to

prevail for us to abide by the court orders in this

case. And there's been a wilful continual ignoring of

orders that my client has spent thousands of dollars

in attorneys' fees complying with both the substance

and the timing of those orders even though she knew

there was absolutely no possible way that Mr. Jurado

had any intentions of doing the same, she still did so

because she respects this Court, she respects the

power of the Court and she respects what the Court's

doing.

I believe that what's happened here in the last

several weeks and months as there has been an

opportunity for one side without any strings attached

to entertain in a series of superfiuous motions

entertained and be involved in facetious litigation

without any consequences whatsoever incurring

attorneys' fees while at the same time simultaneously

not complying with current court orders without any

ramifications whatsoever.

And I would like the Court today if it so pleases

to send a message that this will not be tolerated

because after all, what is the point of a Magistrate's

Order of a judicial decree if there is no teeth behind

COURT OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS
FRANKLIN COUNTY

FTR

COLUMBUS, OHIO 43215
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it. Thank you.

JUDGE JAMISON: Thank you. Mr. Jurado?

MR. JURADO: Yeah. Your Honor, Mr. Petroff

is trying to re-schedule a--- his motions, everything

that he has stated, he has needed motions to the Court

and that has been scheduled for another day. And he's

just trying to have it heard to -

JUDGE JAMISON: Well, actually Mr. Jurado, I

was quite clear with you the last time you were here -

MR. JURADO: Uh-huh (affirmative response).

JUDGE JAMISON: - not to put anything else

on my docket till the end of the month, wasn't I?

MR. JURADO: Correct.

JUDGE JAMTSON: So why are we here today?

MR. JURADO: I filed it after the end of the

month.

JUDGE JAMISON: No. I was quite clear that

you would not be on my docket until the guardian was

fully paid. Was I clear?

MR. JURADO: Ah.

JUDGE JAMISON: Was I clear?

MR. JURADO: Ah.

JUDGE JAMISON: Was I clear? At the last

hearing -

MR. JURADO: Uh-huh (affirmative response).

COURT OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS
FRANKLIN COUNTY

FTR

COLUMBUS, OHIO 43215
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JUDGE JAMISON: - that the guardian must be

paid in full for you to proceed. I think I was quite

clear.

And Mr. Petroff, that was a wonderful

dissertation, but I already remembered what I said.

Thank you though for reiterating the fact. I think I

was quite clear.

MR. JURADO: Your Honor, the paid in full -

JUDGE JAMISON: You are -- you are trying to

obfuscate what this Court ordered you to do -

MR. JURADO: What was the amount that you -

JUDGE JAMISON: - and this Court won't

permit that.

MR. JURADO: I have made four payments to

the guardian ad litem.

JUDGE JAMISON: No, but I said the guardian

needed to be paid in full. We agreed, I agreed to

allow you two to use separate daycares so you don't

have to contact each other. I agreed and put in my

order that you two could go to your respective daycare

centers, use the open door policy at your respective

daycare centers. I put in the order that you would

not come back before this Court before the end of the

month, that you would exchange all discovery, comply

with all court orders, one of which was becoming

COURT OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS
FRANKLIN COUNTY

ITR

COLUMBUS, OHIO 43215
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current on the guardian ad litem's payment.

The guardian ad litem is not your problem. Your

problem is now that you are coming up against the

Court, that's your problem now. She's the least of

your problems. This Court won't stand for that. If

she's not paid by the end of the month, there will be

no evidentiary hearing, period. She has fulfilled her

obligation. She has investigated every one of your

complaints. She has investigated her complaint. She

has done what this Court charged her to do.

MR. JURADO: Well, -

JUDGE JAMISON: She will not prepare a

report before the end -- next hearing unless every

dollar is paid.

MR. JURADO: That statement that you just

made, I'm not sure that you have heard, you have any

evidence that had shown that that's true as ---- as far

as her performance, whether she has investigated =

JUDGE JAMISON: I know what she's required

to do by law.

MR. JURADO: Exactly.

JUDGE JAMISON: And she's not required to

jump when either one of you call. But she has

accepted e-mail. She has interviewed daycare centers.

She has gone to the daycare centers. She has helped

COURT OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS
FRANKLIN COUNTY

FI'R

COLUMBUS, OHIO 43215
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you and her decide what daycare center to use. She

has done what she is required to do by law; whether

that meets your specifications or not, it meets

Superintendent Rule 48.

MR. JURADO: I have attached some page --

I'm gonna hand you -

JUDGE JAMISON: I don't want to hear it.

MR. JURADO: Uh-huh (affirmative response).

Okay.

JUDGE JAMISON: You have not paid the

guardian. This hearing is over.

MR. JURADO: May -

JUDGE JAMISON: I will be continuing these

motions -

MR. JURADO: - may I -

MS. SMITHERMAN: Thank you, Your Honor.

MR. JURADO: - just one thing -

JUDGE JAMISON: - no, you may not. I have

said what I meant.

MR. JURADO: Okay.

JUDGE JAMISON: All of these motions will be

continued and there will not be a hearing the end of

this month if the guardian is not paid.

MR. JURADO: The Juvenile Procedure says

that a parent should not be affected by his financial

COURT OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS
FRANKLIN COUNTY

FTR

COLUMBUS, OHIO 43215
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status based -

JUDGE JAMISON: You're not being affected by

your financial status, but your testimony, your

presentation of evidence will be limited if you do not

follow the Court's orders. It goes to your

credibility as a witness.

MR. JURADO: You -- you -

JUDGE JAMISON: When you don't comply with

my orders -

MR. JURADO: Uh-huh (affirmative response).

JUDGE JAMISON: - it affects your

credibility with this Court. I am very patient. But

at this point, you are trying to obfuscate the

proceeding and it won't work.

MR. JURADO: He -- he spoke for at least

five minutes on the matter and I have given like a few

seconds.

I have given up my life insurance. For the first

time in my life I don't have money to pay my rent. I

paid it seven days late for the first time in my life

so I could pay -

JUDGE JAMISON: Well, then you need to go to

work and stop coming down here.

MR. JURADO: I have. I have been going to

work. I -- I started -

COURT OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS
FRANKLIN COUNTY

FI'R

COLUMBUS, OHIO 43215



10

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

JUDGE JAMISON: You need to go to work -

MR. JURADO: - a full-time job -

JUDGE JAMISON: - and focus on the things

that are important, paying your rent, being able to

provide for the child's daycare, doing the things that

you're required to do as a parent and stay out of this

courtroom charging people bill and increasing the

litigation expenses until you finish what you're

supposed to do.

MR. JURADO: But -

JUDGE JAMISON: Exchange in the di.scovery,

doing what you're supposed to do. You want to come

and tell me what they're not doing, but I'm here

knowing what you're not doing. You are the one that

had a child with this lady, you knew that you weren't

married, you knew you had to provide for this child -

MR. JURADO: I -

JUDGE JAMISON: - you got to pay child

support, you got to pay your daycare and if you come

in here and you want shared parenting which you're

under it, operating under right now, you have to pay

this guardian too. Those are the rules of this Court.

MR. JURADO: I have, Your Honor. I have

trying -- okay -

JUDGE JAMISON: No.

COURT OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS
FRANKLIN COUNTY

FTR

COLUMBUS, OHIO 43215
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MR. JURADO: - if you -- okay. If -- if it

JUDGE JAMISON: When you came in here that -

- get straight. I have a very good memory.

MR. JURADO: Okay. Uh-huh (affirmative

response).

JUDGE JAMISON: You're not working full-

time.

MR. JURADO: I am. I -

JUDGE JAMISON: Unless you just started.

MR. JURADO: I started two weeks, about two

weeks after the last time I was here.

JUDGE JAMISON: Okay. Well, then -

MR. JURADO: Full-time with benefits.

JUDGE JAMISON: - then you need to focus on

going to work.

MR. JURADO: I -

JUDGE JAMISON: All these matters are

continued till you pay the guardian.

MR. JURADO: But even -

COURT OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS
FRANKLIN COUNTY

FrR
COLUMBUS, OHIO 43215
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C E R T I F I C A T E

I do certify that the foregoing is a true and accurate

transcript of the proceedings held in this matter, on

the 13th day of March, 2014, which I transcribed from

the Court's official court recorder system, except for

certain inaudible portions, and that said transcript

has been compared with the official court recorder

system.

S_t7^F jh

^ {̂f{ jj a i:f
h i . :^•' ^^^^^

%NN,r

DARLENE QUILES (quil)
OFFICIAL COURT TRANSCRIPTIONIST

COURT OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS
FRANKLIN COUNTY

YI'R

COLUMBUS, OHIO 43215



Blythe M. Bethel, Attorney at Law
495 South High Street

Suite 220
Coiurnbus, OH 43215

lnvoice submitted to:
Aristides Jurado
3963 Easton Way
Columbus, OH 43219-6088

The STATP ex rel., JURADO v. OpC, FCCPCJB

Exhlb!t K2

February 03, 2014

fn Reference To: Brooksedge Lawsuit

Invoice #15164

Professional Services

113l2014 Reviewed copy of Amended Complaint

For professional services rendered

Previous balance

Balance due

PAYMENT IN FULL DUE UPON RECEIPT

WE ACCEPT VISA, MASTERCARD, AND DISCOVER

HrslRate Amount

0.30 55.50
185.00/hr

0.30 $55.50

$805.50

$861. E}0

Exhibit K2 1 The
State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB



Blythe M. Bethel, Attorney at Law
495 South High Street

Suite 220
Columbus, OH 43215

Invoice submitted to:
Aristides Jurado
3963 Easton Way
Columbus, OH 43219

February 03, 2014

In Reference To: Guardian ad Litem

lnvoice #15158

Professional Services

112l2014 Sriefty reviewed psych custody evaluation from Dr. Smalidon; reviewed e-mail
from Kathy re: expired tags; sent e-mail to Attornsy Keith Golden re: expired
tags.

1/3/2014 Reviewing e-mails from counsel and parties re: status of looking for new
daycare; removing psych report from formal Court record; sent responsive
e-mail to counsel and parties re: same; telephone conference with Kathy reo
status of daycare issue,

1/6/2014 Reviewed Motion and proposed Entry to seai psych report; sent e-mail to
counsel approving Motion and Entry; sent e-mail to Attorney Keith Golden re:
payment of fees.

Hrs/Rate Amount

1.10 203.50
185.00/hr

0.50 92.50
185.00/hr

0.40 74.00
185.001hr

0.60 111.00
185.00/hr

1012014 Exchanged e-mails with Attorney Keith Golden re: payment of Guardian ad
Litem fees; exchanged e-mails with counsel re: dismissal of hearing on
restraining order; reviewed ietter from Dr. Smalidon to Attomey Golden re: use
of Dr. Lowenstein to review psych report.

1l812014 Reviewed e-mail from Dr. Lowenstein re: ciarification of his role in this case;
attended Status Conference before Magistrate Matthews.

1/9/2014 Reviewed Magistrate's Order re: trial time; payment of Guardian ad Litem fees.

1/10/2014 Reviewed e-mails from Attorney Keith Golden re: Magistrate's Order limiting trial
time.

1/11/2014 Reviewed e-mails from Ari and Kathy re: registering for separate daycare;
sent e-mail to counsel and parties re: same.

0.90 186.50
185.001hr

0.10 18.50
185.00/hr

0.10 18.50
185,00/hr

0.30 55.50
185.00/hr

228-7775

Exhibit K2 2 The State ex ref., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB



Aristides Jurado

1/13/2014 Reviewed e-mails exchanged between parties re: condition; telephone
conference with Attorney Erika Smitherman re; day care situation; exchanged
e-mails with Attorney Keith Golden re: Ari's enrollment of child in separate day
care; reviewed e-mail from Ari to Kathy re: dropping off at new day care.

1/14/2014 Reviewed e-mail from Kathy Hernandez to Ari Jurado re: "`-.r_, attending Hilliard
daycare; payment for day care; reviewed e-mail from Ka6i`re: daycare costs;

rj dayoare attendance in Hilliard.

1/15/2014 Draft and prepare Guardian ad Litem's Motion for Contempt and for Sanctions
Against Respondent-Father; Motion to Reclude Evidence.

1117/2014 Exchanged e-mails with Kathy Hemandez re: how is doing at new
daycare; speech specialist for child; exchanged e-maiis with Attomey Keith
Golden re: setting Motions for hearing before Judge; reviewed records from
Children's Hospital re: Ari asking for speech specialist; exchanged e-mails with
Kathy re: MLK Day.

1/1912014 Reviewed e-mail from Kathy to Ari re: MLK Day holiday.

1I2012014 Reviewed e-malls exchanged between parties re: MLK Day parenting time; sent
e-mail to counsel and parties re: clarifying same under current Orders;
exchanged e-mails with Ari Jurado re: Kathy Hemandez keeping child for MLK
Day; reviewed e-mail from Kathy re: issue of at daycare.

1/21/2014 Reviewed e-mail from Attomey Ron Petroff re: not agreeing to have Judge
Jamison hear Guardian ad Litem Motions on 1129/14; sent e-mail to Attomey
Keith Golden re: same; Waiver of Service; reviewed Motion to Withdraw filed
by Attomey Golden; sent e-mail to Ari re: service of Motions; reviewed e-mail
from Kathy re: results of check-up.

1/2212014 Reviewed Emergency Motion frled by Ari Jurado; sent e-mail to counsel and Ari
re: unavailable to attend hearing on 1122/14; reviewed Memo Contra to Motion
to Set Aside; attended hearing before Judge Jamison.

1/24l2014 Reviewed Entry from Judge re: new trial dates; denial of emergency Motion for
Custody; sent e-mail to counsel re: conflict with new trial dates; reviewed
Motion to Remove Guardian ad Litem filed by Ari Jurado; reviewed multiple
e-mails exchanged between parties re: ti being taken to daycare.

1/28/2014 Exchanged e-mails with counseElparties re: clarification of hearing schedule;
sent lengthy e-mail to counsellparties re: providing food for child at daycare;
hearing schedule; fee payments from Ari; telephone conference with Ari Jurado
re: sarne.

1/18/2015 Reviewed Motion to Set Aside filed by Attorney Keith Golden; sent e-mail to
counsel re: misleading statement in Motion to Set Aside; exchanged e-mails
with Attomey Golden re: same; reviewed and revised Motion for Contempt and
Motion to Preclude Evidence.

Page 2

HrslRate Amount

0.30 55.50
185.00/hr

0.10 18.50
185.00/hr

2.00 200.00
100.00/hr

0.60 111.00
185.00/hr

0.10 18.50
185.00mr

0.40 74.00
185.00/hr

0.50 92.50
185.00/hr

2.60 481.00
185,00/hr

0.70 129.50
185.00/hr

1.00 185.00
185.00/hr

0.80 148.00
185.00/hr

Exhibit K2 3 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB



Arrstides Jurado

For professionai services rendered
You are responsible for 50.00% of time charges:

Additional Charges from Primary Client

Page 3

Hours Amount

13.10 $2,253.50
6.55 $1,126.75

1/1'T12014 Service Fee Krukowski Legal Courier Service for e-filing Guardian ad Litem's Motion for
Contempt; Motion to Preclude Evidence, and Waiver of Service by Ari Jurado.

1/31/2014 Copying costs for month of January

Total additional charges
You are responsible for 50.00% of expense charges:

Total amount of this bill

Previous balance

Accounts receivable transactions

1I2412014 Payment - Thank You No. 4784
1/29/2014 Payment -Thank You

Total payments and adjustments

Balance due

PAYMENT IN FULL DUE UPON RECEIPT

WE ACCEPT V1SA, MASTERCARD, AND DISCOVER

28.50

50.10

$78.60
$39.30

$1,166.05

$2,828.90

($500.00)
($500.00)

($1,000.00)

$2,994.95

Cil i i n %Tatai T41^ _ Payments

HemandezGAL 50.00% $1,186.05 $500.00

50/50Jurado GAL 50.00% $1,166.05 $1,000.00

50/50

Exhibit K2 4 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB



Blythe M. Bethel, Attorney at Law

495 South High Street
Suite 220

Columbus, OH 43215

Inveice submitted to:
Aristides Jurado
3963 Easton Way
Columbus, OH 43219-6086

March 03, 2014

In Reference To: Brooksedge Lawsuit

Amount

Previous balance

Balance due

PAYMENT IN Ftfi"!. DUE UPON RECEIPT

WE ACCEPT VISA, MASTERCARQ, AND DISCOVER

$861.00

$861.00

Exhibit K2 5 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB



Btythe M. Bethel, Attorney at Law
495 South High Street

Suite 220
Columbus, OH 43215

lnvoice submitted to:
Aristides Jurado
3963 Easton Way
Coiumbus, OH 43219

March 03, 2014

In Reference To: Guardian ad Litem

Invoice #15208

Professional Services

21312014 Exchanged e-mails with Kathy Hernandez re: Ari Jurado dropping V7'°'^ off late
to both daycares.

215I2014 Reviewed texts exchanged between parties re: dropping off at daye,are;
lunch.

2112I2014 Reviewed e-mails exchanged between parties re: Ari offering child to Kathy

2/13/2014 Reviewed trial subpoenas and Motion in Limine filed by Kathy Hernandez

2/17/2014 Telephone conference with Kathy Hernandez re: issues with scheduling; right of
first refusal; sent e-mai{ to Ari re: same; payment on account; began drafting
final pretrial recommendation.

2f1812014 Reviewed multiple motions filed by Aei Jurado re: protective order; removal of
Guardian ad Litem; exchanged e-maits with Ari re: work schedule; payment of
Guardian ad Litem fees.

2/2112014 Exchanged e-rnaiks with Ari Jurado re: clarification of work schedule.

For professional services rendered
You are reaponsibie for 50.00°/a of time charges:

Additional Charges :

2/28/2014 Copying costs far month of February

Total additional charges

HrslRate Amount

0.10 18.50
't85.00lhr

0.10 18.50
185.00/hr

0,10 18.50
185.00/hr

0.30 55.50
185.00/hr

1.80 333.00
185.001hr

1.20 222.00
185.00/hr

0.10 18.50
185.001hr

3.70 $684.50
1.85 $342.26

25.50

$25.50

228-7775

Exhibit K2 6 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB



Aristides Jurado

Total amount of this bill

Previous balance

Accounts receivable transactions

2!19l2014 Payment - Thank You
31712014 Payment - Thank You

Total payments and adjustments

Balance due

PAYMENT IN FULL DUE UPON RECEIPT

WE ACCEPT VISA, MASTERCARD, AND DISCOVER

Page 2

6Mount

$367.75

$2,994.95

($25D.A0)
($750.0D)

($1,000.00)

$2,362.70

Cilonglglk i ° Totat Tai „ Paymeait_s

WemandezGAL 50.00°k $342.25 $0.00

50/50Jurado GAL 50.00% $342.25 $1,000A0
50150

Exhibit K2 7 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB



Blythe M. Bethel, Attorney at Law
495 South High Street

Suite 220
Coiumbus, OH 43215

Invoice submitted to:
Aristides Jurado
3963 Easton Way
Columbus, OH 43219-6066

April 04, 2014

In Reference To: Brooksedge Lawsuit

Amount

Previous balance

Balance due

PAYMENT IN FULL DUE UPON RECEIPT

WE ACCEPT VISA, MASTERCARD, AND DISCOVER

$861.00

$861.00

Exhibit K2 8 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB



Blythe M. Bethet, Attorney at Law

495 South High Street
Suite 220

Columbus, OH 43215

1^

Invoice submitted to:
Aristides Jurado
3963 Easton Way
Columbus, OH 43219

April 04, 2014

In Reference To: Guardian ad Litem

Invoice #15275

Professional Services

3/5/2014 Reviewed Subpoena and attachments filed by Ari Jurado; sent-mail to Ari
Jurado re: filing Motion to Quash; exchanged multiple e-maiis with Ari Jurado
re: 5ubpoena,

3/10/2014 Arganization of Guardian ad Litem case file in preparation for 3/13/14 hearing.
[paralegal]

3/1212094 Reviewed e-mail from Kathy Hernandez re: Ari Jurado asking her to take
on 3112114,

3113I2014 To Court for hearing before Judge Jamison.

Preparation of Draft of Final Pretrial Recommendation of Guardian ad Litem.

3/16/2014 Reviewed e-mail from Kathy Hernandez re: status of filing Guardian ad Litem
Recommendation; Ari Jurado giving up time with Recommendation
dictated.

311712014 Revising draft of Guardian ad Litem Recomrnendation.

311912014 Reviewed Motion for Stand-By Counsel and Motion for Continuance filed by Ari
Jurado.

3126f2014 Attended hearing before Magistrate Matthews; obtained new trial date.

3128f2014 Reviewed e-mail from Kathy Hernandez re: concerns about issues to address.

Hrs/Rate Amount

0,60 111.00
185.00/hr

2.00 200.00
10O.001hr

0.10 18.50
185.00ihr

1.00 185,00
'i 85.001hr

2.20 220.00
100.00/hr

1.60 296.00
185.00/hr

1.70 203.50
185.00/hr

0.20 37.00
185.00/hr

2.60 481.00
185.00/hr

0.20 37.00
185.00fhr

228-7775

Exhibit K2 9 The State ex rel.. Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB



Aristides Jurado

3/3112014 Exchanged e-maiis with Kathy Hemandez re: having fever; going to
doctor's office; reviewed e-mail from Kathy re: iesuits of doctor's appointment;
reviewed e-mail from Kathy to Ari re: notice of intended vacation dates.

For professional services rendered
You are responsible for 50.00% of time charges:

Additionai Charges from Primary Client

3/17/2014 Service Fee Krukowski Legal Courier Service for e-filing Guardian's Final PreTrial
Recommendation with Court.

3/31/2014 Copying costs for month of March

Total additional charges
You are responsible for 50.00% of expense charges:

Professional Services

3/10/2014 Organization of Guardian ad Litem file in preparation for 03113/14 hearing.

For professional services rendered

Total amount of this bill

Previous balance

Accounts receivable transactions

312412 0 1 4 Payrnent - Thank You

Total payments and adjustments

Balance due

PAYMENT IN FULL DUE UPON RECf=1PT

WE ACCEPT VISA, MASTERCARD, AND DISCOVER

Page 2

HrslRate Amo „nt

0.40 74.00
185.001hr

12.00 $1,863.00
6.00 $931.50

8.50

7.65

$16.15
$8.07

Hrs/Rate Amount

2.00 200.00
100.00/hr

2.00 $200.00

$1,139.57

$2,362.70

($300.00)

($300.00)

$3,202.27

Exhibit K2 10 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB



Aristides Jurado Page

glientlSolk biil informagon % lbtai Tml Pavnrents

HemandezGAI. 50.00% $939.58 $500.00

50/50
Jurado GAL 50.00% $939.57 ;6300.00
50/50

Exhibit K2 9 S The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF FRANKLIN COUNTY, OHIO
DIVISION OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS AND JUVENILE BRANCH

V.

KATHY HERNANDEZ, •
CASE NO. 12 JU 11-14479

Plaintiff,
JUDGE JAMISON

ARISTIDES JURADO, MAGISTRATE TSITOURIS
The STATE ex re1., JURADO v. ODC, FCCPCJB

Defendant. Exhibit K3

EMERGENCY MOTION FOR REMOVAL OF GUARDIAN AD LITEM

Now comes Respondent-Father Aristides Jurado, acting Pro Se, and hereby moves this

honorable court for an Order immediately removing Ms. Blythe Bethel as the appointed GAL for

this child custody case. Ms. Bethel has adopted patterns of misconduct and significant bias, which

have resulted in violations of Respondent-Father`s constitutional right to due process, of Franklin

County Domestic Rule 15, Local Juvenile Rule 27 and Sup. R. 48, as well as multiple violations of

the Code of Professional Responsibility and the Rules of Professional Conduct all resulting in

intentional harm inflicted upon Respondent-Father. Most importantly, her willfulness of serious

interference with the administration of justice has given rise to the detriment of the well-being

of the child in this custody case.

This Motion is supported by the affidavit and memorandum of fact and law included herein.

Respectfully submitted,

Exhibit K3

Respoindent-Father Pro Se

By:
ARISTIDES JURADO
3963 Easton Way
Columbus, OH 43219
(305) 799-2212
ari,jurado@ qualineconsulting.com

The State ex re[., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB
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CASE NO. 12 JU 11-14479 Kathy Fl.ernandez v. Aristides Jurado

MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT

SUMMARY

Four and a half months after the initial custody complaint was filed by Plaintiff-Mother, Ms.

Blythe Bethel was appointed Guardian Ad Litem to represent the best interests of the minor child in

this custody dispute and to assist the court in the determination of these best interests as regulated

by Franklin County Domestic Rule 15, Local Juvenile Rule 27 and Superintendence Rule 48 of the

Ohio Supreme Court.

Within weeks or even days of her appointment, Ms. Bethel started conducting herself with a

biased and adversarial posture against Mr. Jurado, tantamount to a de facto advocate for Petitioner-

Mother and her interests in this case.

Since then, Ms. Bethel has adopted a pattern of misconduct with the goal of favoring Ms.

Hernandez, including: ( 1) Failure to represent the best interest of the child; (2) Complete lack

of independence, objectivity and fairness in and out of the courtroom; (3) As an officer of the

court, the GAL conducted herself without respect and courtesy to the parties and attorneys; (4)

Failed to file pleadings and motions when appropriate and necessary; (5) GAL appointment was in

actual conflict of interest arising from close ties with a party's legal counsel; (6) Failed to perform

the necessary investigations or appropriate inquiries given the concerns reported by

Respondent-Father; (7) In ethical and other violations of Ohio Rules of Professional Conduct

for Attorneys (Rules 8.4a 8.4b, 8.4c, 8.4d, and 8.4e), including but not limited to deceptive

conduct, creating and maintaining a high-conflict atmosphere, and engaging in conduct that is

prejudicial to the administration of justice.

The instances in which Ms. Bethel demonstrated a complete lack of objectivity and bias

were so numerous that her behavior has been predictable through the duration of her appointment as

Page MROG.02
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GAL. From consistently favoring Petitioner-Mother during the various times the GAL

inappropriately became arbiter, to censuring Respondent-Father regarding his writing style, his

attempts to restore hannony, his acts of goodwill or for raising reasonable concerns, Ms. Bethel's

misconduct and prejudice has been in violation of Respondent-Father's due process rights. When a

Guardian Ad Litem's bias, actions and inactions taint the custody proceeding, a parent is

effectively denied due process. Patel v. Patel, 347 S.C. 281, 286-287, 555 S.E.2d 386, 389 (S.C.

App. 2001); Kelley v. Kelley, 175 P. 3d 400, 407-408, 2007 OK 100 (2007).

In support of Ms. Heznandez' interests, Ms. Bethel imposed restrictions and mandatory

daycare attendance that has directly interfered with Respondent-Father's parenting time and his

ability to raise his child. "A natural parent who has demonstrated sufficient commitment to his or

her children is thereafter entitled to raise the children free from undue state interference". Hodgson

v. Minnesota, 497 U.S. 417, 483, 110 S.Ct. 2926, 111 L.Ed.2d 344 (1990); Stanley v. Illinois, 405

U.S. 645, 651, 92 S.Ct. 1208, 31 L.Ed.2d 551 (1972). These acts, in abuse of the GAL's

authority and which reach a purpose not justified by and against reason and evidence, have

deprived Respondent-Father of significant and essential parental rights protected by the

constitution. Even during the pendency of litigation, parents have the fundamental right to "make

decisions concerning the care, custody, and control of their children" without undue state

interference under the protection of the Fourteenth Amendment. Troxel v. Granville, 530 U.S. 57,

65-66, 120 S.Ct. 2054, 147 L.Ed.2d 49 (2000); In re C.F., 113 Ohio St.3d 73, 2007-Ohio-1104, 862

N.E.2d 816, q[ 28; In re V.M.B., 2013-Ohio-4298, 9137, 150. The interest in the care, custody and

control of one's children is "one of the oldest of the fundamental liberty interests recognized in

American law." In re K.H., 119 Ohio St.3d 538, 2008-Ohio-4825, 895 N.E.2d 809, 9[ 39, citing

Troxel, 530 U.S. at 65.

Page MROG.03
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Rules enacted to define and govern the role and responsibilities for Guardians Ad Litem

have two main purposes: to protect the parents who are the subjects of the guardian's investigation

but also to ensure that the fate of a child's future does not rest in the hands of a guardian whose

investigation is biased or otherwise incomplete. Pirayesh v. Pirayesh, 359 S.C. 284, 294, 596

S.E.2d 505 (S.C. App. 2004).

As important as the impact of the child's future are the immediate consequences of the

GAL's misconduct. The irreversible and ongoing damage being caused by Ms. Bethel to the co-

parental relationship between Petitioner-Mother and Respondent-Father, in addition to the

unnecessary GAL and attorney fees incurred as a result of the frequent disputes and disagreements

resulting from Ms. Bethel's frequent parental interference, and the harm being inflicted upon

Respondent-Father with Ms. Bethel's sustained harassment and instigation of a civil lawsuit

against him makes it all a time-sensitive and significant matter requiring redress by this

honorable court with a sense of urgency.

Most importantly, Ms. Bethel's vehement advocacy for Plaintiff-Mother is such that, when

combined with an utter lack of objectivity in deterrnining the best interests, has put the child's

welfare at risk multiple times during the pendency of this litigation. From depriving the child

of the benefits of statutory daycare open-door policy for ensuring the quality and safety of out-of-

home care, to acting in complicity with Petitioner-Mother to repeatedly withhold medical care or

treatment for the child while discouraging and even preventing Respondent-Father from seeking

the same, Ms. Bethel's actions and inactions have been detrimental to the proper care and

nurturing of the infant child.

Given the extenuating and time-sensitive circumstances of the case, it is critical that

Respondent-Father raises these disturbing facts for this honorable court to address and intervene in

an expedited fashion.

Page MROG.04
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STATEMENT OF FACTS

On November 5 2012, Petitioner-Mother filed a complaint with this court requesting for her

to be named (sole) legal custodian and residential parent as to the minor child.

From October 2012 to December 2012, Respondent-Father's concerns regarding the health

of the infant child gradually increased to the point that it became his top priority item to be

addressed by his counsel (See Exhibit A2, pages MROG.26-27), even ahead of his lack of parenting time

and rights, and the unlawful access denials by the daycare center administrators in collusion with

Petitioner-Mother. (See Exhibit A1, pages MROG.13-25).

Driven mainly by their inability to reconcile their differing opinions regarding the minor

child's medical care and related coneerns, both parties agreed to involve a Guardian Ad Litem on

February 28, 2013. (See Exhibit A3, pages MROG.28-30). On March 18 2013, both parties' counsel and

magistrate selected Ms. Blythe Bethel for this appointment.

Exhibit A4, in pages MROG.31-35, demonstrates how Ms. Bethel chose to not investigate

concerns regarding the child's health brought up by Respondent-Father and by Dr. Mastruserio,

who in fact requested to speak with the GAL on April 25, 2013 while at the same time suggested a

referral for a pediatric specialist.

A month later, when the refeiYal from Dr. Mastruserio was processed by Nationwide

Children's Hospital and a notification was sent to Petitioner-Mother, Ms. Bethel censured

Respondent-Father's efforts in seeking expert medical care and discouraged him from any further

pursuit as clearly communicated in her email from May 28, 2013. (See Exhibit A5, page MROG.36).

Although Respondent-Father had made only one medical appointment for the child prior to this

point and with Petitioner-Mother's consent, Ms. Bethel censured Respondent-Father by inferri.ng

that (1) Respondent-Father is making too many doctor appointments; (2) she believes there is no

legitimate reason for taking the child to these appointments; (3) Respondent-Father's actions are not

Page MROG.05
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in the best interest of the Child. To be expected, these inferences were a direct reflection of

Petitioner-Mother's opinion.

Ms. Bethel has also shown disregard for the court's authority, disrespect for the

magistrate/judge as well as the courtroom process. Exhibits A6 (pages MxOG.44-47) and A7 (pages

MROG.49-49) exemplify Ms. Bethel and Petitioner-Mother's blatant disregard for Judge Jamison's

opinion and order issued on December 2013. Even more disturbing is the deceptive conduct Ms.

Bethel adopted throughout the December 20, 2013 hearing in front of Judge Jamison. Exhibit A8,

A9 and A10 are just some of several examples of such misconduct. Exhibit A8 (pages 1vlizoG.50-59)

includes a string of emails that show Ms. Bethel's misleading tactics when Judge Jamison asked

whether the imposed 9am-4pm daycare restrictions were based on the GAL's recommendations or

if that was mutually agreed upon by the parties. Ms. Bethel provided a misleading answer by

stating "I really was not much involved in the negotiation of the temporary order".

This court has been deceived by Ms. Bethel whenever the topic of daycare and related issues

has been brought up during proceedings. Exhibit A9 (page MROG.60) illustrates how Judge Jamison

was again misled when she asked Ms. Bethel if the parties had looked at other options near 270

during the daycare selection process. Ms. Bethel deceived the court by stating "none were

provided" while being well aware that the 2nd daycare proposed by Respondent-Father was near

270 and within 9 minutes of Petitioner-Mother work location. Also, Ms. Bethel failed to mention

that she had decided for the geographical location of the new daycare facility to be in the Hilliard

vicinity, consistent with her absolute support and advocacy of Ms. Hernandez' interests throughout

the case (see Exhibit A10, page MttoG.61).

On October 15, 2013, the daycare facility used for the infant child's out-of-home care filed a

lawsuit against Respondent-Father after Petitioner-Mother and Ms. Bethel caused the infant child to

be permanently expelled from the daycare and successfully instigated such retaliatory action. In

Page MROG.06
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fact, the lawsuit explicitly includes allegations that originated from Petitioner-Mother and Ms.

Bethel. A preponderance of evidence is available to support these claims. However, some of it

shall only be offered for in-camera review due to the nature of the materials.

Between April 2013 and January 2014, there were numerous occurrences in which Ms.

Bethel improperly took on the role of parenting mediator. In each instance, instead of helping

defuse tensions and hostility, she instigated conflict when passionately advocated for Ms.

Hernandez (See Exhibit A5, page IvtROG.36). Because it is impractical to list all the occurrences here,

two examples are described herein.

On November 25, 2013, Ms. Bethel shared her disapproval of my writing style and structure

of my em.ails when communicating with Petitioner-Mother. Not only that it is improper for an

officer of the court to lack neutrality and objectivity, but her assessment of the information being

communicated was inaccurate. In this instance, Petitioner-Mother was able to understand what was

communicated, and it did not escalate to any problems. However, due to her lack of familiarity

with the topic discussed, Ms. Bethel could not follow the flow of the information firsthand. (See

Exhibit A 11, page MROG.62).

On January 20, 2014, during a more recent instance of Ms. Bethel's interference and

instigation of conflict, Ms. Bethel censored an email that Respondent-Father had sent to the daycare

owner informing that the infant child was not attending on Martin Luther King holiday and offered

an explanation of the reason why the original plan was for the child to attend daycare on this day.

In her opinion, the information sent to the daycare was painting "Kathy in a negative light".

Obviously, Ms. Bethel's actions are not focused on the best interest of the child, but instead on the

best interest of Petitioner-Mother. (See Exhibit A12, page N[RoG.65}.

Page MROG.07
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CONCLUSION

The constant undue pressure, criticism and intimidation caused by Ms. Bethel's abusive

behavior had many ramifications for Respondent-Father, including the inflation of attorney fees,

interference with his work responsibilities and overall undue hardship given the obstacles created by

her misconduct. The undue financial burden deliberately inflicted on Respondent-Father by

the GAL in turn has affected his ability to maintain his child support payments, to retain expert

witnesses and to be represented by legal counsel. Instead of attempting to rehabilitate her role as

GAL, Ms. Bethel enforced all remedies at her disposal by filing sanctions against Mr. Jurado to

preclude him from submitting evidence for trial and for contempt of court. These actions merely

ratified her position that Respondent-Father does not deserve an equal and fair chance through these

custody proceedings.

The behavior of the Guardian Ad Litem in this case has infringed upon the due process

rights of Respondent-Father and has ultimately placed him on unequal footing with Petitioner-

Mother during these proceedings. Furthermore, any financial or otherwise type of harna caused

to Respondent-Father indirectly affects the minor child, and further deepens the detriment of

his welfare as previously stated.

WHEREFORE, Respondent-Father respectfully requests this Court enter an Order removing

Ms. Bethel as the GAL and schedule an emergency hearing for oral arguments as soon as the court

calendar allows.

Respectfully submitted,

Respondent-Father Pro Se

By:
ARISTIDES JURADO
3963 Easton Way
Columbus, OH 43219
(305) 799-2212
ari_jurado @qualineconsulting.eom

Page MROG.08
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF FRANKLIN COUNTY, OHIO
DIVISION OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS AND JUVENILE E3RANCH

KATHY HERNANDEZ,

-v s-

Plaintiff Mother,

ARISTIDES JURADO,

Defendant-Father.

CASE NO. 12-JU-1 1-144 79

JUDGEJAMISON

MAGISTRATE TSITOURIS

State of Ohio County
of Franklin..... .^^_. SS.

Now comes Aristides Jurado as the Affiant herein and having been duly sworn and

cautioned deposes and states that he is the Respondent in the foregoing action, that he has

reviewed the foregoing motion, and that the facts and allegations stated therein are true to the

best of his knowledge and belief.

FURTHER AFFIANT SAYETH NAUGHT.

SWORN to before me and subscribed in my presence this 12th day of February, 2014.

:`F-, R ^R,:..,L

lCc:y

\•a> ^.: L`::`,• `;^; ^k: i :^: ...: :^ ^ °^^- :..

F r:,

. -. . ,. ...:..•...... `..^ ^^' ..... .. .
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true and accurate copy of the foregoing was served via the court's electronic

filing system on this 14t1i day of February, 2014, upon the following:

Erika Smitherman
Ronald R. Petroff
Petroff Law Offices, LLC
140 E. Town Street, Suite 1070
Columbus, Ohio 43215
Attorneys for Plaintiff

Blythe Bethel
Bethel Law Offices
495 S. High Street, Suite 220
Columbus, Ohio 43215
Guardian Ad Litem.

ResPnndent-Father Pro Se

By:
ARISTIDES JURADO
3963 Easton Way
Columbus, OH 43219
(305) 799-2212
azx-,jurado @ qualinecon sulting.com
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phio [3ePariment of Job ^EAL''°H N^ORMAl'{OTr1

CHILD ENROLLMENT AND AND TYPE A
FOR CHILD CARE CENTERS HOMESof attendanoe and updated annually and as needed-

leted pr;ar to the child's first day t^irst DaY ai Canfer^]
This form shall be comp pate of B€Rn 1

^ -hi€d's Name - ID^`I^'^'fiAL ^1C ^li^l^° Tj.. ^ {^2
Home Address ^,.% ^ w ^^ ^me Telepho,nPrfiium M3 42

5tat 01+ e q

ParentlGu'aftiieR

Home

^x(t

anshlA !o Child
(Y^6

r tyumber

Z+p

K Lp l15 L
,chool Narne

^arenYswonvaU- , LI . 71 r , ^..,

af a ch D-L"
€ Address ih6 Center

Parsnt's worklScho° ^ a parent! ,ardian, ild attendin9

^Na ^ [] Celt itnamerf#3tiis ar^ g ard ans^l q YesPlease indicate tsl
inforinallon t^ other P e indica^te

wtlirh nUn'^qs? ab°ve io inctucle on ^ l^t
q Wc^rk

if you answere<i yes, p^^ ur chttd ls in tt+is program? ^1 0^

Where cnn you be reachsdwhiie ia Ch€idRe{8tionship

,,, ^
sme, requests c^n^t

p Harne # Q Ernatl

I-7 ] Ir-^^ ^

Parenfl ardian Name 1-tome Tatephone Number 3Vs.- -l
'.t;

HDrne zip

.̂s

r

r
Te ne Num

^arenCs j^° ^,

pddress ^requests contaat
parent"s W^$^'O of a child attendittg thO ^

arentl,^t?ardian, Harna # q F^ll
^oPlease indicate it tt,is name $

h^ardians^leaOd e5 P on ttie llst q
WosK # q Ces1

information for ot^'r i^aren^cate whict► number(s} at^ove to €nclude

tt you 8n:swetad lle5. Piaase r ram?^ ^ P?.^-^ Iul^i
wbgre ^h ^u be reached whi€a yaur ctlitd is in this p ag o ^n ^^ntacied

able tn s9sist in cantad'
sng yau. At leattt

e^gn^y contaGls. .ist ^'te ^me oT ei least °ne arenti$^lardian cannet
Parents ^nar be iis^^ as be^reached. Any Pe^ ltsted should 4e chlld tn case the ptile

lrmergertcy C°^^" c ryr iltr>esg ^ Y°u able to take responsfbiiihl for
in tha event of nn err+er9^ y
one persnn iisted must be w3tt+€n one hour at tlse centerlha-
be ^ntacted and shauld be at least

'i8 years of age Narne

^^ ^ State
Name `^^^A•^ Gity

State Relationship to Chlid

City 1t/^1 ^ Tete¢hone Number
reached fd aPOtcabl^r

Nu
42et^o tP ^ Cbll

be
Teieqt+o rnber.`^ Other

numbe(s vfiere emer9elcY contacl cen

y7 Cantecf ren be reach^ (^aPp^le)
.-.w.....,.mhP.151^E ^^5^

Ptr/siuan or CtinitlHospital ;^^ ^•^ir1 ^,(^

idre5V ^- I ) N I ^._

C L'LA

TslePhone Number y-) /j G^ r
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hild's Name C. ^^^^EN1T1AL

Allergie's, Special Health or Medical Conditions, and Food Supplements

Filf in this section accurately and comptetely. Please note that if your chita Tsas a current health or medical Condition requiring child care
staff io periorm child specJfic care, such as: to monitor the condition, provide treatrsient, care, or to give rnedication, the JFS 01236
°Medlcat/Physlcal Care Plan" or equivalent form andlor the JFS 01217 "Request for Administration of Medic,a,fion" must be completed

and be kepi on file at the center or type A h+arne.

Qoes your child have any foad, medication or enwironrnental allergies? (ceck ah that apply)

CK o
U 'i'es - check all that apply q Foad q Medicalion q EWnvironmental Please list and explain:

Does your chiJd's allergy/allergies require child care staff to monitor child for symptoms, take action it a reaction occurs, or

Iv er'n@rCgtwncy rt'Ir~t9fi.atlol'1 to your child? (Check one)

No
Yes. - a JFS 01236 "

Medical/Physical Care Plan" or equivalent form and if administering medication, a JFS 0121 t

"Request for Administration of Medication" must be completed.

^ s your GhiICI havfr '1 5peG1al health or fiedicaf C.Ondit>:on? (chack one)

es - please explain^

Does the special health or me-dicai canditson require child care staff to perform a pro'cedure, or pefform child specific care

Su u h as: to monitor your child for symptoms of administer medication during child care hours?
(check one)

No
q Yes -

a JFS 01236 "MeclicallPhysical Care Plan" or equivalent form and it administering medication, a JFS 0121
7

"Request for Administration of Medication" must be r.ompleted.

ur child currently using any mec[icalion, food supplerrtent or medical food (such as electrolyte solution)? (check one)

l
^No

Yes - please explain

If yes, does this medicatson, food supplement, or medical food need to be administered at the child care centerltype A

^e?

^o
es - a JFS 01217 "Request for Adn7inisiralidn of Medication" must be completed and kept on file for each medication,

food supplement or medical food-
N/A - program rioes not administer any medications.

s your child have any dietary restricticxss. including those for medical, religious or cultural reasons?
(check ons)

1+1Usi 0
Yes _ please explain

s this dietary restriction require a modified diet that eliminates all types of fluid milk or an entire food group?

No
Yes written instructions from the child's health care providet must be on the JFS 01217 "Request for Administratinn of

Medication."
/A - child does not attend a full time program-

Dsna 7 rtf 7
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List any rtlsrory oi nospita^^lm-, -W
personnel in an emergency situation.

crsncems that would be needed to assist the statf or medicat

IOf A
that would be uaeiul for staff to know, sur.h as fear3• eating nr sleepEng habtts, or

l-ist any additlonat lnfnmtatton a13o ut your ch11d
rautines. This information should not be medical or health related, as that inFonnBflon should be included on the previoUs page.

171apering Stetement
^j fiil out ihe

4s your child toilet trained? q Yes (If yes, skip to Emergency Transportation Aufhorization sec6on) /..^ No ( It no,

tntlowing) hours. Pleas+Y indirat- t<y°u ^,,ant your chifd's diaper tliecked according to the
The program's policy is :o check diapers every
centerltype A home's policy or another:

I agree wflh the program's schedule q I do not agree, please check my child's diaper every hours.

Give Pe ►mi5,s,ion to Transport

Centef nr T A Home Name
fm,5 V&4

hais petTnission to secure ernergency transpo+tation for
my child in the event of an illness or injury which

requires emergency treatment. The emergency
transportation service will determine the facility to which

my child will be transported.

Pare

OR

Do
„ot
si:gn
both

rtatuon Auinoriza^ivi t
po N t ive Perrnisston to Transport

center or Type A Home Name

does not have penmission to secure emergency

transporlaf7on for my child in the event of an iNness or
injury wfiich requires emergency treatrnent. I wish for the
following action to be taken:

Da1e Parent's

^ _X`it

Date

U Acknowledgement of Policies and Procedures
I have reviewed and received a copy of the center's or type A home's pe^licies and procedures/handbonk.

^`^es q ^a

(chack one)

This form, after being comp#eted and signed by the parentlguardian, must be reviewed for completeness and signed by the
administratorldesignee prior to the child receiving care_ After the child is attending the program the administrator shall have
the parentlguardiar, review and initial the Form when any changeslupdales are made and at least annually. The ;aarentl
guardian and the acfministrator or designee shall initial and date the form in the section below to indicate when the form was

last reviewed. oat
ParentJGua

/ ^^^^^(^ .. ^. r _ r . I } t^

This
The form !s to be lntttaaed and dated, at least annually, after ft hes Efeen reviewed by the patga nt^ute a new fa^n''Indical^ all Intnmtiatlon
has stayed the same or changes have been noted. lf slgntficant changes are needed, p a

^^. ,,^^ker,.mPt^nnee tnitiats Dafe o1 Reulaw
rdian Initiais Date

rdian lnitials Date

rdian InFlials Date

of

Initials j Date of

Nole' Ttis is a presGnaed form vMith must be used by centeFs and type A hprnes to rs36et tt'ie requirements of rules
5t471-2-92-37 and 5101.2-13-37. This

form rnust be on fila at ttle center or type A honie on or before ttte child's first day o( atlHndenc6 and thereaflei+khile the child is enroll ^a 3 of 3
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Ohio Deparfinent of Job and Family Services A1

-JOLLMENT APID HEAL7H INFORMATION

NF[^,^,^TI,^^, Cp^RE CENTERS AND TYPEA HOMESOFC
This form shall be cornpietetl prior to the child's first day of attendance and updated annually and as needed•

pate ot
^lirtt+ ^ First Day at Center

Chi1d'S tyame ' ) (^ -^ ' c`ty f-^ l^L1 A-^e D
Home Addressa 3 As';F:;6K `V ?)xz

^{ame Talephone Number

State Zip Q360' (
w

„
RelatianshiD to Chitd

ParentlGuerdidn Name
l^ Horne Tet^'►e Numiser ^"

Home Addrexs
State Z R

CitY

.._ Ircable)
/ Ce11 Phorte

Emeik Addrsss IifaPP

^^- Parer^sWarkl5cttool Name
n^ P1

r 7 ^ .^

Parents WarklSct^ool Telephone Number ^

Paret+t's WorirlSct^oolAddress ---- -
t3tie cenlerlF^ome, requests cor^tact

Pl^ase indicate_
`- name should be released if a parentlguardian,

of a child a

lnfo c'r ott-,-r
parentsfguardiatl<s. q Yes j^No

-°` answsreci yes, Plesse indicate which nurnber(s^ above ta-tr ►rlude dn tt+s 1^sl q Work {] Cell ^ Home it 'q Etna@

K.

ililhe^ r Y°^ t^v rlfatRac4 w[zllu your chiEd {^ In this pto9ram?C-eJ l

Retationship to Child
;.:

o^ren^/C'^1al^l^fl NBMN.' ___-^-'--.'.•--

tiome Addrass

r

5tate

...^--^-
Gell P'lione

e, reC^ueSt] C0^1
qame shoufd be re^eas^d if a parenUquardian, of a dhild aftending tt+e ce

Please ians. q Ye^ q No ^ HcNrw a^^infrsrmatior! for atier_ oric a q ^q ^
r1 you atl^wRred Yos, ptenaa kdiC" `"'fi
YYhKt carf ^u !* rsatilNd rrhils your child Is In thia pragramT

CorrtaGls: Pererits cannot taa ttstad as emer9ency Cottacts• L.kst ths name of at 4eas1 one '^enori who can be con A^e a!
Em*rgr>xY ktlr►ess tt Yo^ unnot bs rrachrd- Any t^rsoe► tishd shautd be able to ^rssist in C^i^ ^^ y^ ^^n^

ir, tho avent of an srnergancY or 1 ror the chfld tn c.ase tl' ►e Pa
one Pe^ ^s3ed must be wtlt+in orte txx,r of thr centerR^oma, abaa to taka r^^ ^Y

be corsta<.ted ana should be at least 18 years of dge.
Name

1Veme ts ^cd-^*1-^s State

C^ State c^

^`' l''^^"" ` " Telephar^e
NumtSer RelatiCnship to Child

tJumt^r Reletianship to Chli
fele h^r^

^^ ^ ^ ^,^^^s ,̂Mtere e^r+ergerKY t.^taci cen be niscried (^svoicsb+a)
pft^ar numtaers wt^eEB etner contacl can De reache^i i^ aOA^^)

1(^^ CJ- `^
htarne e of Physkrlan of Gi,n' osp+tal ^^6s1^

S6met Addres^^

[, !" I State TelePhom Numbef
c't"



childs Nartre ._. NFIDENTIAL

Allergies. SPecta ea or
onditions, and Food 5upplements

staR to

pe ^ meid'+cat on^the ^JFS p23
hild6 care

Fii[ in this sectlon accurately and cornplefely. Ptease not& ttsal if your
eaCreabme I^eateaor in yi

rtorn't Ghild sPeGific re°er such as: to monitor the cos^diGan• p
n^tl

ug^ ^ AdrninisUati(x+ of Medicaiion" must De comp^lad
uivalant farm anNor tt^e JFS 01217 'Req

"Medl[.aUPtiys+cal Care Plan' or eq
Aa home.

^ be kgpt on ftle at Itie canter or lype

your child haue any tnod, medication or en^rironmentat alirrgies? (CherJc
aJ) #haf aAPN)

Ication q
t^n+nronrr+ental Qlease fist and explain:

n YQS - check all that apply q Food q ^

ettors it a reaction oceurs, ora
p4e5 your ct^ilct's allergy/allergies require child care staff'.o mnc++tc"' c1'^ fo'r sy+s^ptoms. take
y;mergency medicatian to your child? (check one)

YeYes - a JFS 01236 "MedtcallPhysicai Care Plan" or equivalent forr>ti and if admin€stering medication, a
JFS 01217

'Request for Administration of Medication' must be comPleled•

Does your chiki have a special heaith or medicai coMilion? ( check cne)

d-N o
El Yes - please explain

Does the special healtt7 or medical condition require child care staff to pe+iorm a procedture, or perfotrr+ child specific care
such as: to monifor your child for symptams or adrninister rned+wtion dcmrx3 child care hour57 (check ane)

^- a JFS 41235 "MeciicallPhysical Care Plan" or equivalcnt forrn atnd if administering rnedicatian, a JFS 01217

"Reqtaest for Administration of Med+cation` must be comPtzted.
lemenl ormedicat focdd (such as elettrolyte soiution)? (chack one^

icalian, tood suppyour ct5ild currently using any medis

Yes - please explain

If yes. does this medication, food supplement, or medical food need to be administered at Ihe chifd care center^tYPe A

h^om e?
n No and kept on file for eactt medication.

0 Yes - a.fFS 01217 'Request for Administration of Medication" must be completed

food stippfement or medic.at Food.

- program does not administer any medications.
s y ild have any dielary restrictions, inctuding those for rnedical, religious or autturai reasons? {check one)

liDoes this dietary restric6cn recfuire a rnc^dified diet that eminates all fypes of fluid milk ar an entire food group?

s from the child's health care provider must be on the JFS 01217 "EZequest for Adrninistration o
f

,r] rlo
- +^ten inst^uctianYes

Medication."
[] NlA- child does not altend a full 9ime prograrn. 16;.

ra,ar;v,_a^^^a,mrr ir ... t ^••»•^ -

meatilto
Nole-4^^^ on fiie et the center ortyve A b

y
fwxne n on or before the es rs> m+ll d

>^a^^^^^^n(tlt5^1tRlBot^ ^fi. ThGs



conrt-roEnrriAL
List any ntstory uF I RMn--.., -_,

personnet In nn emergency situation.

List +rny addNianef iniormaFor' about yaur chiid that would be Uset^l f°r ata4f la know. such ss tears. abng or sie@ping habHs. or

r^^5- Pyis ^tormation stwutd r^t be rnedicat or health
related. as triat i++foFnfa^

s^^ be included on the prevlous page.

^ n"^to assist the stAtT or

D1M n ^^.o...-.__ ^No (ft no, fsfl out the

!y your child toilr:t traineti? (D Ye5 {it yes, skip to Emergenty 7ranspottai+on A ►^o^^iion section)

ording to the
^^ pWaye i^irate tf you want your chiid's dieper t^seCk^

a^

tbt#owing) A

Tr,e pnograrn's policY Is to check,dimpers every

centerllype A horn@'s Wicy or anottler
cttiiid's diaper every - hours.

^.,^ ^ ^{^g@ with the prCgfaffl'S sC#IadiJle I do not agr@e. please checlc rny
'^!

Gt►ra ftmobon to Tr#nspoR

M.

.' 't^...

,^iigrr

i^ to Transport

Center or TYps A Hurne Nh7e

has permissiors to secure ernergency uanbV-M uzu^.

my child in itte event of an illness or injury which

requires emef`gency treatment.. The emergency

transpotiation serviae wiA determine the tacility to which

rny child will be lransported.

Date ,

!1'S-1

^j^ ^ Ty{'e A t#r,e Name

d^ not have perrrsission to secure err>'ergency

tran$pOrtat}on for my child in the event of an illness or
injury which requires emergency treatment- I wish for the

followiny acbon to be taken:

Date

AcknavMled^ement ot Paliciez ^nd Procedures
proceduresli^a>tidbook. ^Yes No

I have review+ect and received a oc^py of the oente^s or tyP ^^home's ^^ eten

and signed by the parenfJ^dian, mu^ be re^t9e ^f̂or ^^Pl^ a^inistralor sh b ad ^
the

This forrn, aRer bein9 crxnF^^^ tt^ child ia allctxtu+9
administra#orldes+gnee pnor to the cfsild r^eiving ^re. After ^ ^^ made and at least annually. The parenfl

the paret`<ttguardion review and initial the iostn when any ciisrt^sl Pda t^ovy fa indicate wher+ the foam rvas

uardiafs^
^nd ^^inistralor or dcsi^gnee shall initial and daie tt

►e form kt t he ^ ^'

last r+etriew+ef4. t]nte
faerantlG 9P!^'@{s) ^-----

1-[-P--f2-
` 9- }] ^ ` ^ ^'^- J

` Inhxrtsttor> :
qw a^arenUguasdian. 7t+is ^ to ind icete ^ail.

, at ttiast snnuaily,^aRsri! t►".t>aer► ravtirwenotu d.#^ . s@ ^rnPlate a naw torrto.

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^Itlphd
en^. gnittc^r^ ars si4^d. Pie'e ^..-r

^te fsrrtb ar cher^ t^nve Cseen d.' Ef ^1 rha
has stsy*^ ryges .AdminlsifalorlD@s^lne® Initiaas

Date of Review

Perent/Gusr^iia^n Inibbls Date
oi Review

Date of Review Adm4nlstT^1Designee lnitiais Da1e of
Review

ParenUGuardisn Initials
AdminisuStcxEt3eg^nee indials Date of Review

ParentlGuardian i)itials ^ate af Reuiew

^. _ 7 1Q1 2-13-37. 7his

NOle FhtS is a P^aSCnbed
fomn whi[h muSi be u5sd bY centsrs arkd Hvet W ^'^ to rne^ 1^ ^^^a^t^, As^

rr.,++ m^t be on tAe at IrSe Center or tytfe A ►+nrn6 on or herare !ha c#N^id'S ^rst Asfr Cf



Ari Jurado

From: Ari Jurado

A 1

Sent: Thursday, November 15, 2012 8:24 AM

To: Hernandez, Kathrine

Subject: Re: today and tomorrow

Thank you for letting me see him, then if just for 15 mins.

When will you be able to send something in writing to daycare so that i can see him for a few minutes at least in the

future?

Ari

On Nov 15, 2012 7:17 AM, "Ari Jurado" <ari 'urado a ualineconsultin 7.com> wrote:

Hi Kathy,

As I mentioned yesterday, I was hoping to be able to Skype in the mornings since the window in the evenings is
rather small. Yesterday, the signal was so poor in the building at work, I am not sure if I was able to see him for more
than 5 minutes. Having a morning call will allow me to connect from a different location with better reception.

I also mentioned yesterday afternoon that I was going to try to fly into town to be able to see him this morning. You
said you were going to ask the daycare to see if it would be a problem if I stop by to see him (whether it is 15 mins or
1 hour max). Your idea of doing this tomorrow for his Dr. appointment is not a bad one, but I would have planned it
that way if I could. However, tomorrow we have milestones in the project that will not allow me to be gone for half
of the day. And based on the time of the dr. appointment and the flights available, I wouldnt be back until mid or late

afternoon.

Please now that I actually purchase my airline ticket last night less than 1 hour prior to the flight departure time (flight
left around 9:20p cst). Therefore, I really didn't have time to call you and confirm. By the time I landed, I tried
calling you and texting you but you were probably asleep (around 11:30p).

In short, I am here in Columbus now and will be leaving in about 3 hours from now. I will be headed to the daycare
now but will hopefully talk to you on the phone before. If you allow me, I can stop by your house and help you
getting him ready so that I can spend a few minutes of quality time as you had let me do one or two times before.

If I don't hear from you, or if I do but you ask me not to stop by, I will then by outside of the daycare.

I hope something this simple doesn't escalate and become a big problem. I didn't want this small opportunity I have
to see to go to waste. Please call me or reply

PS: about the dr. appointment tomorrow, is there a way that I can be on the phone during the dr. visit?

Thanks,

Ari

1
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Ar[ Jurado

From: brooksedgehilliard@yahoo.com

Sent: Friday, November 16, 2012 11:09 AM
To: aristidesjurado@accenture.com

Subject: Re: G. Jurado

Hi Ari. That is corrcct, we would need some kind of authorization from Kathy. We allow familymsmbers to visit
with either a phone call or a written note from the guardian, however, Kathy has informed us that she would write us a
note letting us know if anyone is able to visit There is no paperwork or forms to submit if you are
visiting. The only requirement is that you show your ID when you come in the door. If you have any more questions,
feel free to give us a call or e-mail.

Jessica

From: "aristides.iurado@accentt.tre.com" <aristides.iurado(cr7.accenture.com>
To: brooksedgehilliard@yahoo.com
Cc: ari 'urado ualineconsultin .com
Sent: Thursday, November 15, 2012 4:47 PM
Subject: Re: G. Jurado

Hi Jessica and Danielle,

A1

Thank you for answering my question earlier about the procedure Kathy and IJurado's parents) need to follow
in order to obtain authorization from his mom, who is currently the legal guardian by default, so that you can allow
me to see my son on-site.

To confirm your answer, all you require is for Kathy Hernandez to give you a call when she wants to allow me to see
my son.

Can you also confirm that there is no paperwork for me to fill out or forms to submit?

Thanks,

Ari Jurado
Father of Gabriel Jurado

This message is for the designated recipient only and may contain priviieged, proprietary, or otherwise private information. If you have received it in error, please notify the
sender immediately and delete the original. Any other use of the e-mai€ by you is proliibited

VVhere allowed by local law, electronic communications wi,h Accenture and its affiliates, including e-mail and instant messaging (including content), may be scanned by our
systems for the purposes of information security and assessment of internal compfiance with Accenture policy.

http: //www . accenturP.. C2m1
Here the daycare administrator, in writing, denied Mr.
Jurado access to the facility and to visit his son, in
violation of state law and licensing rules.

i
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Release of a Child: Staff will only release children to persons authorized by the parents. if someone other

than a parent is picking up your child, you must notify Brooksedge in advance either by phone or in writing.

We must know the name of the person picking up your child even if the person is listed as an emergency

contact. Additionally, they will need to provide a picture ID. The children's safety is our first priority!

Brooksedge staff will not release a child to anyone who appears to be under the influence of drugs and/or
alcohol. Emergency contacts will be called to transport the child home. Police will be notified if necessary.

Custody Agreements: If there are custody agreements involving your child, you must provide the center with

court ordered papers indicating who has permission to pick up the child. The center may not denya parent

access to their child without proper documentation.

Child Abuse Reporting: All staff members are mandated reporters of suspected child abuse. This is the law. If

our staff suspects that a child is being abused or neglected, they MUST make a report to the local child

services agency. The safety of the children is our first concern.

School Delays/Cancellations: Brooksedge will operate a full day program for school age childre whs^ool

is closed for vacations, delays or cancellations.

lnclement Weather: On rare occasions, it may be necessary to close the center due to poor weather

conditions. We will make every effort to open our doors at the normal time; however, we will close for a Level

2 (or higher) Snow Emergency. If circumstances should arise, piease watch for information on channels 4, 6,

10 and 28. Delay or closing information will also be available on radio stations Sunny 95, Oldies 107.9, Smooth

Jazz 104.3, WCOL 92.3 and 610 AM.

Withdraws: Parents who wish to withdraw their child(ren) may do so at any time. A one week notice in

writing is appreciated.

Parent/Employee Participation: Our center has an Open Door Policy. We invite you to drop in unannounced

at any time during our operating hours. Parents and employees alike are encouraged to participate in any of

the centers activities (music programs, field trips, parties). Rosters of parent names and phone numbers are

available upon request. If you do not want your information included in the parent roster, please notify the

administrator.

Concern/Complaint Procedure: If any parent or employee requires assistance during their time at the center,

they are required to follow the chain of command that is in place. First bring any concerns to the attention of

your child's teacher. If you are unable to resolve any issue or feel uncomfortable communicating with your

child's teacher, please bring your issue to the attention of the Assistant Director or Director. If you are still not

satisfied with the resolution or feel that the situation needs the attention of the licensing agency, please feel

free to contact the Department of Job and Family Services at 1-866-886-3537, option 4.

Celebrations: At Brooksedge we like to celebrate holidays and birthdays. When your child has a birthday,

please feel free to send a treat to help celebrate. If your family celebrates a special holiday that your child

would like to share with us, please let us know and we will be happy to incorporate it into our day.
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Transcript of meeting (excerpt) vuith Action for Children on 09/09/2013

Participants:
Ms. Natalie Wallace, Action for Children
Ms. Stephanie Simonson, Action for Children
Mr. Glenn Harris, Action for Children
Mr. Aristides (Ari) Jurado

Mr. Harris: Ladies come on in and have a seat. Al

Ms. Wallace: I'm Natalie

Mr. Harris: This is Natalie and this is Stephanie.

Ms. Simonson: Nice to meet you.

Mr. Harris: This is Mr. Ari. Mr. Ari I want to say that both Stephanie and Natalie have
limited amount of time, they have about 15 minutes with us.

Ari: Ok.

Mr. Harris: So if you have any precise, direct questions you want to ask them, please go
right ahead.

Ari: This is about, urri, the rules around.open door policy, fordaycare.parents. And, urn,
de.nying access to a parent.

Ms. Wallace: OK.

Ari: I haven't completely memorized them, but I have a good idea. Maybe I'm going to
give you a hypothetical scenario, ok: That one of the two parents is a custodial parent-
has full custody. The other parent is still a parent. There is no court order or paperwork,
no court order or paperwork. And it starts with both parents being in enrollment form
and both parents having access to the daycare facility. And one day the custodial parent,
just out of spite or whatever says Oh, / don't like you now... I'm going to remove your
access; I'm going to remove you as a parent from there. And then that happens. 2 weeks
later, Oh, I like you now, I'll add you now, and the daycare just--you know. So what... So
my question is the daycare just supposed to allow that parent to change that
information? To restrict, and basically to abuse that, or is there a specific rule that
prevents that from happening?

Ari: So for example here, my son gets enrolled on 9/24 and my name is there as his Dad;
and then on November something, 2 months later... To me this is equivalent to changing
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his last name without paperwork

Ms. Wallace: Is that white out? A new form? LA1_,
Ari: On 11/5

Mr. Harris: That's what 2 months apart?

Ari: Yes. I had been going there already; and their policy is not as cumbersome as the
actual rule, but their simple policy says, um, we will not deny access to a parent and the
definition of a parent is unless proper court documentation, is. That is the simple,

you know, daycare center policy.

Ms. Wallace: Have you asked to see the child's file?

Ari: Yes, this came from the child's, my son's (file).

Ms. Wallace: From them?

Ari: Yes, this came from them.

Mr. Harris: Have they actually physically denied you access to see the child? Other than
this (enrollment) paperwork. Have you gone to see your child and they literally denied

you?

Mr. Harris: (Reading printed email from daycare administrator)

Mr. Harris: So I guess, to his question is there is no court documentation showing you

can't come in.

Ms. Wallace: They can't do that

Ms. Simonson: Theycan't do that

Ari: I agree. I agree with you. When I finally found this on my own, that was almost 3

months later, I discuss with them and they were like: oh yes, you know, if your name is

in the birth certificate then we will let you in. And they had to, but 3 months later.

Mr. Harris: But for 3 months you were denied... Ari, it kind of sounds to me what you
are lnoking for is just validation that the course of action you are going... we would
agree with you. Yes, there is probably some... something going on.somewhere.as things

way they should. be.
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Ari Jurado

From: Ari Jurado

5ent: Friday; December 14, 2012 3:41 PM

To: LeeAnn Massucci

Cc: Eimear Bahnson; Amy Waring

Subject: G. Jurado: UPDATE

Fii LeeAnn,

JIMMIE

A2

Here are some updates that may be relevant andlor interest you. None of the events/outcomes below were a surprise
to me. If you are short in time, and want to read the main point, please go straight to part III paragraph B.

visit on 1

C.
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III, One immediate concern regarding that is now causin g me to lose
sleep (literally).

A. At times, it is hard to sit and wait for the legal system/usual process to take its course before so e of m2
concerns as a parent are addressed, especially when experience has shown you that time can be your worse
enemy: One recent and good example that takes me back to the pregnancy period earlier this year. As you
may have heard before, Kathy suffered from many health complications that changed her condition to "high-
risk pregnancy". During the entire 8-9 months, Kathy had to get daily injections with blood thinners, which in
turned added the risk of bleeding in case of an accident or other factors. That combined with placenta previa
and a chronic deficiency of iron in her system (which contributed to extreme low-count of red blood cells),
made our concerns much more real. Knowing that Kathy does not have healthy eating habits and that she
struggles to follow her poctor's prescribed regimen of iron supplements, I started voicing my concerns to
Kathy and her her regular OBGYN Doctor to the point that I actually brought up the option for an IV with Iron
and asked if it was appropriate in her case. They both downplayed the need for such intervention. However,
a few weeks before was born, her high-risk Doctor was alarmed with her low count of blood cells and
ORDERED Kathy to be admitted to the hospital. Because there was not much time left between then and the
scheduled date for delivery, her high-risk Doctor gave us 2 options: the IV with Iron, which is risky because of
known side effects and negative reactions; and a blood transfusion.

The end result was that Kathy and I were in the hospital for about 3 days, which became one of the most
terrifying experiences of my life. First, Kathy had a bad reaction to the Iron IV and had to be sedated for hours
because of muscle spasm all over her body and contractions started accelerating prematurely. The next day
when she was stabilized, a two bags of blood (transfusion) were given to Kathy. As you know, this a scary
and risky option because there is a risk of transmission of diseases (such as AIDS, Hepatitis, etc ) for
Kathy AND At the end, it all turned out OK fortunately.

My point here is the difficult position that I find myself at times when, as the father of I
know that he may be at risk, or that I KNOW we are not doing our best for his well being,
and there is little I can do -it is an awful feeling of helplessness. The previous anecdote
shows that sometimes sitting around and being patient can be harmful for all. To make
things worse, having doctors that are too lenient for whatever reason and the fact that Kathy
doesn't take well or accept any feedback that related to her habits, no matter how gentle
they are communicated make any type of intervention almost impossible.

B. Now I am very concerned with weiaht. At over5 months old, weiqht is between 11

is 16 pounds. This is just one of the many items on the list of challenges that I have had, but it has now
climbed to be one of the most important topics for me. Although Doctors may give more importance to the
rate of growth than to the actual weight, I know that we are not doing the best we can. For example, most
babies at his age are having more than breast milk. Some are starting to eat solids by now. Kathy has
mentioned that she mav start introducing other foods besides breast milk in the next 3 weeks (or close to the
6-month mark). I do not know the reason for her preference to only feed him breastmilk all this time, when it
was perfectly ok to start supplementing other foods after 3 months (possibly is a subconscious way of control -
since that dependency is her main reason for not leaving with me alone for more than 34 hours at a
time or not at all). And her eating habits and poor diet make things a lot worse.

I am almost certain that bring it up this topic will set us back. But I do not know what to
do. Imagine how I would feel if later on develops any type of health/development
issue because of his early nutrition? I will certainly blame myself for not doing more -for not
doing ALL I CAN.

IV. My availability in January.
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From: A i JuradQ
To: LeeAnn MgSUSl; Fimear Bahnson
Suhject: The time has come: GAL involvement
Date: Thursday, February 28, 2013 5:02:21 PM

LeeAnn and Eimear,

A3

Please read below regarding the GAL. She is bringing this up because I gave her a heads up a
few days ago that a GAL would be the next step if we don't resolve our disagreements regarding

:. ' Health concerns and care.

Can we start the process? What would be the next step?

Thanks,

Ari

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: "KJ Hernandez" <^.ixat^nn.^ma'il.con>
Date: Feb 28, 2013 3:44 PM ,µFtr
Subject: Re: Appointment for 3/4/2013
To: "Ari Jurado" < ) ^ >
Cc:

Ari,

We need to agree on what is being attempted here and what the real issue is as to why Dr.
Hestand would not be an appropriate second opinion. I won't cancel the Monday appointment
just yet, expecially since it might be necessary to follow up on his ear infection if he isn't feeling
better over the weekend. I can always cancel via a message over the weekend should it not be
needed.

I don't agree with your thought that Dr. Hestand will be bias simply because she is in the same
practice. She is a professional and I find it highly unlikely that she will feel pressure to side with
Dr. Muresan. This seems to be becoming a much bigger issue than just getting a second opinion
about where he falls on the growth charts. We clearly do not do see eye to eye on this and I don't
have confidence we will anytime soon.

It does, unfortunately, sound like Nve are going to need to ex. plore the need for a guardian. I can
reach out to my attorney this week to inquire about the process of starting to find and agree on
one for our case.

Kathy

On Thu, Feb 28, 2013 at 4:06 PM, Ari Jurado <^j^^c'adonu^quaiineconsulting.com> wrote:
Kathy,

I have cancelled the appointment for tomorrow at Nationwide Children's. I will be in search for
a pediatrician to get the second opinion and let me know if I come across several to help me
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decide, or otherwise.

Please cancel the other appointment you made for next week. Thanks,

A3
Ari

On Wed, Feb 27, 2013 at 1:39 AM, Ari Jurado <ariiurado ^Jaua1ineconsulting.com> wrote:
Kathy,

I agree with some of your points, except with your choice of Dr. Hestand at Professional
Pediatrics for evaluating I don't believe consulting with 2 different doctors that share
the same practice/clinic/office is conducive of producing independent opinions about a given
topic. In my experience, a doctor is less likely to contradict another doctor if they share the
same office, are partners to each other etc.

Please don't cancel the appointment you just made until I make some calls in the morning.

Thanks,

Ari

On Tue, Feb 26, 2013 at 3:53 PM, KJ Hernandez <,krjxat:nnamail.com> wrote:

Ari,

This email is a follow up to our conversation last night (2/25/2013) regarding the
appointment you made for on Friday, 3/1/2013, at Children's Close to Home in
Dublin with the reason of self-referral for Failure to Thrive. I called today and got
confirmation that the appointment was set up with Debra Fink, RD, LD. She is a registered
and licensed dietician and is not a pediatrician or a physician. She is what they referred to
as a Clinical Nutritionist Consultant. I tried to find a profile for her online and on
Nationwide Children's Hosptial website, but was not successful.

As I do not believe that seeing a nutritionist make sense to determine the weight and/or
growth concerns you have about until we have confirmation from a doctor that there
is a medical necessity and/or that they suggest seeing one for additional guidance on
nutrition for infants, I am suggesting we see Dr. Hestand at Professional Pediatrics on
Monday at 9:15 AM as a second opinion from Dr. Muresan, whom we have been seeing
since :- ' birth. We can get a weight check as well as legnth and head circumference
check on and see where he is now plotting on the growth charts for his current
age (which I confirmed they are using the WHO charts). We can also discuss with her
other concerns that one or both of us may have. We can discuss the growth charts as well
as specific plotting on the charts and what the indicators are for growth concerns.
Should she determine a referral is necessary or we believe we would like to obtain a
referral anyway, we can do so at that time.

Failing to thrive has not be medically diagnosed, therefore, I don't believe it makes sense to
see a nutritionist until such a formal determination has been made.
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Please confirim with me if you will be cancelling the appointment for Friday, 3/11213, and
agree to attending the one on Monday, 3/4/2013, so that we can finalize next steps.

Kathy

A3
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Ari Jurado

From: Blythe Bethel
Sent: Monday, April 29, 2013 11:58 AM

To: arijurado@qualineconsulting.com

Cc: Amy Waring; LeeAnn Massucci; Eimear Bahnson
A4Subject: Re: ,, G. Jurado: Health Care and Pediatrician

All: I just finished a telephone conference with Ari regarding primarily a couple of topics. First, with respect to
having a custody psvch evaluation done, .I believe that Ari i.s.. of the opinion that.one is necessary, and 1 have to
say that 1 do not disagree. If anything, I think that a custody psych evaluation will help us identify what issues
these folks need to work on possibly through parenting counseling and even if, given their personalities, they
can resolve these issues. LeeAnn, if you or Eimear want to send an email to Ron regarding this, then I will
chime in and say that we need to do this.

Ari and I also discussed getting a iiew pediatrician itlvolved. I know that.Ari wanted this to come from me,.but
I told him that I do not kvant to appear aligned witti either party. The fact that Ari has a concern about the
current pediatrician, and has obtained an informal second opinion that there may be some question as to the
chiid`s health care up to this point in time, would give him a colorable claim for bringing such a Motion. I
believe that any such Motion to change the pediatrician needs to come from Ari.

Blythe

From: "ari,_,jurado@qualineconsulting.com" <ari_,jurado@quaiineconsulting.com>
To: Blythe Bethel <blythebethel@yahoo.com>
Cc: Amy Waring <ALW@mkfamilylaw.com>; LeeAnn Massucci <LMM@mkfamilylaw.corn>; Eimear Bahnson
<emb@mkfamilylaw.com>
Sent: Thursday, Aprii 25, 2013 2:01 PM
Subiect: G. Jurado Health Care and Pediatrician

Ms. Bethel,

I had a follow up consult this morning with Dr. Jennifer Mastruserio about my concerns with :y = medical
care. She is going to call you to talk to you directly, most likely tomorrovir.. If you would like to initiate the call,
her office's number is (614) 326-1600.

In summary, this is Dr. Mastruserio's take on condition and medical care:

1. will benefit from the care of a new Pediatrician. She believes a new, fresh face that is more
obiective will help the situation overall. It is her opinion that neither Dr. Muresan nor herself are
unbiased enough to care for objectively as his pediatrician.

When I explained that Dr. Muresan has known Kathy for over 17 years, she
immediately said `that exp[ains the reason for his comments when he called me earlier
this morning" She said the i,]r: Muresan called her ` unsolicited to "exlain to her the

into specifics.:; .Dr:
Mr. Jurado" ^
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2. It is a bit concernin that .: has only ain 1 ounce in the last month.

3. She cannot say that ;::^`;y ;.: is or has been doin HIS BEST.

AM!lF

A4

4. During the first 6 months, there was something wron or missin . Her best guess is that was
not getting enough breast milk.

When I asked if it is possible that this is still the case (not getting enough breast milk),
she said it is possible but different things will need to be tried before knowing with
certainty. I explained to her that most of the time, cries when he is done with a
bottle of breast milk (because he is still hungry).

5. She ri►iill ive us a referral to a secialist in this area of research (pediatrician MD s ecializin in
nutrition and rowth.

6. With the limited information she has, it is difficult to say : is not being cared adequately by his
pediatrician. It could boil down to her opinion vs Dr. Muresan's opinion.

When I asked if there were a anel of 5 pediatricians reviewin tnis
consei^sus?The answer was: The consensus would be that some
missing during the first 6 months (or more should have been done).

ie the
wrong or

Another piece of information to share: During the last visit with Dr. Muresan, Kathy stood firmly that she does
not consent to the voice recording of the session (and that she wouldn't allow it).

Ms. Bethel, I know that I do not need to remind you that my concerns are not about Dr. Muresan specifically,
nor about Kathy vs Ari. This topic is simply about well being and hopefully it can be handled without
pointing fingers (which may be the perception from Kathy). Due to the nature of this challenge, I will leave it all
in your hands and trust that you will use the full scope of your authority to address these concerns. I only hope
that we don't have to wait until the next hearing in July in order to make any changes that you consider
necessary.

Please let me know what the next steps would be after communicating with Dr. Mastruserio.

I(ook forward to hearing from you. Thank you.

Ari

Ari Jurado
Principal HCM Consultant, Qualine Consulting
(305) 799-2212
ari iuradoCa7aualineconsulting.cam

Jurado's profile on Linkedln" src="cid:l .32094459I4na web165005.inail.bfl. ahoo.com" wid#h-160

hei ĥ t^25^
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From: Blythe Bethel [mailto:blythebethel@yahoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 23, 2013 7:11 AM
To: ari jurado(a)qualineconsulting com
Subject: Re G. 7urado: needs your intervention

A4
Well, if she will not, I am sure that LeeAnn can help you find a physician who will serve in that
capacity. blythe

From: "ari jurado@pualineconsulting,com" <ari iurado@gualineconsultina.com>
To: Blythe Bethel <blvthebethel(a)yahoo.com>
Cc: LeeAnn Massucci <LMM af'7.mkfamilvlaw.com>; "Eimear Bahnson @ M&K" <emb(a3mkfamilylaw.com>
Sent: Tuesday, April 23, 2013 6:30 AM
Subject: RE G. Jurado: needs your intervention

Yes, that makes sense. I will pray that she would be willing to for sake.

Ari Jurado
Principal HCM Consultant, Qualine Consulting
(305) 799-2212
ari jurado@aualineconsulting.com

Jurado's profile on Linkedlti" srcmm"cid:2.3209445914 a web165005.mail.bf1. ahoo.com" width=160
hei }h

From: Blythe Bethel [mailto:b[vthebethel@vahoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 23, 2013 5:36 AM
To: ari jurado@qualineconsulting.com
Cc: LeeAnn Massucci; Eimear Bahnson @ M&K
Subject: Re = G. 7urado: - needs your intervention

Ari, I think that it is important for you to ask Dr. Mastruserio if he wants to actually be a potential witness iri
this case. You may find that the doctor does not want to play that role. Blythe

Sent from my iPad

On Apr 22, 2013, at 9:49 PM, arijuradoW,gualineconsuJtin r.com wrote:

Ms. Bethel,

I will follow your recommendation. In fact, I believe that for the most part I have already accomplished
that with Dr. Mastruserio. What I will be doing next is setting up a follow up appointment to share the

^7:, being appropriately cared for bylatest information regarding and explicitly ask the question 1s
his current pediatrician?"

Thank you for your quick response turnaround and I will keep you posted.

Ari

Ari Jurado
Principal HCM Consultant, Qualine Consulting
(305) 799-2212
ari 'urado@gualineconsulting.com

<icna;e007.gif^-
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From: Blythe Bethel [mailt:o:blvthebetheWvahoo.com7
Sent: Monday, April 22, 2013 11:57 AM
To: ari juradoigaualineconsulting.com
Cc: Imm@mkfamilylaw.com
Subject Re G. Jurado: needs your intervention

A4

Ari: Thank you for your email. Here is what I think. Obviously, I am certainly not qualified to
determine if the current pediatrician is doing an adequate job, and addressing your concern.s
about ._ health. I do think that if you are still concerned (which you clearly are) you should
go to the current pediatrician's office and obtain a copy of complete healthcare file. You
should then take the file to another pediatrician, which doctor will in essence be an expert
witness, and have that doctor assess whether or not is being appropriately cared for by Dr.
Muresan.

Blythe

From: "ari jurado .aualineconsulting.com" <ari 'urado ualineconsultin .com>
To: Blythe Bethel <bl thebethel ahoo.com>
Sent: Monday, April 22, 2013 11:22 AM
Subject G. Jurado needs your intervention

Hi Ms. Bethel,

It is unfortunate that you missed our hearing last Wednesday, but I understand completely that this is how
the system works. By now, you may have heard plenty about the issues with the amount of
communication between Kathy and I during my time with

So, I will leave the topic of parenting visitations alone for now and would like to bring up (again) an even
more important topic: health care. Specifically, yneeds a new uediatrician_. Although i have
known this for a while, there is nothing I have been able to do so far.

This is a conversation I would rather have with you in person, but with your busy schedule and my intense
travel schedule for the next 3 weeks, I don't want to keep postponing this topic anymore. For this
purpose, I will be frank and 100% transparent with you here.

I have always had the best of intentions and planned for many years for the day I would become a parent,
because I would always want to give the best to my child. But even as we were expecting for those
9 months, I knew I had already failed him in so many ways starting with the fact that he was coming to
this world as part of a broken home and with dysfunctional parents. The next blow came when I was in a
desperate position in my career that I was forced to accept a job far away from home and only 3
weeks before his birth. Still these proved to be small challenges compared to what was to come next: a)
Getting stripped from my parental rights and unrestricted access to my son overnight b) Mv inability to
be there for Y: ", ; when he needed me the most in re ards to his health and safe .

Yes, there were a few incidents that raised safety concerns, but they are now in the past and don't
believe it is necessary to dwell on those. However, the concerns I have had regarding his health during
his first 6 months of life still need to be address to avoid any repeats. I believe you already have a copy
of the printed paper regarding weight and growth chart I gave LeeAnn during the court hearing;,F
(included below). Dr. Mastruserio (2 ° opinion pediatrician) alreadyconfirmed my fears, and what was
obvious to anyone close enough to see ^ size and weight: There was something wron with his
weight and growth during the first 6onths of life. Although Dr. Mastruserio didn't believe there was
anything to be concerned in the present (as of March 2013) only prior to February, new developments
with health since then could easily change that opinlon. f' ur; persistent cold andlor viral-infection
symptoms (numerous visits to the Dr. and ultimately the ER) as well as a droin wei ht as of this past
Friday 4119 (9 Oz lost).

I can't deny that Dr. Mark Muresan, current pediatrician, is a nice guy. But being a nice guy is
simply not enough and I cannot trust a doctor that did not raised concerns or attem pted to do more when

4
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was continuously losing weight, in a way that most other pediatricians, like Dr. Mastruserio, wouldn't
have hesitated to look further into the problem.

although a iittle person, was sending us many signals that he needed our help -my help, and I let
him down by failing to help him. Seeing him crying of pain in his belly, day and night even while
breastfeeding; seeing him not able to have a restful sleep at night; not having bowel movements for 3-4
days are just some of the cues that we noticed. Starting in January, he started to get better for sure. We
were fortunate that baby food helped offset whatever he was missing before. In short, we were simply
lucky -he got better even though no one intervened.

Still in the present, there are some cues that are still visible: He cries after finishin a bottle of expressed
milk, because he is still hungry; his continuous cough, and stuffy nose that have persisted for 4+ months;
and now his wei ht loss of 9 OZ. more than'/2 ound .

What type of father I am if I can't help my son?? Up until today, I have not being able to have any
saying on his heatth care or his dietlnutrition. I want my son to be doing his best, not just "OK".

Please tell me what you need me to do: Should I look for an expert witness? This is so important that if I
need to make sacrifices and give up some of my time with him in return for peace of mind that he will be
seeing by a different doctor, so be it.

Ms. Bethel, you are my only hope right now.

Sincerely,

Ari Jurado
dad.

Ari Jurado
Exelon HR Merger Preject - Accenture
Mobile: (305) 799-2212
Aristides.Jurado t=xeloncor .com
Aristiqes.Jurado@Accenture.com
ari jurado@ciualineconsulting.com

A4
<irnageOO l .gif5
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From: Biylbf Dahel
To: ari iurado(u)oualineconsulting.corn
Cc: LeeAnn Massucci; '^r ear Bahnson ^^
Subject: Re: 3urado-Licona: 5/22 Meeting Notes
Date: Tuesday, May 28, 2013 7,31:21 AM

Ari, yes I believe that this email accurately summarizes our recent
meetincl. ]ust to let yo.u knpvy, i, havR
' e e regarding the fact that you have scheduled
medical appointments for In the future, I believe that you should
notify Kathy of these appointments, and because Kathy does not have as
flexible a work schedule as you, i think that you need to try and
accommodate her work schedule when making these appointments.
Ari, I have to tell you that I hope that these appointments are medically
necessary. I am getting somewhat concerned about what we are putting

through of these appointments are not required.

I want both you and Kathy to sign releases so I may contact these
doctors so I may ask them questions. Please provide to me their names,
contact info, and dates of appointments. You should also advise them
that i will be contacting their office about this.

Blythe

From: "ari-,iurado@qualineconsulting.com" <ariJurado@qualineconsulting.com>
To: Blythe Bethel <blythebethel@yahoo.com>
Cc: LeeAnn Massucci <LMM@mkfamilyfaw.com>; Eimear Bahnson <emb@mkfamilylaw.com>
Sent: Tuesday, May 28, 2013 12:41 AM
Subject: Jurado-Licona: 5/22 Meeting Notes

Dear ^

I tried to send this email last Friday, but did not get a chance until now. Regarding my
comment that we are on the same page on all the topics: MY BAD; that was an
incomplete sentence so please don't be perplexed. O Here is my revised statement:

1 am glad that we are on the same page regarding all the topics that I went
to talk to vou about.

As you may remember, I brought a list with me of topics I wanted to cover, and those
topics were the reason I requested the meeting. Certainly, my latest decision to not accept
any settlement offers at this point was n oS on my list, neither was the topic of daycare and
your resolve of having strict times for `"' I made it a point not to try to rehash those
issues that has been already discussed too many times even if I still don't agree. I knew
that it would not be the best use of the time we had for the meeting.

Also, I took notes throughout the meeting as you may recall. I am sending you a recap of
what was discussed/covered based on my notes. Please feel free to correct me if I got
anything wrong/misinterpreted, incomplete or missing. Keep in mind that I paraphrase
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throughout the notes.

Because there is a good amount of information here, please feel free to aw to the end

and just review the ACTION ITEMS if you are limited with time and cannot read all the
information at once on your first pass. Also please be aware that one of the pieces of
information you provided that I found more useful is your explanation under point (g)

below.

Best regards,

ri

1. Topics/Questions in my fist that were discussed:

A5

1 . : You are recommending Jeff because he is
one of the best and appropriate for this case and that you STRONGLY feel like a
Psych evaluation now is a must (just like before). You explained the purpose and
process of the psych evaluation and then addressed my original question: After
the psych evaluation is done, what would you envision would be the next
step? You answered: The next step is for the GAL to review the 40-50 page report
and "re-adjust" any previous recommendation for the visitation schedule if it merits
it. The final report will also help the court decide on the CUSTODY portion of the

case.

You also shared that, sometimes, the psych evaluation helps resolves the

case (to which I may be open to the possibility of re-negotiations after the

psych eval. report is issued and before trial).

2.
: Your position still has not changed, and

you cannot force your recommendation, but you will provide such to the court at the

next hearing.
3. . . . ^ I first clarified that 1

have heard you loud and clear that I should simply IGNORE Kathy. But I
explained how sometimes that is not enough -during exchanges for example. I
also recounted my last experience at pediatrician when Kathy was
harassing me while insisting to talk about the case. Kathy even walked next to my
car in the parking lot knocking on my side window as I was pulling back (and the
result of such a distraction when we thought that had swallowed the band aid
on his finger). You suggested: "Let's do all the exchanges at school". I explained
that it may be possible once the 50/50 schedule, but right now there is after-
hours/weekend exchanges and the last one did not go too well. Lasked if we

It appears like you had not

thoughit about using those facilities in cases like this one (when there is no
imminent danger), and that your '

I explained that this is only a temporary measure
and that once we attend parenting counseling and the psych evaluation is
completed, we can always attempt to use more civilized exchanges and open more
communication venues, but that we should not force interaction between Kathy and
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I because it defeats the purpose of the parenting counseling and more interaction
would create more drama. You said you would consider it and will provide an

answer at a later time (paraphrasing).

4 bedtime schedule. As I had
mentioned during the first meeting/interview, there has been 3 or more times that

is on the road past his bedtime (9pm even 10pm), and the fact that being
outspoken and strongly against it with Kathy was one of the triggers that got Kathy
caliing the cops to my place and filing her Child custody request to the courts. I
asked you to please support me in enforcing a strict schedule for at nights in

the same way you have been voicing your recommendations for strict schedules
during the day. I understood that you agreed with me that it was not appropriate to
take out that late at night in the examples I gave you. But, I am not certain
that 1 got a final answer from you on this request to help me enforce it.

I[. Other topics/items mentioned or discussed: A5

a) You inquired about my work situation and my long term plans in Columbus.

b) The latest phone call from Kathy with more drama: You were explaining
how Kathy calls you crying whenever she is upset about developments in the
case or when she hears from me/my attorneys. Her last call this same day of
our meeting, you clarified to her that full custody doesn't mean the 50/50
schedule is off the table. You made emphasis to her (and to me during the
meeting) that the soap opera needs to end. Also Kathy discussed her fears
from day one that I would take away, and I reminded you that she has
childhood issues related to her father because he was never around and until
this day, she doesn't want to talk to him, even when he has tried to reach out to
her in recent years.

c) You were also curious about Kathy's history of stalking or "intensely
pursuing" between 2010 and now; and how we went back together even after I
broke up with her.

d) Your suspicions that we may be dealing with a super mom syndrome
(paraphrasing). Whatever the problem is, you feel comfortable that it will come
out on Jeffs evaluation.

e) You also mentioned how mediocre attorneys may make things worse by not
giving their clients the right advice or by not. doing a reality check (paraphrasing;

1 c#on't need to specify who you were. referring to).

f) You shared your awareness that Kathy's initial position that, as the
unmarried birth mother of she is entitled to anything and everything (and
that she may still continue with that belief). And that you are under the
impression that someone is telling Kathy to not listen to your
recommendation(s).

g) : You brought up this
topic as one that you and LeeAnn don't see eye-to-eye. Because right now
Kathy and I are not getting along, you believe that the best is to keep the
drop-off/pick-up schedule to school/daycare SIMPLE, same time all the
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time -in order to avoid MORE DRAMA. My interpretation: You do not

disagree that spending time with Dad is better for him than spending

time in daycare. But right now eliminating the drama trumps this...
including those cases when :._ is sick and should be staying home with mom
-but instead he is left at daycare even when Kathy can stay home for the day,
as I mentioned it happened recently. (1 hope that this is only a temporary

measure) A5

change
h) Dr. RoaThis is a pediatrician you would recommend if we were to

his current pediatrician.

i) I brought up my Servation of how Katby is abletomat]ipdlate so many
people, including pediatrician and the caretakers at daycare. I also
gave you a few examples of why I would like to ask for a different daycare for

I also asked you to piease not to divulge information about this just yet,
because if the daycare empioyees find out this early, the atmosphere will even
get more hostile or at least difficult, considering that it already is for me to some
degree -you said OK.

j) Sheet: You brought this up and asked why something so
simple have to be a problem. Then I responded that it has to be put into
context: In the past, I PROVIDED that information to her but she would turn it
around and use it as an excuse to question me further and start a debate. I
reminded you that she simply doesn't listen to you because she thinks there are
no consequences (and there has not been any for her so far). You reminded
me that you cannot force Kathy or Me to do anything but that the consequences
of ignoring you would show in your recommendation at the end. In short, my
point was that I didn't have anything against providing the information for the
exchanges, but was afraid of the ramifications. You understood but stili wanted
the forms used. This point got closure with AN AGREEMENT (that 1 will

continue following your recommendations as always).

k) trial: You made a comment regarding some parents that
are willing to continue the struggie and litigation process as opposed to just try
to focus on parenting. Because I was not sure if you were referring to me,
Kathy or both, I asked you to please do not forget my fears and my reason
for the decision (that the problems we have been having will continue to

escalate even after the case is closed): Kathy has shown deep rooted
issues since I met her in 2010. I gave you just one example of
harassmentlstalking and said that there are many, many more examples that I
can provide and that I am extremely concerned with her potential to escalate
this behavior when I decide to get into a serious relationship and what could be
the implications for (as in - he will be used as a tool for her to get to me).

III. ACTION ITEMS:

1. Get the Psych evaiuation started.

2. Decision on June 3rd meeting: If it takes place, you may try to get the
temporary orders changed by persuading Kathy (to 50/50 visitation schedule).
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3. Decision on using Supervised Exchange Centers. (such as "Welcome to Our
Place" or Buckeye Ranch - East Columbus location). Please see point #3
above. Also 2 emails have been includedlattached from representatives of
these two facilities.

4. Your support/answer on helping me enforce consistent bedtime schedules
for

---------- Forwarded message ---------- A5
From: Blythe Bethel < >
Date: Thu, May 23, 2013 at 7:02 AM
Subject: Re: Jurado / Hemandez: JUNE 3rd Meeting
To: "ari <r " <ari >
Cc: "1t3^it^^^mkfan^ilvlaw.com" <I=n.rnamil layVr.^.. ô.̂_>, "^^mkfamilvlaw.com"

<cmb >

Ari, that is fine. I have marked my calendar for June 3rd for the call if the meeting is
cancelled.

I do have to say however that you comment that we are on the same page on all topics has me
a bit perplexed. I ceratinly hope that you do not think that I have already made up my mind
regarding custody in this case, because I have not. I do believe that this should be an equal
time schedule, with strict times implemented, but I certainly am no where close to a custody
recommendation. I want the psych evaluations done and I have other work to do.

blythe

From: "arijurado aualineconsultina,c_o_m" <ariju^dQQaualineconsulting,rQm>
To: Blythe Bethel <blvthebethelQ)vah_oo,com>; LeeAnn Massucci
<I_MMQmkfamilylaw.com>
Cc: Amy Waring <ALW mkfarnilvlaw.com>; Eimear Bahnson
<emb&mkfamilylaw.com>
Sent: Wednesday, May 22, 2013 6:01 PM
Subject: RE: Jurado / Hernandez: JUNE 3rd Meeting

Blythe,

Thank you again for giving me an hour of your time. As always, I found it helpful to speak with you,
especially in person. I am glad that we are on the same page on all topics.

Regarding the June 3rd time slot, LeeAnn will let you know the answer. In the meantime, I would like
to request that in the case it gets cancelled, if you can let me take the first 30 minutes of that slot for a
phone touch-base. If we end up keeping that date as originally intended, I will work with your
assistance to choose another date for a 30 minutes touch base.

If you agree, I would like to take the approach to speak with you on a regular basis (once or twice a
month) via phone or in person in order to update you directly on any progress or issues. This
sometimes may be better than just communicating via email as we have been doing almost exclusively,

except for the 15t interview and one phone call we had.
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Sincerely,

Ari L A5
Ari Jurado
Principal HCM Consultant, Qualine Consulting
(305) 799-2212
i'

0 Jurado ' s 17

src=%id: 1.35281 5 5 f width=160 _ >

From: Blythe Bethel [mailto:blvthebethel(a)yahoo.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 22, 2013 1:51 PM
To: LeeAnn Massucci; Ronald R. Petroff, Esq.; brnCa^petrofflaw4f6ce5aGQm
Cc: Amy Waring; Eimear Bahnson; ari jurado@oualineconsultina,cosn; KHernandezCa}expres_s,_corn
Subject: Re: Jurado / Hernandez

Counsel: I think that we should first check with the court to make sure that the court will
actually give us a hearing that date. Also, can I clear off my calendar June 3rd?

From: LeeAnn Massucci <Lp/,l,,,Nl anmkfamiIylaw.com>
To: Blythe Bethel <blvthebethelra7vahoo.com>; "Ronafd R. Petroff, Esq." <rrpQnetrofflawoffices.cotn>;

brn etrafFlawofFices.com
Cc: Amy Waring < >; Eimear Bahnson <eI]1QmkfamilyJaw_oom>;

ariJuradoCc^aualineconsultina.com; LeeAnn Massucci < >
Sent: Wednesday, May 22, 2013 1:31 PM
Subject: RE: Jurado / Hernandez

Blytbe-
Mr. Jurado has alzvays been extrenl f reluctant to settle this case under the

circumstance in which he has had to endure over the_past 8 months.

He stron,gyl believes that deczsian making (Particularly zvitb re, pect to health

care, daycare, etc) are going to continue to be extraordinarily difficult to

manage in a shared custody situation and he believes that ibe decisions made

to date by Kathy have not been in best interest.
Sn, yes, he believes it is in best interest that he have decision making

(cztstody).
Unfortunately, he believes that his opinions / suggestions as father

have not been met Zvith any measLtre of cooperation alrd he is concerned that

zvithout a full custody that will continue for the re.st of life.

He also believes the _psychological evaluations are necessary.
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That being said, Ron indicated that i f,4 ^z did not agree to Kathy's proposal

she was pursuing, full custody so it looks as though both parents have the

same position on this.

Absent ala agreementfor a 50-50 parenting time schedule, zve zvillprepare

to try the issue on July 3rd as I do not believe affidavits will.suffilce.

7'liankyou.

LeeAnn M. Massucci
Massucci & Kline LLC
250 Civic Center Drive
Suite 630
Columbus, OH 43215
Phone: 611Jd4-U77
Fax: h 14. 484._OL$L
}^n•/lwww_mkfarrt ilvlaw.co^llL

EA5i

FROM THE LAW OFFICE OF MASSUCCI I KLINE LLC
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail message is intended only for the person or entity to
which it is addressed and may contain confidential andlor privileged material. Any unauthorized
review, use, disclosure or distribution is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please
contact the sender by reply e-mail and destroy all copies of the original message. if you are the
intended recipient but do not wish to receive communications through this medium, please so
advise the sender immediately.

From: Blythe Bethel [maiEto: ^
Sent: Wednesday, May 22, 2013 1:20 PM
To: LeeAnn Massucci; Ronald R. PetroFf, Esq.; hrn(&petrofflawoffice
Cc: Amy Waring; Eimear Bahnson; ari ; KHPrnandezCa)exnre S,cQm

Subject: Re: Jurado / Hernandez

All, I am not sure if this sudden change of position is a strategy to try to get the equal time
schedule enforced immediately or if Mr. Jurado really thinks that sole custody is truly in this
child's best interests, but I am sorry that this case has taken this turn. In any event, I want
Jeff Smalldon to do the custody psych evaluation. I am not going to opine as to the
allocation of the forensic fees, and will let LeeAnn and ron fight that issue.

As far as the current schedule and switching to 50150, 1 believe that everyone knows my
position, and if an agreement cannot be reached, then the Court will have to determine if it is
going to hear this matter in July. If it was up to me, I would want it tried instead of
submitting self-serving affidavits. So, I think that we as counsel have to approach the Court
and see how the Court wants to handle this.

I would also assume that this change in Mr. Jurado's position means we are not meeting on
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June 3rd. Please let me know, so I can open up that date for other cases.

Blythe A5 j
From: LeeAnn Massucci < LMMQmkfa,mj1yl >
To: "Ronald R. Petroff, Esq." <rrpPnetrofflawoffices.corn>; Blythe Bethel < >;

Cc: Amy Waring < >; Eimear Bahnson <emb kfamilylat!(r .co.tt1.>;

arjJ Urarinnqa,alineconsultinq.=; LeeAnn Massucci < >

Sent: Wednesday, May 22, 2013 10:36 AM
Subject: Jurado / Hernandez

Counsel-
Mr. Jurado has spent that past week seriously considering the proposal for settlement and we
have had numerous discussions regarding the same.

Mr. Jurado has decided to move forward with litigation in this matter and pursue full custody
of That being said, we believe the psychological evaluation is necessary and I would
suggest we put on an Agreed Entry stipulating to whomever Blythe wishes to appoint.
We believe the allocation of costs should be 50-50.

It goes without saying that Mr. Jurado strongly believes an equal parenting schedule is
appropriate at this time, regardless of the status of litigation. It is our hope that the GAL
continues to pursue an equal schedule for ::4='as she has stated numerous times she
believes that is in his best interest.
That being said, if we cannot garner an agreement to amend the current temporary order, we
intend to pursue that at a full hearing on July 8th.

Please respond and let me know if you would like us to prepare the AGreed Entry for the
psychological custody examination. Obviously, the sooner that begins the better.

Thank you in advance for your cooperation.
Regards-

LeeAnn M. Massucci
Massucci & Kline LLC

Sent from my iPad
Please disregard any typos (or autocorrects) unless they make you laugh :-)

On May 14, 2013, at 1:45 PM, "LeeAnn Massucci" < l<farnilylaw.com> wrote:
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From: l^nandez^KaChi

To; ari juradnConualineconsultinu.com
a netrofi^lawoffices.com; oCc: hlvPhPhPthel(alvahoo.cam; ^petrofflawnfaces.com

Subject: RE: Daycare facilities

pate: Tuesday, December 31, 2013 4:38:47 PM

[f you have suggestions you can certainly provide them. It is not my understanding that there are any deliverables for.coitrt.

Kathy Hernandez
Manager, Associate Services
614-474-4991

From: Ari Jurado [arijurado@qualineconsulting.com]
Sent: Sunday, December 29, 2013 1:13 PM Ms. HOrnandez lgC1o1'OS Judge
To: Kathy Hernandez @ home; Hernandez, Kathy Jamis0n's order from Dec 20, 2013

Subject: Daycare facilities

Hi Kathy,

I am going to attempt to do what I did last time: Try to work with you on the selection process of a new daycare, because we have to bring

proposal on the next hearing per Judge Jamison instructions.

Do you think we should try to narrow down the geographical areas that we will be doing our search? Just in case we happen to agree on

the area, the job may get easier as we narrow down our options.

Please let me know your thoughts. Thanks,

Ari

From: ari__jurado@qualineconsulting.com<
[mailtom ri 1 rirado^Zqualinecon5111 {irig. c41]< >j

Sent: Monday, October 14, 2013 1:12 PM

To: Kathy Hernandez @ home; Hernandez, Kathrine @ Express
Subject: RE: Daycare facilities

Kathy,

I sent you an email last Friday and was hoping we could try to figure out the next daycare facility for on our own-the keyword here
is "Try". I read your proposal from yesterday, and you may or may not have read my proposal that my attorney sent this morning.

In my proposal, I include specific comments about advantages/disadvantages of using Hilliard as a general Iocation. I have a lot of other
information there. Please let me know your thoughts. Because we both have already seen/evaluated Goddard locations, I don't think it is
necessary for you to see the location I proposed, and vice versa. But I would encourage you to go pay a visit to the BrightHorizon facility

in my proposal.

Again, please let me know your thoughts.

Ari

Ari Jurado
Mobile: (305) 799-22] 2
arijuradona,qualineconsulting.com< ailto:aEL ^ >

[cid:image001.gif@1CF0497.C07AF4901< •/ ^ L)>

From: Ari Jurado [mailto:ari <
Sent: Friday, October 11, 2013 2:04 PM
To: Kathy Hernandez @ home; Hernandez, Kathrine @ Express

ExhibitK3 44 The State ex rel., Juraclo v. ODC, FCCPCJB



Subject: Daycare facilities

Please let me know if you have any daycare facilities in mind.

Ari

Notice of Confidentiality: The confidential information in this email may be legally privileged and prohibited from disclosure under
applicable law or contractual agreement. This information is intended solely for the use of the individual or entity named above.
Disclosure, copying, distribution, or taking any action in reliance on the contents of this email by any other party is prohibited. If you

have received this email transmission in error, please delete this e-mail and all copies.

A6
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From:

To:

Cc:

Subject:

Date:

Hernandez.Kathv

Ari ]urado

Blvthe BetheL' Lrika Smitherman; I r

Re: Hernandez-Iurado: s Daycare

Monday, January 13, 2df4 ti 12:35 PM A6
will be attending the daycare that has been recommended he remain at until further of the court, so he will

be in Hilliard tomorrow as is the norm. And let us be clear that the judge never issued and handed down anyf
sort of opinion as you have stated in your email from last Friday that indicates placement in the Hilliard
Goddard School was not in his best interest.

It is also not reasonable for you to assume i am responsible for all January fees or even the total cost of the
Hilliard daycare as far as I am concerned.

Based on my inquiry of account you have not even paid December fees, which were due in November.
Additionally, I am unsure whether you have even paid the fees that were due to Brooksedge for services that
were rendered before his departure, which I believe was at least $400.

It is important to note that January fees for daycare were due on 12/25/2013. You had a responsibility to
pay January dues weeks ago, so to put the total cost on me without providing any notice of reducing his
attendance is quite an issue from my perspective. I will have to leave that issue for the courts to hash out among

the rest that exist. b i •n fihe

Sent from my iPhone

Here Ms. r1e1nandez Es sa ® ag g
child's attendance to Mr. Jurado`s
daycare and ignores/denies Judge
Jamisen 's opinion.

On Jan 13, 2014, at 11:56 AM, "Ari Jurado" <ari^ ^^:adc^naualineconsulting_.c^n> wrote:

Kathy,

Could you please confirm will "; rr

1llPSterville?

I would like to let both daycare administrators know what is going on, but I am unable to if I don't hear

from you.

Thanks,

Ari

From: Ari ]urado [mailto: 1
Sent: Friday, January 10, 2014 6:15 PM
To: Hernandez, Kathrine @ Express
Cc: Keith Golden; Blythe Bethel
Subject: Hernandez-Jurado: Daycare

Kathy,

As of today, has been officially enrolled in the Goddard School - Westerville Location. My intention

is to use this facility on my days. This is in response and following the lead of Judge Jamison who already

shared her opinion that this IS Shared Parenting and that it is not in best interest to be enrolled in
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the Goddard school in Hilliard.

I know how you and the GAL feels but trying to rehash the issue of out-of-home care is wasting precious

dollars. And the Judge's opinion trumps everyone else.

I know two daycare facilities is not ideal for and I am still open to getting a complete new facility

somewhere in the middle if you want to consider the option. It is not too late.

Please note that while he attends the two facilities, I will drop him off at the Hilliard location at the end of

my parenting time during the week, and hope that you would do the same: Drop him off at the

Westerville location in the mornings at the end of your parenting time. If you have a better idea regarding

the drop off on transition days, please let me know. It is also reasonable to say that the daycare expenses

from the Hilliard location are your responsibility starting this week, and I will assume responsibility for the

tuition of this second daycare.

Let me know if you have any questions.

Ari

A6

Notice of Confidentiality. The confidential information in this email may be legally privileged and prohibited from disclosure under applicable law or contractual
agreement. This information is intended sole[y for the use of the individual or entity named above. Disclosure, copying, distribution, or taking any action in reliance
on the contents of this email by any other party is prohibited. If you have received this email transmission in error, please delete this e-mail and all copies.
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From: Keith E. Golden

To: Blvthe Bethel; Ari 3urado

Cc: pq Ju rado (ari iuradoaaualineconsu4tinn.s4ro)

Subject: RE: Hernandez-Jurado: s Daycare ^^
Date: Monday, January 13, 20i^^I:47:27 AM

Blythe
In ai'I's C4efense I sL'bnllt tha; yo[,i hcde folg'Jtten C'•r C7vl'!rioJkP"Ci sCnnethlf'.` wh£rl you say th£r(.' was no adVancE.' wdrnkrlg:

we did tl"y and ^tiot"i tfiils otlt s..n: t:nlE a^?o as :nl^.la{C' by f"!i'y' en'ali to E'del"y{ 'lE L^sk lt ^ if we could "VvCr^ this out

tugethc:r" wheri ari v,as of;cled "Cfle rlev,, ; oslt:on K^.thy flatly rejected thie cequest a; well as yo;.i..,. Furthe:. ^athy.

filed an LX-p:'te ert'e'ge"nC) retitrairlll'g C7rC`Ier Iln respon t. :o trV ai-id Lrc''Jc r1t it -{t'aCn though proCed;arally dtiectlvte it
. . . . . .. ^

.̂  i t
, :

..n 1:.. . . . . . ' . ...

WL71 i;c'd)...C^len l^silEll i.i"IP. rTi:ai^u C{n cl'' aS i[) LJ It'IE ^'lE ^1,0.̀ gw Irl^ lC^nce she hC:lr:: ti L t-l.lt^l1 on this S_JC' ^^Ild

assigns the chore to botl po tic.., of Iouk;ng at g:,ogr apf,lr^ Iy centr,:l nayc. re centers. Kathy dismissed her motion

thereby taking the daycare location issue off:af the table and away from the judge .. this was clearly because it was

going south ... ari was anxious to go forward with the hearing and let the judge decide one way or the other but Kathy

deprived him of that opportunity...

Since the hearing ari found himself up against a wall: due to the limited hours he had available after all of the

transportation he was unable to meet his employer's expectations and was about to be terminated from his new job

This was not in any manner a take no prisoners act, rather, it was when all else fails and one has no other choice one

does what one must do ! i
wili be fine I I!!

i<eith The GAL escolded Mr. Jurado for the
f rightfui daycare enrollrnent of his son
at a secondary location

From: Blythe Bethel [mailto:blythebethel@yahoo.com]
Sent: Saturday, January 11, 2014 12:34 PM
To: Ari Jurado; Hernandez, Kathrine @ Express
Cc: Keith E. Golden; Esq. Ronald R. Petroff (rrp@petrofflawoffices.com); Erika Smitherman
Subject: Re: hlernandez-lurado: Daycare

All: I just wanted to let everyone know that I am disappointed to see this email. I am disappointed to see that we have
resorted to this "take no prisoners" type of action to try and get a new day care for Giving absolutely no advance
notice to at least Kathy of your intention to enroll in a separate daycare is not explicable to me. To my knowledge,
Judge Jamison never issued a final decision on this issue.

I will be monitoring the situation closely to see howcopes with this change, which I believe is disruptive, and will
consider all information I collect over the next few weeks in my final recommendation with the court.

Ari, please get me the contact information of the daycare, and please execute a Release, if they need one, so I may contact
them directly.

Blythe
From: Ari Jurado < i' i i '
To: "Hernandez, Kathrine @ Express" < '
Cc: Keith Golden <kegQaolmeiz.com>; Blythe Bethel < >
Sent: Friday, January 10, 2014 6:14 PM
Subject: Hernandez-Jurado: Daycare

Kathy,

As of today, has been officially enrolled in the Goddard School - Westerville Location. My
intention is to use this facility on my days. This is in response and following the lead of Judge
Jamison who already shared her opinion that this IS Shared Parenting and that it is not in ;>. best
interest to be enrolled in the Goddard school in Hilliard.
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I know how you and the GAL feels but trying to rehash the issue of out-of-home care is wasting
precious dollars. And the Judge's opinion trumps everyone else.

I know two daycare facilities is not ideal for and I am still open to getting a complete new facility
somewhere in the middle if you want to consider the option. It is not too late.

Please note that while he attends the two facilities, I will drop him off at the Hilliard location at the end
of my parenting time during the week, and hope that you would do the same: Drop him off at the
Westerville location in the mornings at the end of your parenting time. If you have a better idea
regarding the drop off on transition days, please let me know. It is also reasonable to say that the
daycare expenses from the Hilliard location are your responsibility starting this week, and I will
assume responsibility for the tuition of this second daycare.

Let me know if you have any questions.

Ari

A7
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Frorn: Blythe Bethel [mailto.blythebethel@yahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 25, 2013 8:05 AM
To: LeeAnn Massucci; Ronald R. Petroff, Esq.
Cc: Eimear Bahnson; AmyWaring ® Q
Subject: Re: Hernandez / Jurado - Follow Up I'1V

Counsel: I llave had the opportunity to review the draft orthe proposed amended T.O. from Lee Ann, and I do
have some irnmediate coinments, f-ii•st, I think that it is very important that Nve have a strict schedule that both
pai•ents must follo\v, so to say that Ari will be picking tlie child tip at the earliest time possible 1'or day care is
not acceptable to ine. I am certain for amyriad of reasoais that the day care, wid certainly Kathy, would like to
know exactly the time that Ari will b.e pic.king L>.p the child from day:care. This should be a consistent time
every day. The daycare needs to know the schedulc, Kathy certainly needs to know the schedule, and most
importantly, a strict schedule is what is best for I alos would like to have Ari's pick-up time coordinate
with nap schedule. What would be ideal is for to pick up the chils after his mid-day nap. That
way Ari could go right into having qualty, interraction time with ..., r. It also allows for `<<.t to be rested and
ready to be with his father. So, I would expect that Kathy and Ari will communicate with each other about the
child's daily schedule and figure out the best time for Ari to pick up the child from day care. But.I will not
agree to any Order that states "at the earliest possible time".

For the same reasons as stated above, I would like a definite time by which Ari will return the child to daycare in
the morriing. Again, this is not about what is best for each of the parents here. needs a routine, a set
schedule. Parenting and convenience do not always go hand in hand. So, again,l would expect the parents to
communicate and determine, based on daily routine, what is the most appropriate time for to be
returned to daycare in the morning.

Finally, and to be consistent with the Local Rule, I would have Ari return to Kathy at 8:00 pm.

Since I unfortunately did not get to pat-Eicipate in the discussions at Court rega^•ding the rest of the scheciule,l amr
going to N.t,ait to see what Ron's comtnents are. It sounds like asme agreements were reached in that regard, and

far..be it from me, especially in this case, to interfere with ariy agreement that these folks may reach. If it works
or them, that is great.

Blythe

From: LeeAnn Massucci <, M cC7r mkfamilylaw.com>

To: "Ronald R. Petroff, Esq. " <>; Blythe Bethel < >
Cc: Eirnear Bahnson <embQmL.ktamil^law.com>; Amy Waring <A!_Wamkfamilvlaw.com>; LeeAnn Massucci

<LlVllVlQ_mkfamilylaw.com>;
Sent: Thursday, April 25, 2013 1:41 AM
Subject: Hernandez 1.lurado - Follow Up

Counsel
Please find attached the draftAgreed Amended Interim Order.

the delc^y in getting this to you has been mine; consequently, I am sending this

to Mr. Jurado simultaneously to r void further del^y.
Ron, please let us know atyour earliest convenience if this comports zvithyour notes as the

proposed schedule is already underpr^y.
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From: I eeAnn Massucci

To: ari 'surad_n@aualineconsulting.com

Cc: LeeAnn Massucci; Eimear Bahnson; Amy Warino
Subject: FW: Hemandez /Jurado - Follow l1p ^^
Date: Thursday, April 25, 2013 2:55:41 PM
Importance: High

13lease see helow.

IMAII

LeeAnia M. Nlussucci

Massucci & Kline LLC
250 Civic Center Drive
Suite 630
Colurrzhids, OH 43215
Phone: 614.484.0177
Fax: 614.484.0181

FROM THE LAW OFFICE OF MASSUCCI & KLINE LLC
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail message is intended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed
and may contain confidential andlor privileged material. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution is
prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by reply e-mail and destroy all copies of
the original message. If you are the intended recipient but do not wish to receive communications through this
mediurn, please so advise the sender immediately.

From: Ronald R. Petroff, Esq. [mailto:rrp@petrofflawoffices.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 25, 2013 2:53 PM
To: 'Blythe Bethel'; LeeAnn Massucci
Cc: Eimear Bahnson; Amy Waring; 'Hernandez, Kathy'; 'Brooke Berkowitz'
Subject: RE: Hernandez / Jurado - Follow Up
Importance: High

Dear Counsel:

It would have been easier to begin the "editing" process if you would have sent me the document in Microsoft

Word format so I could have used the "Track Changes" feature and sent you back my client's rediined version, but to

expedite this process, my client would like the following changes to be made to the Agreed Amended Temporary

Order:

® My client agrees with the GAL and would like Father's pick up time from daycare to be no sooner than 4PM

'``"" typically naps from 2PM -4PM and then drinks a bottle at 5PM);

® My client also agrees with the GAL and would like Father's drop off time at daycare to be no later than 8:30

AM, the eats breakfast and the time which my ciient typically drops him off at daycare;
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0 My client also agrees that ali non-overnight parenting time should conclude at 8PM, the child's normal

bedtime;

0 My client believes your client should have an extra 30 minutes in paragraph i(f) to allc,,v 0. to finish his

lunch. Please change the end time to 12:30 PM, since that time would be better for per the GAI.'s

instructions;

^ Also, my client believes the tentative agreerrront reached incourt contemplated a return time on Sunday, May

12 th at 3:00 PM, to allow my client to see the chi[d for a short period of time before he has to go to bed at

BPM.

® Please add specific start and end times in Paragraph Numbered Four (4) to make it consistent with the current

Agreed Interim Magistrate's order which has different end times depending on the week. The current order,

starting May 15th in Week 1 has the Friday overnight concluding at 6 PM on Saturday and Week 2 the Saturday

overnight concluding on Sunday at Noon. When the parties spoke at Court the other day, it was my

understanding that my client wanted to make schedule more consistent per GAL's directive. Thus, my

ciient would like this provision to read:

o Week 1 - Mon at 4PM until Tuesday at 8,30 AM AND Fridays at 4PM until Saturday at Noon;

o Week 2- Mon at 4PM until Tuesday at 8:30 AM AND Fridays at 4PM until Saturday at 6PM;

Additionally, this.goes.withoiat saying, but this schedule.does not go into effect until both parties have signed.the

document. My client has informed me that your client is aiready operating under the assumption that a deal has been

finalized. As such, due to the delay, paragraphs 1(a) and 1(b) do not apply.

Lastly, my client and I are both available for a five-way settlement conference to take place at Blythe's office on

May 16th, May 30th, June 3rd, and June 5th, all days beginning at 1:30 PM. i iook forward to your prompt response.

Very truly yours,

Ronald R. Petroff, Esq.

Managing Partner

Petroff Law Offices, LLC
140 East Town Street, Ste. 1070

Coiumbus, Ohio 43215

Tel: 614-222-4288
Direct: 614-222-4282
Fax: 614-222-4289

email:
website:

A8

Confidentiality Notiee: This electronic mail rnessage, together with any ottachments herein, contains information of Petroff Low

Offices, LLC that may be confidential and/orlegally privileged, and is intended solely for the use of the individuai or entity named on this

message. If you are not the intended recipient, and have received this message in error, please immediately return this message via e-mail

and then delete it from your hard drive completely, If you have any questions about what to do in this situation, please cal/ our office at the

number listed abave. Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter.
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From: BlAhe Bethel

To:
Cc: ImmQmkfamilylaw.com;

Subject: Re: `" s pediatrician appt UPDA"Cf-
r ..

Date: Frida
,
y, f^1ay 17, 2013 7:51:40 AM

Ari, I think that I have made myself pretty clear about the fact that daily schedule (at least during the

work week) needs to be consistent. But, it sounds like no one is going to listen to what I am saying until there is

a formal agreement reached between you and Kathy. Blythe

From: "ariJurado@qualineconsulting.eom" <ariJuracio@qualineconsulting.com> =
To: Blythe Bethel <blythebethel@yahoo.com> ^^
Sent: Thursday, May 16, 2013 7:24 PM
Subject: RE: pediatrician appt UPDATE

Hi

I need to know that you are ok with this; meaning that I can spend the day with now that I have the rare opportunity as
my project comes to an end.

My intent is to develop that bond between father and son that can only be done by spending quality time as continuous as
possibie. I akways said I wanted the same opportunity Kathy had when she spent 3 months with him at home before she
went back to work. I never expect to have 3 full continuous months, but any opportunity that I could get counts.

I agree with you that a consistent schedule for is more important than what is convenient for the parents. But that is not
even the case here. We are not talking about me choosing times that allows me to play golf with my friends before picking
up or after drop ofFs, or times that allow me to recuperate of a hang over after partying all night. Quiet the contrary,
right now ^i,`. is all I have and all I do and whatever irregularities in the schedule may appear have only to do with work or
other necessary commitments.

You have said it before that both Kathy and I are adults and should be able to take care of needs on our days . And I

don't believe there are any examples where I have shown I am not capable of that or of making the right decisions for

This past Monday for example, it was in best interest to have been able to stay at home with Kathy after the doctor's
appointment. However, he spent over half of the day in daycare even when Kathy did not go to work. Instead of taking him
home, Kathy chose to stay home without him and just go see him several times at daycare for the reminder of the day, only
to make her point that she doesn't want me to have during the day. At the end, ^.- is paying the price. There is no
reason why Zcouldn't have stayed with Kathy all day on Monday, whether because he was sick or for any other reason.

Please let me know what you think so that I can finalize my plans and share drop offs and pick up times.

REGARDING OUR APPOINTMENT NEXT WEEK: it?

Best regards,

Ari

Ari Jurado
Principal HCM Consultant, Quaiine Consulting
(305) 799-2212
arl

^ 1`i^w rn^ pna^ile on InkIe
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From: LeeAnn Massucci [mailto:LMMamkfamilylaw.com]
Sent: Thursday, May 16, 2013 4:14 PM
To: Ronald R. Petroff, Esq.
Cc: Amy Waring; Eirnear Bahnson; A]; LeeAnn Massucci; Blythe Bethel
Subject: RE pediatrician appt UPDATE

Ron-
A8

T'hanks ve y iyauch.
I have been in meetings all day and will not be able to get our counterproPosal to counsel

until tomorrow.

pec f c time in which will be picked up I will checkAs fov the requesi to know the s

with Mr. Jurado.
greed 1^agistrate's 7empora yHowever, ^lease note that we acknowledge the current A

Order entered into ynuag 23 contains the "as soon as Father is available" language and

"until v.AY -,li orning daycare"

lY hile I understand that GAL. bas suggested "specific times" be noted, we have yet to

obtain agreement on ALL of the GAL's recommendations.
Consequenty, I do not believe Mr Jilvado should lose the limited valztable time with

.y 23rd.that was agreed upon on fanuar

I Zvill get the counterproposal toyou as soon as possible.

Thankyou.

I..AINI

LeeAnn M. Massucci

Massucci & Kline LLC
250 Civic Center Drive
,Suite 630
Columhus, 01143215
Phone: 614. 484. 0177
Fax: 614.484.0181
http :/www.rnkfamilylaw.corn/

FROM THE LAW OFFICE OF MASSUCCI & KLINE LLC
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail message is intended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed
and may contain confidential andlor privileged material. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution is
prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by reply e-mail and destroy all copies of
the original message. If you are the intended recipient but do not wish to receive communications through this
medium, please so advise the sender immediately.
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From: Ronald R. Petroff, Esq. [mailto:rrnna netrofflawoffices.com]
Sent: Thursday, May 16, 2013 12:45 PM
To: LeeAnn Massucci
Cc: Amy Waring; Eimear Bahnson; 'A]'
Subject: RE: pediatrician appt UPDATE

LeeAnn:

Please see below email from my client regarding your request.

A8

The doctor wanted a weight check after a month from his 9 month appointment rather than waiting until his next well

baby at a year, which was the purpose of today's visit.

The weight check results were: 20lbs 6 oz - this puts in the 51.95 percentile.

Height is 28 in -this puts in the 15.73 percentile.

Height and weight combined puts _;µ"".r in the 77.57 percentile.
His head circumference is 18,11 in - this puts'`:. in the 67.38 percentile.

Since tomorrow begins the new schedule and with communications completely eliminated - Please advise if I am

permitted to know when will be picked up and dropped off at daycare on Wed/Thur as well as picked up on

Friday as the order does not stipulate any specific times.

Very truly yours,

Ronald R. Petroff, Esq.

Managing Partner

Petroff Law Offices, LLC
140 East Town Street, Ste. 1070

Columbus, Ohio 43215
Tel: 614-222-4288
Direct: 614-222-4282

Fax: 614-222-4289
email: rrp P petrof lawoffices corrt
website: httn://www.netrofflawoffices.com/

Confidentiality 3VefiiCe: This electronic mail message, together with any attachments herein, contains information of Petroff Law

Offices, LLC that may be confidential and/or legally privileged, and is intended solely for the use of the individual or entity named on this

message. !f you are not the intended recipient, and have received this message in error, pleose immediately return this message via e-mail

and then delete it from your hord drive completely. if you have any questions about what to do in this situation, please cail our office at the

number listed above. Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter.

From: LeeAnn Massucci [mailto: ]
Sent: Thursday, May 16, 2013 12:11 PM
To: Ronald R. Petroff, Esq. ; brnapetrofflawQffic ; AAA AAA assistant
Cc: LeeAnn Massucci; Amy Waring; Eimear Bahnson; A]
Subject: [Norton AntiSpam] pediatrician appt UPDATE
Importance: High

Hi Ron-
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.For some reason I am hai)ing difficwlty locating the e-,vvailyou sent with

pediatriciun iodate information.
Vouldyou please resend ASAP as I am currently naeeting with Mr. Jurado and of course

be is interested in that data.

I realiZe he can obtain the records, but a brzef gnopsis would be he oful.

Also, the child suppodpayment was made this morning by their normal procedztres - whicl^

requires Kathy s acceptance of the paylvent via e-rnail.

Thanks-

L,MN1

LeeAnn M. Massucci
Massucci & Kline LLC
250 Civic Center Drive
Suite 630
Columbus, OH =1321 S
Phone: 614.484. 0177
Firx: 614. 45=1. 0181

v ' w

A8

FROM THE LAW OFFICE OF MASSUCCI & KLINE LLC
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail message is intended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed
and may contain confidential andlor privileged material. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution is
prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by reply e-mail and destroy all copies of
the original message. If you are the intended recipient but do not wish to receive communications through this

medium, please so advise the sender immediately.
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8fvthe BethelFrom:
To: ari ; LeeAnn Massucci; ?mbC&rnkfamilylaw.cQm

Subject: Re: Father"s Day & Summer Schedule

pa}e; Tuesday, ]une.18, 2013 7:27:07 AM

Ari: First, I am glad to know that you had a good first Father's Day with

Regarding your request for documentation, etc., that backs up my recommendation for a strict adherence to daycare
schedule, let me just say that you and Kathy, and your continued inability to co-parent without continued conflict and
drama are the reasons. And, k believe that you have misunderstood my position as far as when your, and for that matter,
Kathy's parents are in town. I have been consistent in recommending that have a strict daycare scheduie, because,
quite frankly, that appears right now to be the only place that is the most stress free for him, and I know that he will have the
same daily schedule as far as naps, feedings, etc. That is very important for a child his age, and I believe that any child
development literature would back me up.

I also have recommended that each of you should try and schedule at least one of your weeks of vacation time to coincide
with your parents being here. That way you would have a full week of uninterrupted time with and them. If you are not
treating the time as your vacation time, then the daycare schedule should be adhered to.

Ari, I have been in this business for over 30 years. I have learned valuable information from the multitude of professionals
that I have worked closely with over the years. I have seen what works and what doesn't work with high conflict cases.
Unfortunately, this is an extremely high conflict case, Usually, as time passes the conflict will diminish, but for some reason
that is not the case here. So, until I see that, I am going to continue to recommend what i have been recommending.

Blythe

AS
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From: 814be Bethel
To; ari,jurado2q,gglineconsulting.com
Subject: Re: 7urado & Brooksedge Daycare

Date: Wednesday, Ju[y 10, 2013 11:55:39 AM

Ari: I spoke with Amy on the morning of our last Court hearing. I was returning a voicemail left by her while I was out of town
for the long holiday weekend. I did not speak with Jessica on Friday, and I do not know how you got that impression. I have
spoken with Jessica in the past, but not last Friday.

I think the whole point being made by Amy is the daycare does not want to be drawn into the middle of this litigation. They
are in the business of caring for children, not monitoring parents who are in a custody fight, and they do not want to have to
choose sides here. They love and think he is doing very well. They know that you and Kathy each love very,
very much and that;y' loves you both very much.

Amy said that your frequent visits to the daycare (sometimes as much as 2 times every day) is disruptive for (he gets
distressed when you leave and it takes time to calm him down), and that it makes certain of the workers feel uncomfortable.
She used the words "intimidating" and "aggressive". Amy stressed that they never want to tell any parent that they are not
welcome to visit, because they have an "open door" policy, but even our magistrate said when she heard about the frequency
of your visits that you appear to be "overly involved". Amy also said that she does not want to have to explain to other
parents what you are doing at the daycare so much. I have had this in other cases where a parent or grandparent goes to a
child's school so much that other parents complain. It makes other parents uncomfortable. They do not know who you are or
why you are present so much. In this day and age, we have unfortunateiy learned to be cautious of persons that you do not

know being around your children.

[f you want my opinion, I would really limit your visits to the daycare. I would not be asking the workers there for advice. I
would simply let them do their job, and that is to provide care for `; and the other children without interruption from

parents.

Blythe

GAL Adds New Reasons for Daycare Restrictions

A8
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Blyj<he BethelFrom:
To: ari ji radn2nuaiineconsultina.corn

Subject: Re:', Jurado & Brooksedge Daycare

Date: Thurstla}r, July 11, 2013 11:25:48 AM

Ari: I cannot.give you advice. But I can say that I believe the proposal is pretty darn close to my recornmendation. When I
place their proposed schedule on a calendar (assuming a 28 day month), you would have 11 overnights out of 28, or
approximately 40% of the overnights. This time does not include the half days that they have proposed. If you want to
submit affidavits, it will be some time before we get an answer out of the magistrate. I would assume the magistrate would
follow my recommendation, but again you would be waiting for her to write her decision. I would recommend that go to
daycare everyday from 9:00 or 9:30 am to 4:00 pm just to keep his daily routine, and I would also recommend limited visits to
the daycare. Not sure if you are going to hire a lawyer, but that is what I am thinking for my recommendation. Blythe

From: "ari,_,jurado@qualineconsulting.com" <ariJurado@qualineconsulting.com>
To: Blythe Bethel <blythebethel a yahoo.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 11, 2013 11:09 AM
Subject: RE: Jurado & Brooksedge Daycare

Blythe,

AMM-Elk

A8

Before responding to that proposal, my first question would be: Do you think it is in best interest? I certainly do not
think what they propose is in his best interest... and based on your prior recommencations, I would think you agree. But

please confirm.

Ari

Ari Jurado
Principal HCM Consultant, Qualine Consulting
(305) 799-2212

View rny praPile on LIY11ied^.
^^.

The Finaf recomrriendatiQn from the CAL
regarding stipuiations for the new Temporary
Order under negotiations (July 2013).
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Ari Jurado

From: Blythe Bethel

Sent: Sunday, October 13, 2013 11:19 AM
To: keg@golmeiz.com; rrp@petrofflawoffices.com; ems@petrofflawoffices.com

Cc: ari-jurado@qualineconsufting.com; KHernandez@express.com

Subject: Daycare for

All; At this point, I have received information from Kathy regarding a new daycare for Kathy is proposing that
attend daycare at The Goddard School on Parkmeadow Lane in Hilliard. I have reviewed the school's website and all of the
information that kathy provided to me. It appears to be a very good facility. I encourage Mr. jurado to research this facility. The
website is: htt :llwww. oddardschool.comlcolumbuslhilliard- arkmeadow-lane-oh.

I believe that Kathy makes two excellent points,in choosing a.facility in Hilliard, and I would ask that Mr. Jurado give strong
consideration to these points in choosing a proposed facility (assuming he does not agree to use the facility recommended by
Kathy), and they are: 1) Placing w` :.: in a facility in Hiliiard reduces the amount of time that needs to be transported
on the freeway, and 2) He would be close to his pediatrician's office in the event he needs to go to the doctor.

I am going to be in the Family law seminar on Monday. I have re-thought my position regarding going to Court on this issue if
we do not have an agreement between the parties. I doubt very seriously that Magistrate Matthews will do anything other than
tell me to choose the faciiity that is to attend. It does not make sense to spend time and money going to Court on an
emergency basis on this issue. So, I will be choosing a facility (again, if the parties cannot agree before that) on Tuesday. If Mr.
Jurado does not get his information to me regarding a facility by the close of business on Monday (5:00 pm), then I guess my
choice will be easy. But, this issue is too important to keep waiting.

Blythe

i
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From: Rlvthe Bethel

To: A[i3uoO ^ 1
Subject: Re: Returning items from daycare during weekend exchanges ^1
Date: Monday, November 25, 2013 1:40:48 PM

Ari: thanks for the explanation. I now understand there was a prior email that was being referred to. Blythe

From: Ari Jurado <ariJurado@t{ualineconsuIting.com>
To: Blythe Bethel <blythebethe@yahoo.com>
Sent: Monday, November 25, 2013 12:58 PM
Subject: Re: Returning items from daycare during weekend exchanges

There was not supposed to be any mention of clothing. We are not having any issues
with clothing at the moment.
The email that Kathy was referring to from two weeks ago is the one about clothing.
Before two weeks ago, after Kathy would take she would wait until the next
weekend exchange, up to a week sometimes, to return my clothing items. When I
asked her if we both could return items by leaving them at daycare for the other parent,
instead of waiting for the next weekend exchange, the problem got resolved.

1 can call you for a couple of minutes and explain further if you don't mind.
Please let me know.
Ari
On Nov 25, 2013 11:15 AM, "Blythe Bethel" < > wrote:

Ari 1 do not believe that I am. If I look at you first email you sent to Kathy yesterday
there wad no mention of clothing. If there was please point it out to me.

On Mon, Nov 25, 2013 8:37 AM EST Ari Jurado wrote:

>Blythe,
>
>Now you are confusing the emails. What you refer to
>meant to be only for ° food items.
>
>Ari
>On Nov 25, 2013 7:38 AM, "Blythe Bethel" <blythebei
>

GAL. critical of Mr.
Jurado's writing skilis.
Her assessment of the
facts is also innacurate

rst email was

wrote:

>> Ari: I am confused. No where in your first email to Kathy did you
» mention clothing items. You just mentioned items relating to '`_
>> eating. If you meant clothing items as well, you should be more specific
>> so there are no misunderstandings. blythe
»
>> *From:* Ari Jurado <ariiuradoQaualineconsulting.com>
>> *To:*'Hernandez, Kathy" < >
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>> *Cc:* Blythe Bethel < >
»*Sent:* Sunday, November 24, 2013 10:17PM Al`'
»*Subject:* RE: Returning items from daycare during weekend exchanges
»
>> Sorry for the misunderstanding. That email was referring to clothing
>> items to avoid having to wait a week to get them back. If you can continue
>> what you were doing of bringing those items to the weekend exchanges, that
>> would be of help.
»
>> About tomorrow, I already have something figured.
»
>> Thank you for offering.
»
>> Ari
»
>> *From:* Hernandez, Kathy [mailto:KHPrnanciPz& p,Less.com]
»*Sent:* Sunday, November 24, 2013 10:12 PM
>> *To:* Ari Jurado
>> *Cc:* Blythe Bethel
»*Subject:* RE: Returning items from daycare during weekend exchanges
»
>> Based on your attached email last week I assumed you no longer wanted me
>> to take your items from daycare, so I left them there. If that is not what
>> you intended for me to do, then I misunderstood.
»
>> I personally use baggies for many of his items for lunch. If not having
>> your bag for tomorrow is that significant of an issue and you have
>> absolutely no other containers, bowls, bags, or whatever to take his lunch
>> in - I can take care of providing food and milk for tomorrow and

>> drop it off before I head downtown, even though you are notifying me at a
>> late hour.
»
>> Please advise me ASAP so that I can get things prepared.
»
>> Kathy Hernandez
>> Manager, Associate Services
>> Office: 614-474-499_1_
>> Cell: 614-270-3549
>> Fax: 614-474-7553
»
>> *From:* Ari Jurado
[mailto:ariJjura.donnualineconsulting.com<ariiurado Qaualinec nsultina.com>]
»
»*Sent:* Sunday, November 24, 2013 9:50 PM
>> *To:* Hernandez, Kathy
>> "Cc:* Keith Golden; Blythe Bethel
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»*Subject:* Returning items from daycare during weekend exchanges
»
>> Kathy ,
» ,A 11
>> Today I found myself not having lunch containers, sippy cups etc, for
» daycare tomorrow. This weekend was the first time that you did not
>> bring items from daycare during the weekend exchange. Please let me
>> know if this was a one-time fluke, or if going forward, you will no longer
>> be able to bring me his things during the weekend exchanges.
»
>> If the latter one is the case, my only 2 options are: Drive 50 miles
>> roundtrip to the daycare just to get his bag with containers, etc, OR buy
>> more of everything. I did not purchase extra items before as I am trying
>> to avoid unnecessary expenses in order to keep my child support payments
>> current.
»
>> Please let me know. Thanks,
»
>> Ari
»
>> Notice of Confidentiality: The confidential information in this email
>> may be legally privileged and prohibited from disclosure under applicable
>> law or contractual agreement. This information is intended solely for the
>> use of the individual or entity named above. Disclosure, copying,
>> distribution, or taking any action in reliance on the contents of this
>> email by any other party is prohibited. If you have received this email
>> transmission in error, please delete this e-mail and all copies.
»
»
»

Exhibit K3 64 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB



From: 6C)urad4t
To: "Blvthe BetheE"

Subjeck: G. 3urado: This Monday
Date: Niaiiday, January 20, 2014 11:31:00 AM

Blythe,

_ ______

There is another possible angle that this could be viewed: I was trying to explain to the daycare why I told them

before that was going to be attending today. [ did not imply that Kathy was not in compliance. I just stated how

I interpreted the order, In fact, as per Kathy's insistence last tirne, they had to consult with their legal department to

interpret and decide how far they would be responsible for. It is assumed that even in this case, that is what they

would have resorted to. There is little control I have on how Kathy reacts to her ego getting streaked.

Ar'i

From: Blykhe Bethel [mailto:blythebethel@yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, January 20, 2014 11:05 AM
To: Ari Jurado
Cc: Keith E. Golden
Subject: Re: G. Jurado: This Monday

Ari: I would agree with you that it is important that you and Kathy agree on issues relating to .'.` ;;,; but if the two of you
agreeing is the most important thing here then I do not understand why you would have to send an email to the
daycare implying that Kathy was not in compliance with the current Orders because she wanted to spend MLK Day (her
holiday this year per Rule 22) with As I read the email that you sent to the dayeare, it appeared at least to me, to
paint Kathy in a negative light. I wish that we could all just keep the daycare facilities out of this case, but I guess we cannot.

I certainly appreciate that you do not need to be personally served with the two Motions that I recently filed, but I still need for
Keith to confirm that he will sign and e-file a Waiver of Service.

Blythe

From: Ari Jurado <ari ii ona«alineconsulting.corn>
To: Blythe Bethel < >; "Hernandez, Kathy" < >

Cc: Keith E. Golden <IseaCcbaoimeiz.com>
Sent: Monday, January 20, 2014 9:17 AM
Subject:;j; G. Jurado: This Monday

Hi Blythe,

No need to arrange for formal service. About today's holiday, Kathy's parenting time starts at 9am, with or
without the Holiday designation. Whether = should to go to daycare based on the current order, it
doesn't matter. What does matter is that Kathy wants to keep him and I want Kathy to keep him.
If we both agree, then the Order doesn't matter. We have been making agreements outside of the

order until recently (i.e. Thanksgiving, etc).

If we are both in agreement, why would Kathy drop off at any daycare depending on the answer
she gets? My point is, is better off with her than with someone at daycare, especially now that
he has a bad cold, and his stomach is not back to normal. Whether I interpret the Order one way or
the other should be a moot point.

Ari

From: Blythe Bethel [mailto: l
Sent: Monday, January 20, 2014 7:24 AM
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To: Hernandez, Kathy; Ari Jurado
Cc: Erika Smitherman (ems@petrgffla)moffices.com Ronald R. Petroff, Esq. (rroianetrofflawoffices.com); Keith E. Golden
Subject: Re: G. Jurado: This Monday

All: I do not believe that the requirement that be in daycare pursuant to our current Orders pertains to Holiday parenting
time assuming the parent who has the holiday parenting time does not have to report to work. Holiday parenting time is not
the same thing, from my perspective, as "regular parenting time" as set forth in Section I of the current Orders.

Also, Keith would you let me know if I have to arrange for formal service on Ari of the two Motions that I recently caused to be
filed, or if you will sign and file a Waiver of Service on behalf of Ari. I just want to take care of this housekeeping issue.

Thanks,

Bfythe A12
From. "Hernandez,Kathy":< ernandeiCaaexpress.com?.
To: Ari Jurado <ari iurado(c^aualineconsultina ^m>
Cc: "^I.ythebethelnvahoo.com" < >; "Erika Smitherman (efflts@netrofflawofFices.com)"

<emsC^petrofFlawoffices.com>; "Ronald R. Petroff, Esq. (roCa^oetrofflawoffices.corr^)" <rrnCa^oetroftlawoffices.com>

Sent: Sunday, January 19, 2014 9:05 PM
Subject: RE: `:`^_ G. Jurado: This Monday

Per Section 1 B of our Temporary Order "unless otherwise agreed to in writing between the parties, the
parties shall follow Local Rule 22"..."for parenting time on holidays and days of special meaning...".
Per Local Rule 22, MLK day is allocated to the Mother in an even year, therefore, I am to enjoy
parenting time beginning at 9AM tomorrow if we cannot agree on the hours of the holiday. The
language you referenced in your email to Ms. Chambers seems to imply that I am not following the
court order among other things and leaves out the fact that per the Local Rule 22 referenced in our
Temporary Order that MLK is actually my holiday as well as my regular parenting day.

However, should the GAL andlor my attorneys determine that the court order requires to be in
daycare tomorrow on a holiday because the daycare is in fact open, then I will take him to the Hilliard
Goddard School after I pick him up from you at 9AM.

I will pick iup at your back door at 9AM so there is little delay in the start of my parenting time.

Kathy Hernandez
Manager, Associate Services
Office: 614-474-4991
Cell: 614-270-3549
Fax: 614-474-7553

From: Ari Jurado Cmaikto:ari iuradoCauaiineconsulting.comj
Sent: Sunday, January 19, 2014 7:19 PM
To: Westen+ille III, OH - The Goddard School®; Hernandez, Kathy
Subject: G. Jurado: This Monday

Hi Jennifer,

Although I said would be there tomorrow, Kathy wants to keep him since she has the day off for
MLK. Although the court order requires us to have him in daycare without exceptions (unless
emergencies, sickness or closing of the facility), I feel strongly about parenting time and that it comes
before daycare time. In short, Z- - will not be attending daycare tomorrow.

Kathy, as you requested, you can come get "` :.. in the back of my building if you prefer that over
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Macy's.

Thanks,

Ari
A12

Notice of Confidentiality: The confidential information in this email may be legally privileged and prohibited from disclosure under applicable law or contractual
agreement. This information is intended solely for the use of the individual or entity named above. Disclosure, copying, distribution, or taking any action in reliance
on the contents of this email by any other party is prohibited. If you have received this email transmission in error, please delete this e-mail and all copies.
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IN THE COURT OF CONYNICfN PLI+: ^^ OF FRANKLIN COUNTY, OHIO
D.IVISION OF DONNIE4`I'ICIi.Ei.ATIONS AND JUVENILE BR:kNC1I

KA'I'HN IiERNANDEZ,
CASE NO. 12 3I1*1 11-14479

V. JUDC, E IANIISO-N

ARIg'I'IDES .IU.RADO, :^tAGIS'TRATE TSITOURIS

v. ODC, FCCPCJBThe STATEex rel., JURADO

'Exhlbit K4
. :^,m^M.r_•.,.«-.-^-e.c f.^'-" ^^-^.- ..e. u.u...^^ -...m a ^. .

1110TION TO EXPEDITE HEARING WITHOLt'I` REFEItRING
:I3 ORREMOV.1L OF GLiM,T.ILAN AD .LiTEN.I

Now coine5 Respondeirt-Fathzr Aristides 3LErado, actitig Pro Sc, a;icl hereby inoves this

honorable court for an Order expediting the h^:ai`in^ fex^ oraY arguizaent5 ofReslioildent-Father's

sitriultaiic«usly-filed'--\,•iotioii for Renro^-al of Ms. B1` ^,hc Betliel as t.he GAt.. t..iiven the cornplc.-i.-ity

gi'avity of the i55tics at liaiacl, and the fact that a judicial decisi©Hi primae iinpt°essaofafs isand

ueecieei, Respoiident-Father also requests this uraent niatter to be heard a.tici de.teraiincd b} the

Coiirt a.ndto absttriil #i-c.7m refen'ing tlic nrGtion to the Magi5trati.

'1:'iie Greiipnstanczs to warrcj.ttt znieraency, speQi:zl and cxpeciite:l atterztzon of'cht Couii,

through a hearing for oral ar-uments to be sChedulcd a^-, soon as the court calendar <zllov,'S, cuc

presented in the aff cla%jt and ttiziiiorand urri of tact ancl law incluclecl hcr^;.i^.

Respectfully 5iibftiittcd,

^es'Iro^^eit#1~afhet• Pr o Se

: ^^. •
w$,

Byt
^MSI IDE^ ^^^kA.D^

^063 :E-astori Way..
Colutnbu% OH 432.19
(30.5): i99-221.?
arijut.ado(i^^ualitte^a^s^^ltln^;coi^
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--- - - ------- - ------------- - ------- - --

MEMORANUUM 1 N SL PP+C}RI,

N0,,1J).1i+.Qt_1_ATE RI;NIEDY WXJLi, 13F AV^^LABLE

As stated in #11e l;meroc:flcv, Xx1c?t.ion for Rejtio^ ^^1 of CFuardian Ad Litem filed ctinccii-rently

^xith this motion, tite issa,^s ^^idscd tltereirt havc signiticant implicatr'oiis not only in tlie final

outcome of{his custody ca5e. but in tlle pre.st;nt-day given that the c:iirrent tivefftre of the minor

cltild is at tisk, ^is deiiionstrated vvith the statement of facts and preponderance of e^^idence

included in the pendin, N^Ic}tionfor Removal of GAL. The totality of the CTI,T:'s actions toward cir

^,^gainst Responclent-I;atlter has ;-esttitecl in an wtfair advaxtta^e for Petitioner-IV1«tl^cr. In addition

to the inte,ntiona1 ltarrri hntlicteci tiporl Respi>ndent-Father,Ms. Bethel's -miseonducta3ici bias have

h„^nnin violation i?# Respondent-Father's diie process rights. ^Vhcn aguarclian ad litei-ti's bias;

}acticiii5 and irlactiorrs taint the cutitotly proceedin-;, a parwnt is effectively denied due process.

App. 0 1'); he1TE.ti, i,. Ke. 1leY, 175

P. 3d 400, 407-408, ?tlil-'? OK 100 ('?i.lii i 1.

C'onsideriiio that t.uardiwr.s «d liteni eqjoy quasi-judicial immu.nivy, and that GAL fees are

itot dischar-eable nor refundable, tfke court mav trr}t have any adequate rkttterlies ai,,ailahEe in

the course of the law in the fitttire if the status-quo is txiaintained atly longer than aktsaluteh°

{
neee;sar^. ;

Based oiY seution (l,)f?) of' Lo4,R. 27 of the Cotkrt of Commurt,Pleay of Frailkl#ii C.'ot,nty,

Juveiiile Bratwh a.nd or, sectiora (L)(2) of Loc.R. 15 of the Court (±f C'otii ►ii«n l;'kas of Fr.uik1in

Countv, L)oinestic R; Iatiojis 1)iE isic,n; "nlotions t(i remove a guardian ad 1itein shall be scliedLiled

for 1}earinc, before t#ie judge or nra;-.i5trate assigned to adjadica±e the allocation of pm'ental rig1it5

and respoll;.ibiliries" Scheduling such hearing concuiretitlv with the final hearing or triLil it1 tlle

case, as it has already Iiappencd lierc, is tantamount of .sia^^ ,,qwnte def3ti^ing the removal rnotic)n and
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instructin^; the anoving Party to Preseni the alle(lations at trial to simply obtain an impeachment of

the Ci Alr„

Iw••1s. Bethel's abuse ol .+ulhorit}• as CAL h<is cl4priviA Rwspondctti-1''ather.o1`sio,riiFiczu'Et atd

essential pareiua:il r.ights protec[teI by the constitution. l_:vez1 during the pendency of litigaticili,

parents have thc #imdat'nen.tal riullt to "make de.cisiuris concertiing the care, custodv, and control of

their c.uldrzn'" kviil^c^ut trnaue. statc interference ^u^der the protection of the Fc^urte.e^ith =

tkmcndment. Tro;cel v. Granville, 5'0 Zi3. 57, 65-•66. 1 •'0 S.Ct. 1054. 147 I-Eci.'?d 49 (100U); In

xe, C.1''., 113 Ohio St-4c3 73. 2007--Ohici--l104, 862 N.E.2d 816, 11 2 8; ln re V,M:.R., 201 3-Ohio-

:1?98, 11 37; ^511. The interest in the care•, custody and cozitrol of one's chiidrwn is "ono of the olc3c,st

tif'the funclainental liberty inte.rests recognized in Asneriewi law." 1n rG Ii.If., 119 Ohio St.3d 53$.

2()W Uhio-4$?5, 895 N.1;.2d 809, ^ 39, c.it.ing Troxel, 530 U.S. at 65.

.Also, the irreversible dainage caused by 111s. I3etliel tc) the co-parental relat3onstiip betueen

1'etitic3ner-Mother afid Responclcnt--1"`atlier that is also ongoing, in additiori to the unnecessar,^- OAI.

and attoriiev fees incurred as a result of the frzyuent disputes and cl:isagreeme.nts resulting ftorn

Ms. 13ethe3's sustaiaied interfercnLe tnal:es it z:dl a time-sensitive issue requiring it to he raised and

addressed with a sense of ur-enc:v.

N1ost i^^^pc^rt`tt^titi^, Ms. Bctlizl's vehement acl^>c^eac^^ fc^r. Plaintiff h'luther is such that. when,

c0111bined kvith an utter lack of objectzvit^ iri ci.•teranining thQ best interests, has put the chilWs

welfare at risk mtiltipls times during, the pendency of this lixigation. From depriving the child

of tlie benefits of statutoiy da; care opei;-dc3or policy f.,r ensuring the quality atxd safety of out-

Of--jiouie care, to acting in complicity witli I'ctitiuner-Mothi.K to repeatcdIv Vk-ithholci medicai

care or treatment for the ehi1O while disc.o urao ino :uid even Pres•entifyo Respondent-Father frairi

sc'Ll;ing, the. same, Ms. Bethel's actions and ii7actions have been detrimental ta the proapet` care

and nurturing of the infant child.
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PRLM4E I:11PRE, 331 ONTSE

I3ased on infonriation obtained frotrl C°hildrcrr, f aIUilies & the Courts Sectioli of ihe

Judicial and C:our-t Services Division {>f'the Supreme Cottn of E_)11ic) back iri 11f1ay, 21013. atid the

results of a1^riblic records reEluest fulfllled by tlie llitiisie,n of Doniestic Relatit.irr5 alad Juvenile

Rranc;h of Franklin t:'ou.uty t~`Oru't of Com:mon Pleas in 2013. the Emergenck :1•ic>tion for

Removal + ►f(YAL for good catise raises several issues nf first impresisitrn. (1) 1:)iies this court

has the authol•ity to investigate guardians and sua sr)osrre consider rearioval? (`?) C'o:iisidcrintg that

the appointed CJ.,1L is sirvljl^ -wi officer of the t-otrrG sul?ject tt) the coui•t's cozitrol and supervision

arrd irot rr partv -with pelN)na1 inlcrest in her removal, should the e.vicizljliary hearing to rMoy c the

GAIi iollo-w noir-ad^,ersaiial rErles gi^ren that the court itsc:lf Liecomzsa paty u-itli intc;rest in 1t

removal proLced'zng':' ( i 1 rotil<l aMotiori #`or Rtsno^7al tif G;'1L ever bz considered and heard ctiit aIt

emtirgelic^hrisis, especially \^•1Zen probable c:ri-tse has bceza estal?lislied of significant Inisconciuct

resultrn, ti? irreversible darnage`'

In the legal anal,sis used in lti re 126 Ohio St. id 339, 24I0-

Ohio-2)471, ihe cotu-t determined that rernoval-of-guarcliarlship p,ruceeciiligs ar4 not ad%ursarial.

Althottgli t,lie vpinion Nvas based on a probate c:ase, the logic used ht• the co-ui-t applies to juticnile

cases: "iht appoiiitecl guardian is sinaply -ciil officer of th.c eoiir-t -,subject to the court'S c;oritrol,

direction, azid sul?enision. 'I'lie gLlztrciia;rt, therefore, hc.rs no j?ersouiul FrttcFrvst 1W his or lac^t'

appolntnrew ur rerrroval•" (i;nlphasis added.) Icl. at:i 3 citizl- lrr re Guardianship ^f Dazrg;h^^•l;>,

7t1i 1)iyt. Nos. 83-C-24 arid 83-C-29, 1984 W'L, 7676.

ln the saiire case aroxe, the court cited In re Guardianship of Herr (Sept. 2. 1998). 5ih 1}ist. No.

9$»CA-16-2, 1998 %1'La 666946, in kNrhich the ittusing llorue coritactzd the couzlto report that `a

guardian ^,vas unreasonably dt=nvfn,!^ tr°ea-unent tjf'enzE°rgenc.i^ c0liditiolzs to her warcl the
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probate court suinfticmtd the guardian for aliearing ai-Ld rt.movcd hez-."(Empha.sis .Ndded.) Itl. at ^

5-4z

R•lcailitigdial judicial miaiysis; i'cvicw, and actcnriiiiatioti art^ ra(Itiircd as nc,"T  precedent

culild be established lc?r this :jurisdiction aild rnan}' others. As stich, these tasi:s and clicisioiy5

should iaut bz cielegated:

Givcia the extcniiatin2 w1ci tiniE-scrisitir•c aspect of the circluilstaiicc5, it is critical that

Rcspondcixt-raffiez raises these disturbing fiwts for this honorable toiirt to address ara+:i intc>v::ne in

an G"Vedite41 f.asll:ion.

Respec.tfullv ,ubmitu7d.

Respondent-Father Pro Se

_15^ ^ ^ -

ARf_^ 'T`TDES JC'R.APt^

396 3' Eiston Way
Cc}lctmbli4, Oli: 4;719
(3 05) 79 9.-23I21
xi lu^aduiii;cil^alii^ecc^r}suItin^.4orz^
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iN TITF COL'RT Ui7 COMMON PLEAS OI~' FRAM`TLLIN C(aUNTY, OHIO
DI^^^`TSTc,}N OF 17L1^•1E.>TICfiEI.ATJUNS A-NT) :iLJVENILE BRANCH

IiATHY IIERNANDEZ, ('ASE NO.
I21-JU-1 1-14479

T'laintiff IV•lother.

^`t o tL.DCC€-' JAiNiIISON

: . . . . . . . . . .. ^.
. .. . . . .F . .

ARISTIDES JUR.AD0,
A,IAGISTR1A"I'E "ISITOI.JRIS

DE:fcndwlt-•I athez•.

State of Ohio
Cc>urity uf Fra^ ' in S S.

N^^N^, comes Aristides Jturadoas the Affiairt hetc.in and having beez-i duly . sw-orii and

t;aUtiO;jed tl:;pc^ses and staic.s that he is the Respondeitt in the foreboingaction, that he has

t et iewecl the forc^oi^ig mi}tit^n, asrcl that. the faei.s aiid alle^,atioris statecl therein ^f.ri true to the

best of his knowledge aiadbelief.

FLER"I'IIE}:AFFIAI`:T SAYF14I NAt1GlIT.
{^ f

^TI5t1^ , ^il,ii.Ydo
^;. ;.

SX^^^`OItI! to before ine^ aii^! subscribed in tri^' pt•eseiice this 12th da^• of February, ?Ol4.

.^ :

h f ^^K..a,s'^v•"
.-•+---R Do- E R R II E

TtG4.a
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r,"ERTIFIATE ()F S^ERVLE

I he,reb-v c.ertif} that a true and acceu-ate cop-,of the foregoing was served via thz court's zlec>troiiic

flling5ystiit3 on this 17!i' day offubxucu'4'. 2014, upoii the fullow-ing:

Eri:a Sittitherrr<wi
Ronald R. Petroff
Fetroff Latv Clfxii.es. LLC
140 E. I'oxvn Street, Suite 1070
ColurnbUs^ £7liio 43215
Attorneys for Plaintift

f3lttlie Bethel
Bethti Law Offices

gh Street, Suite U495 S. Hic
t'olulnbu.^, Ohia 43? 1 5
Guarclian Ad Lite^^]

Respondent-Father Pro Sr

£ 4
- ^...,

.. .. `... \ ... ... .

1)

7y} ^ . C ... .. . ; - ...

^T • . . r11^^

^,RI^S"r1DH'5 T1.TRAf%O
3963 Lastoii «ray
Coltzml?a4,OH 432) 19
(3 0511799 -2212
uri jurado,`z?qu,qlitizconsultinp-.com

Fxhibvt K4 9 The State ex re! jurado v. ODC, >=CCPCJB
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF FRANKLIN COUNTY, OHIO
DIVISION OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS AND JUVENILE BRANCH

KATHY HERNANDEZ,

V.

Petitioner-Mother,

CASE NO. 12 JU 11-14479

JUDGE JAMISON

ARISTIDES JURADO, MAGISTRATE TSITOURIS

Respondent-Father.
The STATE ex rel., JURADO v. ooC, FCCPCJB

Exhlblt K5

RESPONDENT'S INSTANT MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER

Now comes Respondent-Father Aristides Jurado, acting Pro Se, and hereby moves this

honorable court for a Protective Order to safeguard any and all court records and

identity of the minor child in this juvenile case, pursuant to Civ.R. 26(C), Juv.R. 37 and

Juv.R. 32(C). Respondent-Father brings this motion as a provisional remedy for the reasons

stated more fully in the attached Memorandum and Affidavit in Support.

Respectfully submitted,

Respondent-Father Pro Se

By: ARISTIDES JURADO
3963 Easton Way
Columbus, OH 43219
(305) 799-2212
ari_j ut'ado@qualineconsulting. com

Exhibit K6 1 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB
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MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT

SUMMARY

Due to the continued efforts by A.S. Leclair Company, Inc. D/B/A Brooksedge Day

Care Center-Hilliard-a non-party to this case and collateral litigant-to obtain all the

records pertaining to this juvenile case for their frivolous litigation, Respondent-Father

Aristides Jurado seeks an Order to Seal Temporarily or a Broad Protective Order for all

court records, proceedings and related confidential information from being disclosed,

disseminated, released or exchanged by any party in these custody proceedings for the

collateral litigant's discovery request or by subpoena issued for the same purposes in the civil

lawsuit filed in the General Division of the Court of Common Pleas of Franklin County, with

case No. 13-CV-1 1378 before Honorable Judge Timothy S. Horton. The Protective Order

being requested should help maintain the confidentiality of sensitive personal information of

the parties and protected status of the minor child's identity and records, pursuant to Civ.R.

26(C), Juv.R. 37, Juv.R. 32(C), or by sole discretion of this court. This request is justified by

the imminent threat that exists given the attempts made by the non-party to obtain this

information by discovery requests made to Respondent-Father and subpoena served on the

GAL appointed to this case. It is expected that additional attempts will be made in the near

future to obtain this information.

This order of protection becomes more relevant and necessary considering the

repeated efforts by A.S. Leclair Company, Inc. D/B/A Brooksedge Day Care Center-Hilliard

to interfere with this custody case and with Respondent-Father's parenting time and parenting

rights.

Exhibit K5 2 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB
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The cornerstone of this motion is this juvenile court's exclusive original

jurisdiction over the safeguarding and confidentiality of juvenile records, and all claims

and matters related to custody, juveniles and proceedings pertaining to allocation of parental

rights and responsibilities, as it relates to R.C. Chapters 3111, 3109 and 2151, or any other

child custody-related provisions of the Revised Code.

In Howkins v. Walsh Jesuit High School, 2013-Ohio-917, the Ninth District Court of

Appeals determined that, for related actions andlor collateral litigation, the domestic

relations division and/or Juvenile branch of a common pleas court does not have

concurrent jurisdiction with the general division of the same court depending on the

language used in Section 2301.03 of the Ohio Revised Code, such as the language used in

division (A) within the same section pertaining to the Franklin County Common Pleas Court.

Icl. at T11 citing Price v. Price, 16 Ohio App. 3d 93 (8th Dist. 1984). Id. at T12 citing Thomas

v. O'Connor, 9th Dist. No. 19538, 2000 WL 296080 (Mar. 22, 2000).

Because (1) the exclusive jurisdiction of this Court is predicated on "all the powers

relating to juvenile courts" and "all parentage proceedings under Chapter 3111 "; (2) the

collateral case's center claims are based on the allegations that Respondent-Father abuse of

process was in direct relation to this custody case, and to the restrictions and "limits in

visitation" imposed by this court; (3) the charges and complaints filed by Respondent-Father

that are under scrutiny refer to Brooksedge Day Care's willful interference with this custody

case, with his parenting time, and with R.C. 3109.051 (see Exhibit A2, page MPOD.13); it can be

concluded that this Juvenile Court's jurisdiction, as provided in R.C. 2301.03(A),

supersedes the General Division's jurisdiction over the Brooksedge Day Care Center's

civil action against Respondent-Father, as supported by existing case law.

Exhibit K5 3 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB
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STATEMENT OF FACTS

Between November 5 2012 (same day of the initial filing of Petitioner-Mother's

custody complaint) and mid-January 2013, Brooksedge Day Care Center-Hilliard denied

Respondent-Father access to the facility in collusion with Petitioner-Mother, and in explicit

violation of Chapter 5104 of the OFhio Revised Code (See Exhibit Al, pages MPOD.14-26).

Using perjured testimony, the Brooksedge Day Care Center-Hilliard administrators evaded

the substantiation of alleged non-compliances and civil right violation charges by ODJFS and

OCRC, respectively. For example, the investigations by ODJFS concluded that "all parents

have a code to gain entry into the center but it could not be determined that any codes were

deleted nor the center denied access to the premises." I.n conflict with such finding, the civil

lawsuit filed against Respondent-Father by Brooksedge Day Care Center-Hilliard states as a

claim that "Ms. Hemandez informed Brooksedge that she was unmarried and Mr. Jurado was

not the infant's legal guardian. She directed Brooksedge not to provide Mr. Jurado with access

to Brooksedge or the Infant.", therefore admitting that indeed access was denied. R.C.

5104.039(A) [previously R.C. 5104.011 (C)(3)(b)] provides:

A parent of a child enrolled in a child day-care center who

is not the chiid's residential parent shall be permitted unlimited

access to the center during its hours of operation for those purposes

under the same terms and conditions under which the residential

parent of that child is permitted access to the center for those

purposes.

ExhibitK5 4 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB
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In July 2013, and for a second time, Brooksedge Day Care Center-Hilliard knowingly

interfered with statutory rules in both, Chapter 5104 and Chapter 3109 of the Ohio Revised

Code by providing misleading and false information to the court resulting in restricted access

to the facilities. R.C. 3109.051(K) provides:

If any person is found in contempt of court for failing to

comply with or interfering with any order or decree granting

parenting time rights issued pursuant to this section or section

3109.12 of the Revised Code or companionship or visitation

rights issued pursuant to this section, section 3109.11 or

3109.12 of the Revised Code, or any other provision of the

Revised Code, * * *

In October 2013, and for a third time, Brooksedge Day Care Center-Hilliard

knowingly interfered with this custody case when it peram.anently expelled the minor child and

subsequently filed a civil lawsuit against Respondent-Father, in complicity with Petitioner-

Mother.

As evidence of the ongoing complicity between Brooksedge Daycare and

Petitioner-Mother, a Motion to Modify Temporary Orders was filed by Petitioner-Mother

in this very same court merely a week after the initial filing of the civil lawsuit by

Brooksedge Daycare. The grounds for the motion were based on the expelling of the child

and the exact claims within the civil lawsuit.

On October 30 2013, Brooksedge Day Care Center-Hilliard served Ms. Blythe

Bethel, appointed GAL for the child in this custody case, with a subpoena for a scheduled

deposition and production of documents (transcripts, filings, motions, exhibits,

psychological reports, etc.) related to this custody case (See Exhibit A3, pages MPoD.27-31).

Exhibit K5 5 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB
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On January 10, 2014, Brooksedge Day Care Center-Hilliard served Respondent-

Father with a Request for Discovery, even more extensive and intrusive than the GAL's

subpoena, including Request for Production of Documents and Interrogatories including

information related to the minor child's medical care. (See Exhibit A4, pages MPOD.32-51).

CONCLUSION

It must be noted and stressed, that the parties to this litigation attempted to resolve this

discovery dispute prior to Respondent-Father seeking Court intervention. In fact, the issue of

the confidentiality of juvenile court case records was even discussed during the initial pretrial

of the civil lawsuit. The parties are not able to come to an agreement as Brooksedge Daycare

has failed to withdraw any discovery requests related to this custody case. Respondent-Father

objects and submits that any and all documents related to this pending custody case before

this honorable court of the Juvenile Branch of the Court of Common Pleas of Franklin

County are confidential, irrelevant, prejudicial to the parties involved in the collateral

litigation, and as such are protected from disclosure in the case before the General Division

of the Common Pleas Court of Franklin County. Paradoxically, the developments in the

above collateral litigation have been and will continue to be prejudicial to parties in this

custody case.

Lastly, this motion is supported by state and local rules that this Juvenile court has

subject matter jurisdiction over the issues at hand and over the safeguarding of juvenile court

records, pursuant to R.C. Chapters 3111 and 2151, R.C. 2301.03(A). The rules referenced

above consider the information to be protected in this motion as confdential and prevent it

Exhibit K5 6 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB
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from being made public. See Juv.R. 37, Juv.R. 32(C) and Loc.R. 1(A) of the Court of

Common Pleas of Franklin County, Juvenile Branch.

WHEREFORE, Respondent-Father prays that this Motion for a Broad Protective

Order be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

Respondent-Father Pro Se

^, ...^

By:
ARI TIDES J RADO
3963 Easton Way
Columbus, OH 43219
(305) 799-2212
arijurado@qualineconsulting.com

ExhibitK5 7 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true and accurate copy of the foregoing was served via the court's

electronic filing system on this 1$t' day of February, 2014, upon the following:

Erika Smitherman
Ronald R. Petroff
Petroff Law Offices, LLC
140 E. Town Street, Suite 1070
Columbus, Ohio 43215
Attorneys for Plaintiff

Blythe Bethel
Bethel Law Offices
495 S. High Street, Suite 220
Columbus, Ohio 43215
Guardian Ad Litem

Respondent-Father Pro Se

By:
ARISTIDES JURADO
3963 Easton Way
Columbus, OH 43219
(305) 799-2212
ari_jurado@qualineconsulting.com

Exhibit K5 9 The State
ex rei., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB



On Wed, Mar 5, 2014 at 10:51 AM, Blythe Bethel <bl thebethel @ ahoo.com> wrote:
Ari: It is not that simple. And, given the amount of paperwork in my file, I doubt very seriously that the Judge is going
to conduct an in camera review that day. Your current balance with my office based on the billing statement that will
be going out this friday or next Monday is $3,112.70. I am simply not in a position to finance your case for you. I am
also not in a position to bear the cost of making thousands of copies for you. And, I will not refease to you, absent an
Order:from the Court, my entire file. I have to complete my final pretrial recommendation, and I need to have access
to my file. I guess we will see what the judge has to say. blythe

On Wednesday, March 5, 2014 8:32 AM, Ari Jurado <ari `urado ualineconsuitin .com> wrote:
I•ii Blythe,

Thank you for the heads up. Just for clarification and before you spend time filing motions: I am not asking
you to release the file to me. I am asking you to bring them to the hearing next week so that the court can
determine this very same issue, as I stated in the subpoena... "or in-camera review as determined by the

court'.

Even if you file the motion, can you bring the file to court so that she can do the in camera review the same
day if the Judge wants to?

Regarding payments, I get paid myself this Friday and that same day I intend to issue payments to you, and
to Kathy for both child support and reimbursement of Dr. Smalldon fees.

Ari

From: Blythe Bethel [mailto:b1ythebethei @vahoo.coml
Sent: Wednesday, March 5, 2014 7:22 AM
To: Ari Jurado
Cc: Esq. Ronald R. Petroff (rrp@petrofflawoffices.com); Erika Smitherman
Subject: Re: Notice of Subpoena Issued

Ari: I am going to have to file a Motion with the Court asking to either quash your subpoena or to have the Court
conduct an in camera review of the file before releasing any documents to you. At this point, my file is huge. I am not
in a position to copy the entire file at my cost. You'still have a substantial outstanding balance with my office. You
have not paid me consistent with the Judge's instructions to you. So, I will be filing a Motion to have the Judge decide
what I need to do. Blythe

On Tuesday, March 4, 2014 4:51 PM, Ari Jurado <ari 'urado@ ualinecansultin .com> wrote:
FYi... Just a heads up.

Ari

From: efiling@frankl'€ncountyohio.gov [mailto:efilinq@franklincountVohio.gov
Sent: Tuesday, March 4, 2014 4:44 PM
To: ari iurado@qualineconsultirig.com
Subject: Received Notice: Your filing, Re: 12JU014479 - KATHY J HERNANDEZ -VS- ARISTIDES JURADO -

EXHIBITS, was received

Exhipit L2 2 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, t=CCPCJB



To: ARISTIDES JURADO

From: efilinc(r^franklincountyohio.: gov

Date: 2014-0 3-04 16 :43 : 5 7. 4 6

ari jurado g ualineconsultin{7.coni

Subject: Your electronic filing, Re: l 2JU014479 - KATHY J HERNANDEZ -VS- ARISTIDES
JURADO - EXHIBITS, was received by DOMESTIC RELATIONS AND JUVENILE,
COURT OF COMMON PLEAS.

Case Number: 12JU014479

Case Type: CUSTODY/SUPPORTIVISITATION/PARENTING TIME

Document Type: EXHIBITS

Document Type: EXHIBITS

Document Type: SUBPOENA ISSUED - SHERIFF

Exhibit L2 3 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB
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COURT OF COMMONS PLEAS, FRANKLIN COUNTY, OHIO

Subpoena - Division of Domestic Relations and Juvenile Branch

Kath Hemandez i2^'014479Plaintiff/Petitioner Case No.
-VS/AND (Example: 11 DR012345 )

Aristides Jurado qWit. Fee on =9TA=Eex l., JURADO v. ODC, FCCPCJB
Defendant/Petitioner

The State of Oh io
Franklin County, ss Franklin
To qAttorney q Process Server q3 Sheriff of County, Ohio Greetings:

YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED TO SUBPOENA THE FOLLOWING NAMED PERSON, To wit:

Q Person OBusiness
495 SOUTH HIGH STREET

Bethel
Last Name / Business Name

Blythe
First Name Mid. Enit Designation

STREET ADDRESS

SUITE 220
ADDRESS LINE 2

ADDRESS LINE 3

COLUMBUS OH 43215-001
CITY STATE ZIP CODE

To be and appear before the Court of Common Pleas of the County of Franlzlin, Domestic Relations Division and Juvenile Branch, 373 South High Street, Columbus, Ohio 43215, OR at

3963 Eastorl Way, Columbus OH 43219 on the 3 day of 7une
LOCATION

said day in couttroom # to:

2o 14 at 9:04 A M of

q ATCEND AND GIVE TESTIMONY AT A TRIAL, HEARING OR DEPOSITION ON THE DATE, TIME AND AT THE PLACE

SPECIFIED ABOVE.

q ATTEND AND PRODUCE DOCUMENTS, ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION OR TANGIBLE THINGS AT A TRIAL, HEARING OR

DEPOSlTION ON THE DATE, TIME AND AT THE PLACE SPECIFIED ABOVE.

PRODUCE AND PERMIT INSPECTION AND COPYING, ON THE DATE AND AT THE TIME AND PLACE SPECIFIED ABOVE, OF ANY

3q DESIGNATED DOCUMENTS OR ELECTRONICALLY STORED 1NFORMATIONTHAT ARE IN YOUR POSSESSION, CUSTODY OR CONTROL.

PRODUCE AND PERMTT INSPECTION AND COPYING, TESTING OR SAMPLING, ON THE DATE AND AT THE TIME AND

q PLACE SPECIFIED ABOVE, OF ANY TANGIBLE THINGS THAT ARE IN YOUR POSSESSION, CUSTODY OR CONTROL.

q PERMIT ENTRY UPON THE FOLLOWING DESCRIBED LAND OR OTHER PROPERTY, FOR THE PURPOSES DESCRIBED IN

CiV. R. 34(A)(3), ON THE DATE AND AT THE TIME SPECIFIED ABOVE.

DESCRIPTION OF LAND OR OTHER PREMISES:
DESCRIPTION OF ITEMS TO BE PRODUCED: Dmuments, emails, nates, records, electronicaily stored information--in printed form or provide in electronic

Aristides Jurado, 3963 Easton Way CoSumbus, OH 43219 (305-7992212) Defendant

ATTORNEY/PRO SE ADDRESSIPHONE #(RFQUIRED) (SUPREME COURT #) PLAINTIFF/DEFENDANT OTHER (SPECIFY)

Witness my hand and seal of said court Maryellen O'Shaughnessy, Clerk of Court of Commons Pleas

*******RETURN OF SERVICE""***'

Sheriff's Fees I received this subpoena on , and served the above party

Service
Mileage
Copy -
Total

COC-DR-79 (Rev. 3-2012)

by
I was unable to complete service for the following reason:

Signature of Serving Party
Check one:()Deputy Sheriff QAttorney

OProcess Server ODeputy Glerk

Exhibit L3 1 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB
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CIVIL RULE 45 (C) PROTECTION OF PERSONS SUBJECT TO SUBPOENAS.

(1) A PARTY OR AN ATTORNEY RESPONSIBLE FOR THE ISSUANCE AND SERVICE OF A SUBPOENA SHALL TAKE REASONABLE STEPS
TO AVOID IMPOSING UNDUE BURDEN OR EXPENSE ON A PERSON SUBJECT TO THAT SUBPOENA.

(2) (a) A PERSON COMMANDED TO PRODUCE UNDER DIVISIONS (A)(1)(B)(II), (Ilt), (IV), OR (V) OF THIS RULE NEED NOT APPEAR IN
PERSON AT THE PLACE OF PRODUCTION OR INSPECTION UNLESS COMMANDED TO ATTEND AND GIVE TESTIMONY AT A DEPOSITION,

HEARING, OR TRIAL.

(b) SUBJECT TO DIVISION (D)(2) OF THIS RULE, A PERSON COMMANDED TO PRODUCE UNDER DIVISIONS ( A)(1)(B)(11), (Ill), (IV), OR

(V) OF THIS RULE MAY, WITHIN FOURTEEN DAYS AFTER SERVICE OF THE SUBPOENA OR BEFORE THE TIME SPECIFIED FOR
COMPLIANCE IF SUCH TIME IS LESS THAN FOURTEEN DAYS AFTER SERVICE, SERVE UPON THE PARTY OR ATTORNEY DESIGNATED IN
THE SUBPOENA WRITTEN OBJECTIONS TO PRODUCTION. IF OBJECTION IS MADE, THE PARTY SERVING THE SUBPOENA SHALL NOT BE
ENTITLED TO PRODUCTION EXCEPT PURSUANT TO AN ORDER OF THE COURT BY WHICH THE SUBPOENA WAS ISSUED. IF OBJECTION
HAS BEEN MADE, THE PARTY SERVING THE SUBPOENA, UPON NOTICE TO THE PERSON COMMANDED TO PRODUCE, MAY MOVE AT ANY
TIME FOR AN ORDER TO COMPEL THE PRODUCTION. AN ORDER TO COMPEL PRODUCTION SHALL PROTECT ANY PERSON WHO IS NOT A
PARTY OR AN OFFICER OF A PARTY FROM SIGNIFICANT EXPENSE RESULTING FROM THE PRODUCTION COMMANDED.

(3) ON TIMELY MOTION, THE COURT FROM WHICH THE SUBPOENA WAS ISSUED SHALL QUASH OR MODIFY THE SUBPOENA, OR
ORDER APPEARANCE OR PRODUCTION ONLY UNDER SPECIFIED CONDITIONS, IF THE SUBPOENA DOES ANY OF THE FOLLOWING:

(a) FAILS TO ALLOW REASONABLE TIME TO COMPLY;

(b) REQUIRES DISCLOSURE OF PRIVILEGED OR OTHERWISE PROTECTED MATTER AND NO EXCEPTtON OR WAIVER APPLIES;

(c) REQUIRES DISCLOSURE OF A FACT KNOWN OR OPINION HELD BY AN EXPERT NOT RETAINED OR SPECIALLY EMPLOYED BY
ANY PARTY IN ANTICIPATION OF LITIGATION OR PREPARATION FOR TRIAL AS DESCRIBED BY CIV. R. 26(B)(4), IF THE FACT OR OPINION

DOES NOT DESCRIBE SPECIFIC EVENTS OR OCCURRENCES IN DISPUTE AND RESULTS FROM STUDY BY THAT EXPERT THAT WAS NOT
MADE AT THE REQUEST OF ANY PARTY;

(d) SUBJECTS A PERSON TO UNDUE BURDEN.

(4) BEFORE FILING A MOTION PURSUANT TO DIVISION (C)(3)(d) OF THIS RULE, A PERSON RESISTING DISCOVERY UNDER THIS RULE
SHALL ATTEMPT TO RESOLVE ANY CLAIM OF UNDUE BURDEN THROUGH DISCUSSIONS WITH THE ISSUING ATTORNEY. A MOTION FILED
PURSUANT TO DIVISION (C)(3)(d) OF THIS RULE SHALL BE SUPPORTED BY AN AFFIDAVIT OF THE SUBPOENAED PERSON OR A
CERTIFICATE OF THAT PERSON'S ATTORNEY OF THE EFFORTS MADE TO RESOLVE ANY CLAIM OF UNDUE BURDEN,

(5) IF A MOTION IS MADE UNDER DIVISION (C)(3)(c) OR (C)(3)(d) OF THIS RULE, THE COURT SHALL QUASH OR MODIFY THE
SUBPOENA UNLESS THE PARTY 1N WHOSE BEHALF THE SUBPOENA IS ISSUED SHOWS A SUBSTANTIAL NEED FOR THE TESTIMONY OR

MATERIAL THAT CANNOT BE OTHERWISE MET WITHOUT UNDUE HARDSHIP AND ASSURES THAT THE PERSON TO WHOM THE SUBPOENA
IS ADDRESSED WILL BE REASONABLY COMPENSATED.

CIVIL RULE 45 (D) DUTIES IN RESPONDING TO SUBPOENA.

(1) A PERSON RESPONDING TO A SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS SHALL, AT THE PERSON'S OPTION, PRODUCE THEM AS
THEY ARE KEPT IN THE USUAL COURSE OF BUSINESS OR ORGANIZED AND LABELED TO CORRESPOND WITH THE CATEGORIES IN THE
SUBPOENA. A PERSON PRODUCING DOCUMENTS OR ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION PURSUANT TO A SUBPOENA FOR THEM
SHALL PERMIT THEIR INSPECTION AND COPYING BY ALL PARTIES PRESENT AT THE TIME AND PLACE SET IN THE SUBPOENA FOR
INSPECTION AND COPYING.

(2) IF A REQUEST DOES NOT SPECIFY THE FORM OR FORMS FOR PRODUCING ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION, A PERSON
RESPONDING TO A SUBPOENA MAY PRODUCE THE INFORMATION IN A FORM OR FORMS IN WHICH THE INFORMATION IS ORDINARILY
MAINTAINED IF THAT FORM IS REASONABLY USEABLE, OR IN ANY FORM THAT kS REASONABLY USEABLE. UNLESS ORDERED BY THE
COURT OR AGREED TO BY THE PERSON SUBPOENAED, A PERSON RESPONDiNG TO A SUBPOENA NEED NOT PRODUCE THE SAME
ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION IN MORE THAN ONE FORM.

(3) A PERSON NEED NOT PROVIDE DISCOVERY OF ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION WHEN THE PRODUCTION IMPOSES
UNDUE BURDEN OR EXPENSE. ON MOTION TO COMPEL DISCOVERY OR FOR A PROTECTIVE ORDER, THE PERSON FROM WHOM
ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION IS SOUGHT MUST SHOW THAT THE INFORMATION IS NOT REASONABLY ACCESSIBLE
BECAUSE OF UNDUE BURDEN OR EXPENSE. IF A SHOWING OF UNDUE BURDEN OR EXPENSE IS MADE, THE COURT MAY NONETHELESS
ORDER PRODUCTION OF ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION IF THE REQUESTING PARTY SHOWS GOOD CAUSE. THE COURT
SHALL CONSIDER THE FACTORS IN CIV. R. 26(B)(4) WHEN DETERMINING IF GOOD CAUSE EXISTS. IN ORDERING PRODUCTION OF
ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION, THE COURT MAY SPECIFY THE FORMAT, EXTENT, TIMING, ALLOCATION OF EXPENSES AND
OTHER CONDITIONS FOR THE DISCOVERY OF THE ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION.

(4) WHEN INFORMATION SUBJECT TO A SUBPOENA IS WITHHELD ON A CLAIM THAT IT IS PRIVILEGED OR SUBJECT TO PROTECTION
AS TRIAL PREPARATION MATERIALS, THE CLAIM SHALL BE MADE EXPRESSLY AND SHALL BE SUPPORTED BY A DESCRIPTION OF THE
NATURE OF THE DOCUMENTS, COMMUNICATIONS, OR THINGS NOT PRODUCED THAT IS SUFFICIENT TO ENABLE THE DEMANDING
PARTY TO CONTEST THE CLAIM.

(5) IF INFORMATION IS PRODUCED IN RESPONSE TO A SUBPOENA THAT IS SUBJECT TO A CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE OR OF PROTECTION
AS TRIAL-PREPARATION MATERIAL, THE PERSON MAKING THE CLAIM MAY NOTIFY ANY PARTY THAT RECEIVED THE INFORMATION OF
THE CLAIM AND THE BASIS FOR IT. AFTER BEING NOTIFIED, A RECEIVING PARTY MUST PROMPTLY RETURN, SEQUESTER, OR DESTROY
THE SPECIFIED INFORMATION AND ANY COPIES WITHIN THE PARTY'S POSSESSION, CUSTODY OR CONTROL. A PARTY MAY NOT USE OR
DISCLOSE THE iNFORMATION UNTIL THE CLAIM IS RESOLVED. A RECEIVING PARTY MAY PROMPTLY PRESENT THE INFORMATION TO
THE COURT UNDER SEAL FOR A DETERMINATION OF THE CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE OR OF PROTECTION AS TRIAL-PREPARATION MATERIAL.
IF THE RECEIVING PARTY DISCLOSED THE INFORMATION BEFORE BEING NOTIFIED, IT MUST TAKE REASONABLE STEPS TO RETRIEVE IT.
THE PERSON WHO PRODUCED THE INFORMATION MUST PRESERVE THE INFORMATION UNTIL THE CLAIM IS RESOLVED.

Exhibit L3 2 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPC,fB
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Description of Items to be Produced

For Civil Subpoena to Ms. Blythe Bethel

Exhibit Al

Produce for inspection and copying, or in-camera review as determined by the court, of the following

documents, or electronically stored information in printed form, that are in your possession, custody or

control:

1. All communications of any kind including letters, notes, summaries, logs, phone messages and

recordings, electronic mail messages, text messages, twitter messages,

2. Photographs, surveillance and audio recordings (collectively, "Recordings"),

3. Documents, notes, summaries, evaluations, incidents, complaints, reports including but not

limited to recommendations, and any other documents relating to the custody case Hernandez

v. Jurado.

4. Any document or other types of information , which are not already included in the preceding

paragraphs, that are part of the GAL file for case No. 12JU014479 with caption: Kathy

Hernandez v. Aristides Jurado.

For the economy and diminishing of the parties expenses, it is acceptable (but not required) to

produce electronically-stored documents in electronic media such as CD, USB drive, etc. other than

hardcopy print.

Exhibit L3 3 The State ex rel., Jurado v. dDC, FCCPCJB
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF FRANKLIN COUNTY, OHIO
DIVISION OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS AND JUVENILE BRANCH

The STATE ex rel., JURADO v. ODC, FCCPCJB

^"i1^31t ^,.^Ex

KATHY HERNANDEZ,
CASE NO. 12 JU-11-14479

Plaintiff,
V.

ARISTIDES JURADO,

Defendant.

JUDGE JAMISON

MAGISTRATE MATTHEWS

RESPONDENT-FATHER'S MOTION TO SET ASIDE MAGISTRATE'S ORDER

Now comes Respondent-Father, Aristides Jurado, acting Pro Se, and hereby moves this

Honorable Court for an Order setting aside the Magistrate's Order of June 13, 2014 for reasons

fully outlined in the foregoing Memorandum.

Respectfully submitted,

Respondent-Father Pro Se

^ , .
By:

A TSTIDES J^.TRADO
3 ^ 3 Easton Way
Columbus, OH 43219
(305) 799-2212
arijurado@qualineconsulting.com
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MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT

Respondent-Father timely files this Motion to Set Aside on June 23, 2014, 10 days after the

June 13, 2014 Magistrate's Order was filed, as allowed by Local Juvenile Rule 8.

Since December 2013, Respondent Mr. Jurado has attempted unsuccessfully to bring to

this court's attention serious concerns about Ms. Blythe Bethel, the appointed Guardian Ad Litem

for the child, but he has been continuously prejudiced by this court by denying him his right to be

heard (a) during the December 20, 2013 hearing, (b) on January 23, 2014 when denied the

opportunity to approach the court on an emergency basis in regards to his Motion for Emergency

Removal of the GAL, (c) during the March 13, 2014 oral hearing for the adjudication of three

pending motions filed by Respondent, a Motion for a Protective order, an Emergency Motion for

Removal of the GAL and Motion to expedite the hearing without referring for removal of the

GAL. Although Respondent had complied with the Judicial Ordered entered on January 23, 2014,

he was penalized by the court for "not paying the GAL in full'° and all three of his motions were

continued for March 26, 2014. Furthermore, the three motions were referred to the Magistrate

without any order of reference and implicitly rejecting the Motion to "Expedite the Hearing

without Referring" without considering or adjudicating the motion. In addition, Local Juvenile

Rule 11 provides that "Except as provided in Local Rules 5(D) and 6(G), all pretrial Motions shall

be set for an oral hearing by the moving party" (Emphasis Added) and Respondent's Motions

included a request for an oral hearing. Notwithstanding, the motions were referred to the

Magistrate who-as it is widely lcnown-determines pre-trial motions almost exclusively by

Affidavits.

On March 26, 2014, at the scheduled hearing, the Magistrate ordered the parties to submit

affidavits and directed her court officer to provide Respondent with an instructional handout to

Exhibit L4 2 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB
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take home, which guides Pro Se litigants through the process of preparing and submitting

Affidavits. The following week, Respondent approached Clerk of Court's supervisor to inquire

and coordinate the most appropriate method for filing a binder with over 900 pages of exhibits.

After the careful consideration of multiple options, including the electronic filing of the exhibits

broken down in multiple files, the Clerk's supervisor agreed to accept the binder intact and to

stamp page-by-page, while preserving the binder's presentation (dividers, etc.) On the same day,

Respondent approached the court through the Duty Magistrate, which on that date was Honorable

William Sieloff, and obtained an affirmative answer to the question of whether the court would

accept one combined Affidavit for all pending Motion. Lastly, Respondent approached the

Magistrate's court officer, Ms. Kelly Terry, to ask about the GAL's file and documents that were

originally subpoena for the March 13, 2014 hearing and how would I move forward with the

Affidavits without the needed discovery. At a later time, Ms. Terry conveyed the court's answer

that "they could not help me". A similar answer was given when I asked the court officer if, given

my precarious financial situation, I had the option to only provide one copy of the binder with

exhibits, instead of the multiple copies required by the rules, including one for the Magistrate, a

copy for the Clerk of Courts and one for each party including the GAL. Clearly, Respondent-

Father had all the intentions to file the Affidavits due on April 8, 2014. Yet, he did not have the

means to cover the costs, estimated between $500 to $1,000+, of making multiple copies of the

exhibits. By converting the March 13, 2014 oral hearing to a non-oral hearing, Respondent-Father

was further prejudiced because a non-oral hearing requires additional expenses to be incurred that

otherwise would not be, as it is also the case with the 2"d subpoena for the GAL's file and

documents, for which I would have to incur in the expense of making copies of over "1,000 pages"

and related GAL fees, as the GAL has stated in her Motion to Quash filed on May 30, 2014.

Exhibit L4 3 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB
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During the January 22, 2014 emergency hearing, Respondent-Father conveyed the court

that I agreed to some of the conditions in the Agreed Order dated July 18, 2013 because I was

under substantial duress, especially in respect to restrictions related to the daycare. The same

duress exerted by the parties in this case, especially the coercion exerted by the GAL, was the

reason for the withdrawal of the Respondent's Motion for the Minor Child to See a New

Pediatrician. The assertion of duress and misconduct, described in the Motion for Removal of the

GAL as considered by Civ.R_ 60(B)(3), also warrants consideration under Civ.R. 60(B)(4) and (5).

Given these circumstances, "A movant is entitled to an evidentiary hearing on a Civ.R. 60(B)

motion for relief from judgment where the motion and affidavit contain sufficient allegations of

operative facts which would support a zn.eritorious defense to the judgment." Lambert v. Lambert,

2005-Ohio-6145, ¶ 21, citing BancOhio Nat. Bank v. Schiesswohl (1988), 51 Ohio App.3d 130,

paragraph one of the syllabus.

For all the reasons presented above, Respondent-Father requests this Honorable Court to

set aside the Magistrate's Order, and hold an fu11 oral evidentiary hearing on these matters.

Respectfully submitted,

Respondent-Father Pro Se

By:
ARATIDES JURAIDO
39'63 Easton Way
Columbus, OH 43219
(305) 799-2212
ari_jurado@qualineconsulting.com
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby cezlify that a true and accurate copy of the foregoing was served was served via

the court's electronic filing system on tliis 23th day oflune, 2014, upon the following:

Erika Smitlaerman
Ronald R. Petroff
Peti-off Law Offices, LLC
140 E. Towtt Street, Suite 1 070
Columbus, Ohio 43215
Attarneys for Plaintiff

Blythe Bethel.
Bethel Law Offices
495 S. High Street, Suite 220
Columbus, Ohio 43215
Guardiati Ad Litem

Respondent-Father Pro Se

.0^^
By:

AKSTIDES ,iURADO
3963 Easton Way
Columbus, OH 43219
(305) 799-2212
arijurado@qualineconsulting.com
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF FRANKLIN COUNTY, OHIO
DIVISION OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS AND JUVENILE BRANCH

KATHY HERNANDEZ,

Plaintiff-Mother,

-vs-

ARISTIDES JURADO,

Defendant-Father,

CASE NO. 12-JU-13 -l 4479

JUDGE JAMISON

MAGISTRATE MATTHEWS

State of Ohio

County of Franklin SS.

Now comes Aristides Jurado as the Affiant herein and having been duly sworn and

cautioned deposes and states that he is the Respondent in the foregoing action, that he has

reviewed the foregoing motion, and that the facts and allegations stated therein are true to the

best of his knowledge and belief,

FURTHER AFFIANT SA NAUGHT.

J

SWORN to before me and subscribed in my presence this 23`d day of June, 2014.

^r.

Notary Public

KARLTON FLOOD
Witary PubiC, 5tate of phio

My Commssiar Expires
iovember 26, 2017

Exhibit L4 6 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF FRANKLIN COUNTY, OHIO
DIVISION OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS AND JUVENILE BRANCH

KATHYHERNANDEZ,

-vs-

Plaintif f -Mother,

ARISTIDES JURADO,

Defendant-Father.

: CAS E NO. 12-JU- 11- 14479

JUDGE JAMISON

MAGISTRATE TSITOURIS

State of Ohio County
of Franklin SS.

Now comes Aristides Jurado as the Affiant herein and having been duly sworn and

cautioned deposes and states that he is the Respondent in the f oregoing action, that he has

reviewed the foregoing motion, and that the facts and allegations stated therein are true to the

best of his knowledge and belief.

FURTHER AFFIANT SA YETH NAUGHT.

Cu

r /^
Aris ' es a

L.

SWORN to before me and subscribed in my presence this 12th day of February, 2014.

ROGER RILL
Notary Public, State of Ohia

My Commission Expires 03-94-18

^
No"ary ublic
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OHIO CIV1L RIGHTS COMMISSION
CHARGE OF DISCRIMINATION

Campletcly Fill in the F ll '

Aristides Jurado
Tame ol'C'harging Pany (First Middic LasQ

3963 Easton Way
Address

Columbus OH 43219 Franklin
Ciry State Zip Code County

(305) 799-2212

Telepttone Number
11/6/12 through 7/10/13 (present)

Date(s) of Discrimination

Rflcf:lColor

I believe I was discriminated against because of my: (Please identify)

q

q

q

q

Sex Male

Disabilitv

CHARGE N UM BEE2: (Agency t}se Only l

CdL G1(40390)07102013

p nHtn$

Brooksedge Daycare Center
Natne of Comparq'

2185 Hifliard-Rome Rd.
i1 ddress
Hillia►d OH 43026 Franklin
City State Zip Code County

(614) 529-0077 .. o; si01k
Telephone Number

'I)L

--. W

q Religion

t3ationalOrigin/Ancestr}' Hispanic

q Retaliation

Military Status

Age (Over 40 yeors old ortly - Date of birth)
FOR AGE CASYS O!\LY': i have nnr r<cimmtetx c atty acrtan u r secttonx 4112, or Rcviscd e Wn respect to su fect metter o

afrtdavit. I undersland that upon filing of this charge with [he Ohio Civil Ri¢hs Commission, I am barred from instituting any sttdt civil action and that any

monetary av,vrd or financial benctit I may receive may be limited to back pay andlor resloratron of employntent 5 inge benefits and may nol include other

darnages to which I may be e+itiiled ax a reault of such civil acuon.

Type of Harm:

© Public Accommodation q Credit q Higher Educatiott - Disability Only

Please write a brief but delaiEed statement oP the lacts that you helieve indicate an unlawful discriminatoty practicc. Please write legibly.

Ongoing discriminatory practices that ftavt?. already causedsigniricant harm and there is a substantial threat.of irreparable

damagtr if it continues. The discriminatory practices include:

1. Between Nod12 and Jan'13 aclministrators denied me access to the tacility in viofaticin of their own policies and ODJFS
licensing ruf>°s for the benefit of my son's mother (wFtite/€emale).
2. ln January 2013, the administrators acknowiedged that their actions were against policy, and still did not report it to ODJFS
as required. In addition, I was still unable to access the facility while my infant son was there due to the administrators failure
to provide a written statement thai showed I was allowed in the premises (given the existing thread of issuing a
restraining/protective order---although unfounded).
3. Since access was restored until present, the administrators engaged in a unilateral practiceof mo nitoring my visits and
reporting details, near real time in many cases, to my son's rtiother:(whi.telferrlale), despite the fact that I have been exercising
a shared parenting agreement (issued by the court).
4. On 712/13, an employee/caretaker falsified informaticin on a daily log sheet with ihe purpose of influencing a child custody
court case in favor of mother (whitel}emafe) and to my detriment. This too.k.place. oniy days:before•'a schedtaled court hearing.
5. From 713/13-current (7/10). Amy LeBlanc, the owner/Administrator ignored my attempts to contact her for the past days
including calls and messages, requesting for us to talk in order to address/clarify concerns, ail while she made herself
available to mother (white/caucasian). Furthermore, W,, LeBlanc commuriiCated with the Guardian Ad Ljtern the inorning o#
7/8, minutes tiefore.the court hedririg, to provide negative feedback about me, effectively contradicting previous feedback she
has shared with me and with the GAL regarding my role as a dad and my relationship with the daycare staft.

I declare under pcnalty ofperjnry ihat I have read the above charee and thit it is true to
the best ofmy kno.vledge, tn[brmation and belief. 1 will advise the ae,enc,y(ies} if t
change my addrass or ielephone ber and that I w ill cooperate fulln Hith lhorn in the
}^roccssingof rg` in anv,40 thp^roeedures.

r-b , n,w,., r' nn,.t cymc

Nfitaty or Ohie Civit RighrB Commistma Reprxscmahv̂e 1

Subectitxdandcworn ^Q,txifarc^an+his l^ oayof lr^+ ?,j_)

ixhib-it K5 ^^^ ^ 13 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB



Franklin County Ohio Clerk of Courts of the Common Pleas- 2014 Feb 18 10:20 AM-1 2JU01 4479

Ohio Department ot Job HEALTH INFORMATION
CH1LD ENROk.LMENT AN dMESS Ddanc^a d updated annually and as neerled.FOR CHILD CARE CENTtl R

'fhis form shall be completed prior to the child's frst
Y

of att
First Day at Canter9

1-11
Date of Birth 1- - / 'L

Chifd's Name
-__-

}tame Address

5tate ^• ^ Zip Code ^ 3^^^ $

ParentlGuerdian Narne

res.s (I

n,f {)
}#ome Te; uph^ C

Relati

r{ome TelePhon

state

_ ----^-- . c:ekl Phone

parenYs WDrklSchool Address 4/^1^^ 1r` of a Child attending the Cenrer,
.

Pleass indicale iF 1i^is name should be rel sed if a parenf<gLrNo ian^ Work # 0 Celt tt
atentsfguardians. a^ve to inUude Dn the k'^st C^

iniormatiran tor ott>^&se indicate whecl^ numDer{ 3
1t you answe^ Ye ra ram?

can NDu be reached'^rf'ile
+C

ur cf►f!d ts kn thia
P g F- Relationship !o Chlld

Where .'111111^. ..
Name

5tate/t'7^

Tg no Num r
^erene '^ ,^

^. rqddress requeWSGh°° ^.'Parent's ^
e shoufd be sfs aont^t

^ ndicale 'rf this narr't 0
released 9Yes a parenV•guo

ardian, of a child altEndirsg

q

e ce ©

Home # 0 ^^i1
please indicate

W^ # ceti rs
^^t ^

qnforrnation for ott+er parentslguardians above to Include on the
eay$ lrydlrate whlch numbeT(s)

1f you answered YeS. Pl
while y

our child is in this progratn? /^
Pl ! EJlvr^

n ^p can be cantactedWhere Gsn you be reaehed

rontncts. 4 ist ttke name oi et i a^ e^^sist in C
p

or^lacting you. At least

not be Iisted ars e^r^n^ My ^rsan l ►sled should be arentlguardian cannnt
EmergestcY C^^: Parents ^ ^nn^ ^ reached. nslpility for the child kn case the

in thB evenf 6t an emer9e^cY °r Nir18sZ iT ]IQu
sled must be'^'>^;n ^e h^r of the

cenierlhome. able to take res

ane Pe^a^ tf ld be at least 18 years of age.
be contactedand shou Name

^ 5tate
^ c,^

Name ,,,,isr;,,nchiD tD Child

hnn Number.^^,(/^,^

D r^'^ Y lJ^ contad can
n^naan whe^e ^^^

Nasne of Physfcian ar 4un^vr

Lcity

Stra,e j

JFS 01234 (Rav. 9^20111

Exhibit K5

.^..^-
^^

'nyhip Child fi"7a
Numrier C n „n ^

ZJP

reQu nlact

© Home # C1 Ernail

;r

Zip

- -I"7 !-

5 where emergenCV tantaCl ce^

Number .c.) /l CI

Pageiof 3
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Ghild's Name ONFIDENTIAL
Aiiergies, Speciat Heaith or Medica! Conditions, and Food Supplements

Fili in this section accurately and completely. Please note triat if your ct,%iio
has a current health or medical conditton requir'sng child care

staff to pertorm child specific
care, such as: to monitor the condition, provide ireatment, care, or to give medic.ation.

the JFS 61236

"MedlcatlPhysical Care Plan" or equivalent form and/or the JFS 01217
"Requast for Administration of Medication" must be completed

and be kept on fife at the center or type A tiome.

poes your child have any food, med'scation or environmental allergies? ( check a!f thai apply)

XNo ental Please list and explain:
L] Yes - check all that apply q Food q Medication Environmq

Does your child's allergylaliergies require child care staff to monitor child (or symptoms, take action if a reaction occurs, or

i emergency mecli;ation to your child? (check one)

^NoYes a JFS 01236 "MedicallPhysical Care Plan" or equivalent form and if adminisfenng medscalion,
a JFS 01217

"Request for Administratson of Medication" must be compieted,

D s your child have a special health or medical condition? (check one)

No
'[,^` es - please explain

Does the special health or medical condition require child care staff to perform a proce-dure, or perform child specific care

su h as: to monitor your child for symptoms or administer medication during child care hours? (check one)

No
^ Yes - a JFS 01236 " Medicaili'hyslcal Care Pian" or equivalent torm and if administering medication,

a JFS 01217

"Request for Administration of Medication" must be completed.
i ur child currently using any rnedication, food suppiement or medical food (such as electrolyte so[ution)?

( check ans)

N'lo
Yes - please explain

If yes, does this medication, food supplement, or medical food need to t>e administered at the child care center/type A

rne?
No

EI-Y
es - a JFS Dt 217 "Request for Adrninistralion of Medication" must be completed and kept on file for each medication,

food supplement or medical food.
q NIA - program does not administer any medications.

s your child have any dietary restrictia^rs, including thase for medica, religious or cultural reasons?
( catieck one)

INo
Yes - please explain

^s this dietary restriction require a modified diet that eliminates all types of fluid milk or an entire food group?

NoYes - written instrt.ictions from the child's health care provider must be on the JF S 01217 "Request for Administration of

Medicaiion."
'IglA - child does not attend a full time program.

JFS 01234 fRev. 9r2011)

Page 2 of 3
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jCQNFIDENTIALI
ealth toncerrls that would be neaded to assist the staff or

t ist any hfstary of hospita iza
personnel in an emergency sifuation.

Nr A such as fears. eatln or sleeptng hablts, or
E.ist any addltlonat informatinn abaut your child that would be useful for staff to lcnow, 9

routtnes. This informatson should not be medical or health related, as that infomsatlon should be included on the previous page.

t}fa erin Statement
^lf flll oui thet It no,

ls your chltd toilet trained? [] Yes {If yes, skip to Emergency Transportation Authorization sertion}
No

faltowirrg j hours. P!eas.; indicate r' you v`anl your chiid's diaper checKed according to the
's poilcy is :o check diapers everyThe prograrn

center/type A horne's policy or another:

I agrea with the program's sdredute q I do not agree, please check my child's diaper avery hours.

Emer enc Trans rtation Authorization

Give Perm- M>:+to Transport Pe
i4sto to Transport

Center or T A Horne Name Center or Type A riome Name

ssion emerge
has permission to secure emergency transportation for QR does not hbon ^p ^ child in the e^vent of an illne.ss or
my child in the event of an ilfness or injury which a ^t ch requires emergency treatment. I wish for the
requires emergency treatment. The emergency Do injury
transportation service will determine the facility to which $t^^ foltowing action to be taken:

my child will be transporied. both

Date Parents Signature Date

61 Acknowledgement of Poticies and Procedures

I have reviewed and received a copy of the center's or typs^A^j oo $̂  p+^iiGes and procedures/handboak. ^Yes q No

y the
This fomti. after being completed and signed by the parent/guardian, must be reviewed for rmcom pleteness

admin stratornsh Ib1 have
administratorfdesignef' prior to the child receiing care. After the ch+ld is attending the p og
the parentlguard'sar, review and initial the form when any changes/update+s are made and at least annually. The parent!
guardian and the adminislrator or designee shall initial and date the form in the section below to indicate when the form was

.
The form ►s la be ]nttialed and dated, at least annually, aftar It has baen revlewed by the paarents^de^^ .a new formIndl atl informatlon

has stayed the same or changes have been noted. If sfgniticant chenges sre needed, p se
. ,_ : _^r,.me«noa Initiais ©ate of Review

s ^ Date

tnftiais I Date of

asignee Irsttials

Initials Date of Revtew

Note- This
is a pfes(nbed Eorm which rnust be used by centers and type A homes tb meat ttle recluirements of rules

51p1 ,2-12-37 and 5101.2-1'3-37. This

form must be on file at the center or type A trorne on or before the child's hrst day of etiendance end Inenaafier whiie the
child is enrolled.

3Page 3 of

JFS 07 234 (R 9v. 9V2011 )
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0hio.0eparfinent of Job and Farniiy services Al
^ OLLMENT AND HEALTH INF

ORMATiON

C[ ^NFIDEArTIA ^ CARE GENTERS AND TYPE. A HOME S
annually and as needed.

This form shall be completed prior to the child's first day of attendance and upda
ted

()ate of Sirth -7.
Flrst Day at Center

Chi1d'sName yt/[^•T^^

/v C'^ ^
Hotne Acftiressa Z)

/^ Fiarrw Tefephon+ Number ^J^ fo

Str^te ^p ^ e^^ CJ ^` Refationship to Child

parentlGuardi^+ Name ^ ^ L ^^i1^^^ 3̂
^ t^ ^:V^

^ ! ^r "C }bme Telephone t^umber ^ 1 ^

Home Address At -e^ M.1-k a-^r1 U^ ^„

city

,i,ddress

neNUmbe^^, 1M,/

HoIF1e Telei

$talte

».^^-.
Cell Piion®

00
^^L name shoutd be rekeased if a arentfguardian, of a cPut

^^Qr cntf,^er parentslguardians. q Yes -No w^ #^Cetl # Home # C7 ErnaN

r+swered Yes, please indicale whicJ^ number{s) above to 1rlrClude on 7ie list q ^---

can yiou t^a reaeteec4 wl;i1. your chi6 is ln this progratusr?^ I^

Pe(e

city

Zip

Please name should be reteased i
f a parent/gua€clian, of a child aftending the ce orne, requesCs contact

i
infcrrmatiw for other , ians. q YQS q No 01* x q C^ti # 0 Ho"* 0 Ems#

►i you answW'wid Yr►s, please #+d)caft wtti

ilVf^oro yasi ba rcaehod rrhlW yaur child Is In tfilo Pn;j*anw'7

Lht tfis name of ert {easl one aerson wAo can be cpntade,d
tn ass

case
lst in Pacanttt<Gling Y^ At loa^rt

1=n^argenGy Carrtacts: Patents e+nof ba lfafrd emar9ency con9arcis. renVgtaardlan cannot
In the event of an emerpac^ty nr Illr>ea' tf you unnort be raachW

- AnY ^se^ t^ I sr^^td Der âbla
ylld to

one person l;ssted must be within orte Aour of tt+s cantarRyort+e. able to r^ ^

be confacfad and should be at least 18 years of age-
Ndme

Name J,,Dp-F"`rrj e--r t 56-e.

^
Stete

5tttte ^-y y C^

^' 04
le h Number Relntionship to Chl

Telephone Number Retationship
to CRild

t

^`' wttere emer9en^Y ca'ttact can be reacf,oC Irapq^icab^el

cw^tat] capn beI rer °` ,' r"^•,^'^,tw^ Ollter r>un^
^Iher nurntae+s whe+>r eP+sr9e , f

C.^ ^

Na^a af Physklan or CEin' HosPKal

Slraet Addres!.-
J] L}

VL t ."1 r`- ^C"y
Exhibit K5

y,,n 4V.p, ►'l t,( 26,S ^+

t1 celt Phone
ParerrYs WorkFSchool Name Es S

ihe certterlltiorne requests contaGt

stste r Teleplwno Number
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Child's t+larne
^u .N

[
^oID j.rNT^^! L

Axcr l-^ pnditsons, and Food SuPPlements
careAllergies. SQecra Realth pr

hild has a eurrent heao ^ R'^m ldicaiion^ JFS 01236
ion, Provide tt-aadnlenl, ^e, g ive

FiEI in this sectlon ecajretely arld cnrrlprstely. Ptaase
note that if your c

u^^ ^ Administration of ltiteditation" must tae camPleted
sSatt to perform chlld sperafic care, such as: to monitor the condit the

^1vledlca31Phyeical Care P1an' or equivalent form and/or tt+e JFS 01217 'Rsq

ar,d t^e kept on ltle at ttle cwter ar type A home.

your child have any faod, t»edicaiion or environmentat aliergies?
(etre-k alt that apPN)

o Fnvironmental Please list and eXQlain:
Food q hAedication q

n Yes - c?,eck all that apply q

rnorlitc' ^'^ f^ s^ptoms' take aetK^n it a reaction c^ccurs, or
Does your child's aliergylatlergies require child care staff to

give mergency medication to your child? (check one)

t3ryo rf administerin9 medication, a JFS 01217

oYes - a JFS 01236 -rtedicallPhysical
Care Plan" or equivalent forrn ^Ittct

"Request for Administration of Medic.ation" must be GomPleted•

I healtfl os rrredical condition? (check one)
s your cfiild have a spet

- Naf
El Yes - please explain

heaitt, or tnedical conditian require ctiild care staff to perfortl't a pracedure, or perfa+m child specfic care
Does ^ special toms ot administer medication during child care hours? (check one)

chiid for syfnpsuch as: to monitor your
are Plan" or equivalentforrn and if adtninistering medication, a

JFS 0t217
elqo-

a JFS Ot236Yes "t^lledicaJJPhysical C
'Request for Administration of Medication' must be oornpleted.

lemerlt or rT+edical foad (such as eleclrayte solufin)?
(check one)

Is your child Curtently using any medicaion, food suPP

q Yes - please explain

if yes, does this medicartic>ti. food supplement. or r1'tedical fnod need tp be administered at the chitd care center/type A

home?
pNo leted and kept on file for each medication,

q Yes - a JFS 01217 "
Request far Administration of Medicabori' rnust be c^P

food supplement or medical food.
program does not administer any medirations.

y ild flave any dietary restricfions, incfuding those for medlcal, religious or cultural reasons?
(check orte}

Does this dietary restr'iction require a modified diet that eliminates aft tyQos of fluid milk or an entire food group?

q tJo
q

Yes - written iluiructions frorn the child's health care provider must be on the JFS 01217 "Re4uest for Adrrzinistrat3on of

Medication."

q N!A- child does not attend a full tirrle program.
...__ ^..+-^

R"

Nole' This ia a presCnt»d form *hich musl Ge used by >rentars and type A haMOS to ROA
t1r repiiramanls

of rules 5101:2-12-37 and 5701:2-13..37. Titis
-^^e ^d ^^ner nrhile the child is enrsslled. ^

tprm must Cb on file at the [ec^t2r or type A home m os Defore th9 dyld's first d^j d
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C^^'FII^ENTIAL
List any nfssory o, ^^►^+^ ^ ~ --T
personnel In an emergency sttuation.

such as fears. eaitlng or sieaptng^ b a. or

Li*t any artdttiqnal intormatlon ahout your d^11d ttult woutd t>e useCul for atAA to k11^^ st^^ be induded on the pr P ge-

f^^5, This information shouid not twe med_al or health relattd. as ttfal iniart^ldkyn

uts -l- ... °-.._.
N} [^!d if no, fil out the(

is your child toilet trained? q Yes (it yes, skip to Emergency Transportation Nrtt ►onzation seceon) 3'-

fottowing) ^ want child's diaper chetked according to ths
ttiours- please IndiCete If you your

The PrograrT''s pollcy Is to tt^eck-diapers every

centerltype A home's policy or another hours.

ram's schedule p t do not
agree, piease check my c3^itd's tEiaper everyr

^# r3gree witl't the prflg

Give etmkLLign to Transport

C; ter orType A lim'e NNW

has permissian to secure emergiency IIansporcauL+.,

my child in the event of an illness or injury which

requires emergency treatment. The emergency

transporiation service will determiRe the facitity to whic'h

my &iid will be transported.

pe^lssf^to Transport

Cantaf ar Type A Fkxna Name

doLDS not ha^e pemeission to sec.are err►ergency

trarspprtation tor my child in the event of an ilinsss or

injury vAtich requires esnergency trealment. I wish for the

following action to be taken:

pate

OR

I^
riot .

blgn
•^.

tJatesa^ 5. ra

Acknowtedgemfsnt of Poticies ai^rs ^^ ProceduresJhandbook. YeS q N°
I have reviewed and reoeived a oopy of the oentcr s or type

(check e) >^^

'IThis the adss^in'►str 10^ ^ h^^
tam: adEet bein9 ca^pteted and signed by the parentfguardian, mus4

be rr t^ program
made and at least annually. The pareint!

adrciinistr:totl+ies+gnee P^r to the child receiving care ARertt*
child is aqend 9

ile parentlguardian reviev^r and initial the fosrn when any ^VW
y^
^

^
hWe^^^ taetow to indicate wher^ ttie form was

gu^d^ the atiministratcx or designee shall initial ^d
date the form

last revieved. D ela
-hrantfGWOW

I1-
_

^e. psrer,yyuar^flan. Thta h to Indicsto 'aft .

` , at least annur^lty. afler k h9n troer► revt^^wd".b1t.. ^a ^Dlate s s^ew (orm• .
T^ ^ m:^^^!^^t ^ c3tanges.firs fi^idrd.. pjea
has smV

00 ^
^^e qr chsnqee hava Reen noRerf. lT ^gnlM1car!t .

ntie Initials Oata or Revlew
. . s A,ni n LstrIMKx1^'^ i9

of

nee
..--- ^

arentiGuardian tnitials Date o evtew

f^^^^ ^p ^,q^iremanls af rules 5701'2-12-37 and 51Q1.2-13^37

IiWe YtsiS is a pesrhbed fo'^'^^ must be
used by cenlers and type A ar^^ance and thossartef vwtvta the chdd is BntuEled-

fr.m rAUSt be on fie at it ►e Center or typB A home on or before the cfiiW'S lirst dQY
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Ari Jurado

From: Ari Jurado

5ent• Thursday, November 15, 2012 8:24 AM

To: Hernandez, Kathrine

Subject: Re: : r', ::• - today and tomorrow

Thank you for letting me see him, then if just for 15 mins.

A1

When will you be able to send something in writing to daycare so that i can see him for a few minutes at least in the

future?

Ari

On Nov 15, 2012 7:17 AM, "Ari Jurado" <arijurado ggualineconsulting.corn> wrote:

Hi Kathy,

As I mentioned yesterday, I was hoping to be able to Skype in the mornings since the window in the evenings is
rather small. Yesterday, the signal was so poor in the building at work, I am not sure if I was able to see him for more
than 5 minutes. Having a morning call will allow me to connect from a different location with better reception.

I also mentioned yesterday afternoon that I was going to try to fly into town to be able to see him this morning. You
said you were going to ask the daycare to see if it would be a problem if I stop by to see him (whether it is 15 mins or
1 hour max). Your idea of doing this tomorrow for his Dr. appointment is not a bad one, but I would have planned it
that way if I could. However, tomorrow we have milestones in the project that will not allow me to be gone for half
of the day. And based on the time of the dr. appointment and the flights available, I wouldnt be back until mid or late

afternoon.

Please now that I actually purchase my airline ticket last night less than I hour prior to the flight departure time (flight
left around 9:20p cst). Therefore, I really didn't have time to call you and confirm. By the time I landed, I tried
calling you and texting you but you were probably asleep (around l 1:30p).

In short, I am here in Columbus now and will be leaving in about 3 hours from now. I will be headed to the daycare
now but will hopefully talk to you on the phone before. If you allow me, I can stop by your house and help you
getting him ready so that I can spend a few minutes of quality time as you had let me do one or two times before.

If I don't hear from you, or if I do but you ask me not to stop by, I will then by outside of the daycare.

I hope something this simple doesn't escalate and become a big problem. I didn't want this small opportunity I have
,;,_

to see to go to waste. Please call me or reply

PS: about the dr. appointment tomorrow, is there a way that I can be on the phone during the dr. visit?

Thanks,

Ari
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Ari Jurado

From: brooksedgehilliard@yahoo.corn

Sent: Friday, November 16, 2012 11:09 AM
To: aristidesjurado@accenture.com

G. JuradoSubject:

Hi Ari. That is correct, we would need. some kind of authori.zation fromKathy. VVe allow family iziembers to visit
with either a phone call or a written note from the guardian, however, Kathy has informed us that she would write us a
note letting us know if anyone is able to visit " There is no paperwork or forms to submit if you are
visiting. The only requirement is that you show your ID when you come in the door. If you have any more questions,

feel free to give us a call or e-mail.

Jessica

From: "aristides.'urado accenture.com" <aristides.' urado accenture.com>
To: brooksed ehilliard ahoo.com
Cc: ari ourado ua{ineconsultin ,com
Sent: Thursday, November 15, 2012 4:47 PM
Subject: Re: G. Jurado

Hi Jessica and Danielle,

A 1

Thank you for answering my question earlier about the procedure Kathy and I f':: Jurado's parents) need to follow

in order to obtain authorization from his mom, who is currently the legal guardian by default, so that you can allow

me to see my son on-site.

To confirm your answer, all you require is for Kathy Hernandez to give you a call when she wants to allow me to see

my son.

Can you also confirrn that there is no paperwork for me to fill out or forms to submit?

Thanks,

Ari Jurado
Father of Gabriel Jurado

This message is for the designated recipient onEy and may contain privileged, proprietary, or othermse private information. if you have received it in error, please notify the

sender immediately and delete the oricJinak. Any other use of the e-mail by you is prohibited.

Where allowed by local law, electronic communications with Accenture and its affiliates, including e-mail and instant messagintd (including content), may be scanned by our

systems for the purposes of information security and assessment of internal compliance with Accenture policy.

htt :11www.accenture.coml
Here the daycare administrator, in writirrg, deniecl iVlr.
Jurado access to the facility and to visit his son, io
violation of state law and licensing rules.
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Release of a Child: Staff will only release children to persons authorized by the parents. If someone other

than a parent is picking up your child, you must notify Brooksedge in advance either by phone or in writing.

We must know the name of the person picking up your child even if the person is listed as an emergency

contact. Additionally, they will need to provide a picture ID. The children's safety is our first priority!

Brooksedge staff will not release a child to anyone who appears to be under the influence of drugs and/or

alcohol. Emergency contacts will be called to transport the child home. Police wift be notified if necessary.

Custody Agreements: If there are custody agreements involving your child, you must provide the center with

court ordered papers indicating who has permission to pick up the child. The center may not deny a parent

access to their child without proper documentation.

Child Abuse Reporting: All staff members are mandated reporters of suspected child abuse. This is the law. If

our staff suspects that a child is being abused or neglected, they MUST make a report to the local child

services agency. The safety of the children is our first concern.

School DeEays/Cancel[ations: Brooksedge will operate a full day program for school age childre wheAsIool

is closed for vacations, delays or cancellations. JIM%

Inclement Weather: On rare occasions, it may be necessary to close the center due to poor weather

conditions. We will make every effort to open our doors at the normal time; however, we will close for a Level

2 (or higher) Snow Emergency. If circumstances should arise, please watch for information on channels 4, 6,

10 and 28. Delay or closing information will also be available on radio stations Sunny 95, Oldies 107.9, Smooth

Jazz 104.3, WCOL 92.3 and 610 AM.

Withdraws: Parents who wish to withdraw their child(ren) may do so at any time. A one week notice in

writing is appreciated.

Parent/Employee Participation: Our center has an Open Door Policy. We invite you to drop in unannounced

at any time during our operating hours. Parents and employees alike are encouraged to participate in any of

the centers activities (music programs, field trips, parties). Rosters of parent names and phone numbers are

available upon request. If you do not want your information included in the parent roster, please notify the

administrator.

Concern/Compiaint Procedure: If any parent or employee requires assistance during their time at the center,

they are required to follow the chain of command that is in place. First bring any concerns to the attention of

your child's teacher. If you are unable to resolve any issue or feel uncomfortable communicating with your
child's teacher, please bring your issue to the attention of the Assistant Director or Director. If you are still not

satisfied with the resolution or feel that the situation needs the attention of the licensing agency, please feel

free to contact the Department of Job and Family Services at 1-866-886-3537, option 4.

Celebrations: At Brooksedge we like to celebrate holidays and birthdays. When your child has a birthday,

please feel free to send a treat to help celebrate. If your family celebrates a special holiday that your child

would like to share with us, please let us know and we will be happy to incorporate it into our day.

16
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Transcript of meeting (excerpt) with Action for Children on 09/09/2013

Participants:
Ms. Natalie Wallace, Action for Children
Ms. Stephanie Simonson, Action for Children

Mr. Glenn Harris, Action for Children

Mr. Aristides (Ari) Jurado

Mr. Harris: Ladies come on in and have a seat.

Ms. Wallace: I'm Natalie

Mr. Harris: This is Natalie and this is Stephanie.

Ms. Simonson: Nice to meet you.

L AIi

Mr. Harris: This is Mr. Ari. Mr. Ari I want to say that both Stephanie and Natalie have
limited amount of time, they have about 15 minutes with us.

Ari: Ok.

Mr. Harris: So if you have any precise, direct questions you want to ask them, please go

right ahead.

Ari: This i s about, um, the rules around open door policy,for daycare.parents. And, um;

denying access to,a par.ent.

Ms. Wallace: OK.

Ari: I haven't completely memorized them, but I have a good idea. Maybe I'm going to
give you a hypothetical scenario, ok: That one of the two parents is a custodial parent-
has full custody. The other parent is still a parent. There is no court order or paperwork,
no court order or paperwork. And it starts with both parents being in enrollment form
and both parents having access to the daycare facility. And one day the custodial parent,
just out of spite or whatever says Oh, I don't like you now... I'm going to remove your
access; I'm going to remove you as a parent from there. And then that happens. 2 weeks
later, Oh, 1 like you now, I'll add you now, and the daycare just--you know. So what... So
my question is the daycare just supposed to allow that parent to change that
information? To restrict, and basically to abuse that, or is there a specific rule that
prevents that from happening?

Ari: So for example here, my son gets enrolled on 9/24 and my name is there as his Dad;
and then on November something, 2 months later... To me this is equivalent to changing
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his last name without paperwork

Ms. Wallace: Is that white out? A new form? A1

Ari: On 11/5

Mr. Harris: That's what 2 months apart?

Ari: Yes. I had been going there already; and their policy is not as cumbersome as the

actual rule, but their simple policy says, um, we will not deny access to a parent and the
definition of a parent is unless proper court documentation, is. That is the simple,

you know, daycare center policy.

Ms. Wallace: Have you asked to see the child's file?

Ari: Yes, this came from the child's, my son's (file).

Ms. Wallace: From them?

Ari: Yes, this came from them.

Mr. Harris: Have they actually physically denied you access to see the child? Other than
this (enrollment) paperwork. Have you gone to see your child and they literally denied

you?

Mr. Harris: (Reading printed email from daycare administrator)

Mr. Harris: So I guess, to his question is there is no court documentation showing you

can't come in.

Ms. Wallace: They can't do that

Ms.Simonson: They can't do :that

Ari: I agree. I agree with you. When I finally found this on my own, that was almost 3
months later, I discuss with them and they were like: oh yes, you know, if your name is
in the birth certificate then we will let you in. And they had to, but 3 months later.

Mr. Harris: But for 3 months you were denied... Ari, it kind of sounds to me what you

are looking for is just validation that the course of action you are going... we would

agree with you. Yes, there is probably some... something goirig on somewhere as things

way they should be.
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FRANKLIN COUNTY COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
FRANKLIN COUNTY, OHIO

A.S, LECLAIR COMPANY, INC.,

Plaintiff,

V3.

ARISTIDES JURADO,

Defendant.

NOTICE D OSI ON

A3

PLEASF TAKE NOTICE that pursuant to a Subpoena iuces "("ecunk under Rule 45(A)

of the Ohio Rules of Civil Pxocedure, Plaintiff A.S. LeClair Coicnpany, Inc, wall:.takethe

depositiono£ Blythe Bethel, aas custodian of the records. The deponent is requested to produce

the items listed on the attached Subpoena Duces Tecum. The depositxon will be held on

Wedrtesday, November 20, 2013 at 10:00 a.m., at the +►ffices of Perez &Moz'ris LLC, located at

8000 Ravine's Edge Court, Suite 300, Columbus, Ohio 43235, before a notary public. The

deposition will continue from day to day until compketed and may be used in discovery and as

evidencc at the trial of the within action. In iieu of appearxag, the depouent may produce the

regluested documents to Perez & Morris LLC, 5000 Ravine's Edge Court, Suite 300,

Columbus, Ohio 43235 on or before November 20, 2013.

PE y & MORRIS LLC
^

3uan .I e I"e z (0030400)
jpere2@q)p erez-morr1s.com
Angela Alexander Savino (0060440)
asavino@perez-rnorris.com
8000 Ravine's Edge Court, Suite 300
Colurnbus, Ohio 43235
P: (614) 431-1500, F: (614) 431-3885
Attorneys for I''laintifj`"

I
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CER''.iFICATE IpF SERVICE

The undersigned hereby certifies that on October 28, 2013, a copy of the foregoing was served
upon U.S. Mail, postage pirepaid, and via electxcixue ztiail, on this date, upon Axistides Jurado,
3963 Easton Way, Columbus, Ohio 43219.

Ange.la A xancier Savino

A3j

2
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CCT-31-2013 11:28 From: To:2535071 Pase:4/E3

COURT OF COMMONS PLEAS, FRANKLIN COUNTY, OHIO

Subpoena - Civil

A.S. LeClait• Cpmpany, Inc. A3
Plauttiif/Aetitioner CaseNo. 13CV'10"01137$

-VS1AN! (Bxa.mpAc: tICV012345)

Aristildes Iurado
AcfendattLJILesponcEet±t

Tho State of Ohio
F tt County,
'Ib ^ Attorney ^ProceSS Server qShoriff af County, Ohio Greelings:

YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED TO SUBPOENA.'f>fE k'OLLOWINC NAMED PERSON,'fo w&,
Q Person Q Businesa 4g5 g=, b S#-t

Bothel
La6tNamc ! Busuerss Natne

Blythe NL
FirseNaute MidItat OFa[gxmtAor+

••"x***RETURi,I OF SERVICE^*^*
I received this subpoena on , and served the above party

by on

I was unable to complete service for the fnllawing reason:

ADn1^S t rr^ 3
Columbus OH 43215

CITIF STATE ZIP C.'pDE

To bc attd appear befora the Cou t o[Cottm,on Pleas oFthc County of Fraukrin, General Division 345 South High Street, Columbus, Ohio 43215, OR at

8006 Ravine's Ed e Ct. Ste. 300, Coiumbus Oh 43235 r^ll the 20 aay or ^`lovenr^ber zp 3 w,10:00 ^ of
t OCATI6P^ -

saia day in. courtrooln # ta:

ATTENA^ ANtT GIVE TESTCTvI'ONY AT A (TRIAL) (HEARING) (DEPOSITION) ON THE DATE, TtME ANO AT
qTHE PI.AGE SPECIFIED ABOVE.

TTEND AND PRODtrc;^ (DOCUMENTS) (ELECTRONICALLY STOREI INFORMATIOI^) (TANGIBLETHINGS) AT A(TRIAL) (HEARING)

^DEPOSITION) ON THE DATE, TtrwkE ANI] AT THE PLACE SPECIFLfiD ABOVE.

f RODUCE AND PSRMIT INSPECTION AND COPYING, ON THE DATE AJ^rD AT THE TIME AND PLACE SPEt;IFI,^sM ABOVE^, OF ANY
rESICNATEA DOCUMENTS OR ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION TNAT /1F,E JN YOUR POSSESSION, CUSTODY OR CONTROL.

RODUCE AND PERMLT INSPECTION AND COPYtNG, T.ESTING OR SAMPLtNG, ON THE DATE ANIi AT
^CHE TIME AND PLACE SPSCIFIED ABOVE, OF ANY TANGIBLE 7'HINGS TkAT ARE IN YOUR POSSESSION, CUSTODY OR CONTROL.

R1^ifTl:NTRY UPON THE FOLLOWING DESCRIBED LAND OR OTI^tER PROPERT^C, FOR TFrE PLrRPOSES D£SCI^fBED
^N

F.
CIV1L RULE. 34(,()(3J, ON THE DATE ANA AT THE TIME SPECIFIED ABOVE.

DESCi;ttt?Ti1N OF LAND OR OTHER PttElvtiSES:
pcd hcreta aeld i _,--D E 5 r , R I P " f 1 f 3 N b9-MMf;70 k3EPROAUCED: Scc E:ckuba A attac Ocoryoratcd hcrr.in bv (eCcreOtcE.

^0040660 Plaintiff
ISUPI^JVE COURT #) PL.AjN7'IFFIDEFEI^}^DANT OTHER (SPECI FY')

Witness my hand and seat of said court Maryetlen O'Shaughmessy, Clerk of Court of Commons Plt:as

I ^

sheriff's Fees

Servfce
Mileage
Copy
Totar

C4C-0R•7e (Rev. 3-2012)

Exhibit }C5

f'
STREE'r AODRBSS

Suite 220
ADDRESS LINE 2

8lgnature of Servrng Party
Chackonrr:Qtlaputy3trierifl QAttomey

DOroceSe Server Qoeputy Grsrk

iVOTE: READ ALL tN,FO.FtMA"r1ON ON't HX SECONTY PAGE O.FTIUS SUBPOENA.
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OCT-31-2013 11:28 From; To:2535071 Pase:5/6

CIVIL RULE 45 (C) PROTEGTION OF PERSONS SUBJFCT TO SUBPOENAS.

(1) A PARTY OR AN ATTORNEY RESPONSIBLE FOR THE ISSUANCE AND SERVICE OF A SUBPOENA SHALL KE RfiCTLE
STEPS TO AVOID 1MPOSiNG UNDUE BURDEN OR EXPENSE ON A PERSON SUB.IECT TO THAT SUBPOENA.

(2) (a) A PERSON COMMANDED TO PRODUCE UNDER DIVISIONS (A)(1)(B)(II), (11I), (IV), OR (V) OF THIS RULE
IN PERSON AT THE PLACE OF PRODUCTION OR INSPECTION UNLESS COMMANDED TO ATFEND AND GIVE TESTIMONY AT A DEPOSITION,

HEARINC,y, OR TRIAL.

(b) SUB,IECT TO DIVISION (D)(2) OF THIS RULE, A PERSON COMMANDEb TO PRODUCE UNDER DIVISIONS (A)(1)(B)(I1), (!li), (1V), OR
(V) OF THIS RULE MAY, WITHIN FOURTEEN DAYS AFTER SERVICE OF THE SUBPOENA OR BEFORE THE TIME SPECIFIED FOR
CaMPLIANCE IF SUCH TIME IS LESS THAN FOURTEEN DAYS AFTER SERVICE, SERVE UPON THE PARTY OR ATTORNEY DESIGNATED IN
THE SUBPOENA WRITTEN OBJECTIONS TO PRODUCTION, IF OBJECTlON IS MADE, THE PARTY SERVING THE SUBPOENA SHALL NOT BE
ENTITLED TO PRODUCTION EXCEPT PURSUANT TO AN ORDER OF THE COURT BY WHICH THE SUBPOENA WAS ISSUED. IF OBJECTION
HAS BEEN MADE, THE PARTY SERVING THE SUBPOENA, UPON NOTICE TO T}-!E PERSON COMMANDED TO PRODUCE, MAY MOVE AT ANY
TIME FOR AN ORDER TO COMPEL THE PRODUCTION. AN ORDER TO COMPEL PRODUCTION SHALL PROTECT ANY PERSON WHO IS NOT A
PARTY OR AN OFFICER OF A PARTY FROM SIGNIFICANT EXPENSE RESULTING FROM THE PRODUCTION COMMANDED.

(3) ON TIMELY MOTION, THE COURT FROM WHICH THE SUBPOENA WAS ISSUED SHALL QUASH OR MODIFY THE SUBPOENA, OR
ORDER APPFARANCE OR PRODUCTION ONLY UNDER SPECIFIED CONDITIONS, IF THE SUBPOENA DOES ANY OF THE FOLLOWING:

(a) FAILS TO ALLOW REASONABLE TIME TO COMPLY;

(b) REQUIRES DISCLOSURE OF PRIVILEGED OR OTHERWISE PROTECTED MATTER AND NO EXCEPTION OR WAiVER

APPLIES;
(t) REQUIRES DISCLOSURE OF A FACT KNOWN OR OPINION HELD BY AN EXPERT NOT RETAINED OR SPECIALLY

EMPLOYED BY ANY PARTY IN ANTICIPA'fION OF LITIGATION OR PREPARATION FOR TRIAL AS DESCRIBED BY CIV. R, 26(8)(4), IF THE FACT
OR OPINION DOES NOT DESCRIBE SPECIFIC EVENTS OR OCCURRENCES IN DISPUTE AND RESULTS FROM STUDY BY THAT EXPERT
THAT WAS NOT MADE AT Ti•IE REQUEST OF ANY PARTY;

(d) SUBJECTS A PERSON TO UNDUE BURDEN.

(4) BEFORE FILING A MOTION PURSUANT TO DIVISION (C^(3)(d) OF THIS RUl.S. A PERSON RESISTING DISCOVERY UNDER THIS
RULE SHALL ATTEMPT TO RESOLVE ANY CLAIM OF UNDUE BURD N THROUOaH DISCUSSIONS WITH THE ISSUING ATTORNEY. A MOTION
FILED PURSUANT TO DIVISION (C)(3)(d) OF THIS RULE SHALL BE SUPPORTED BY AN AFFIDAVIT OF THE SUBPOENAED PERSON OR A
CERTIFICATE OF THAT PERSON'S ATTORNEY OF THE EFFORTS MADE TO RESOLVE ANY CLAIM OF UNDUE BURDEN,

(b) IF A MOTION IS MADE UNDER DIVISION (C)(3)(C) OR (C)(3)(d) OF THIS RULE, THE COURT SHALL QUASH OR MODIFY THE
SUBPOENA UNLESS THE PARTY IN WHOSE BEHALF THE SUBPOENA IS ISSUED SHOWS A SUBSTANTIAL NEED FOR THE TESTIMONY OR
MATERIAL THAT CANNOT BE OTHERWISE MET WITHOUT UNDUE HARDSHIP AND ASSURES THAT THE PERSON TO WHOM THE SUBPOENA
IS ADDRESSED WILL CE REASONABLY COMPENSATED.

CIVIL RULE 45 {d) CUTIES IN RESPONDING TO SUBPOENA.

(1) A PFRSON RESPONDING TO A SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS SHALL, AT THE PERSON'S OPTION, PRODUCE THEM
AS THEY ARE KEPT IN THE USUAL COURSE OF BUSINESS OR ORGANIZED AND LABELED TO CORRESPOND WITH THE CATEGORIES IN
THE SUBPOENA. A PERSON PRODUCING DOCUMENTS OR ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION PURSUANT TO A SUBPOENA FOR
THEM SHAL1. PERMIT THE1R INSPECTION AND COPYING BY ALL PARTiES PRESENT AT THE TIME AND PLACE SET IN THE SUBPOENA FOR
INSPECTION AND COPYING.

(2) IF A REQUEST OOES NOT SPECIFY THE FORM OR FORMS FOR PRODUCING ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION, A
PERSON RESPONDING TO A SUBPOENA MAY PRODUCE THE INFORMATION IN A FORM OR FORMS IN WHICH THE INFORMATION IS
ORDINARILY MAINTAINED IF THAT FORM IS REASONABLY USEABLE, OR IN ANY FORM THAT IS REASONABLY USEABLE, UNLESS
ORDERED BY THE COURT OR AGREED TO BY THE PERSON SUBPOENAED, A PfwRSON RESPONDING TO A SUBPOENA NEED NOT
PRODUCE THE SAME ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION IN MORE THAN ONE FORM.

(3) A PERSON NEED NOT PROVIDE DISCOVERY OF ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION WHEN THE PRODUCTION
IMPOSES UNDUE BURDEN OR EXPENSE. ON MOTION TO COMPEL DISCOVERY OR FOR A PROTECTIVE ORDER, THE PEP,SON FROM
WHOM ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION IS SOUGHT MUST SHOW THAT THE INFORMATION IS NOT REASONABLY ACCESSiBLE
BECAUSE OF UNC?UE BURDEN OR EXPENSE. IF A SHOWING OF UNDUE BURDEN OR EXPENSE IS MADE, THE COURT MAY NONETHELESS
ORDER PRODUCTION OF ELECTRONICALLY STORED iNFORMATION IF THE REqUESTING PARTY SHOWS GOOD CAUSE, THE COURT
SHALL CONSIDER THE FACTORS IN CIV. R, 26(13)(4) WHEN DETERMINING iF GOOD CAUSE. E?CISTS. IN ORDERING PRODUCTION OF
ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION, THE COURT MAY SPECIFY THE FORMAT, EXTENT, TIMING, ALLOCATION OF EXPENSES AND
OTHER CONDITIONS FOR THE DISCOVERY OF THE ELECTRONICALLY STORED 1NFORMATION,

(4) WHEN INFORMATION SUBJECT TO A SUBPOENA iS WETHHELD ON A CLAIM THAT IT IS PRIVILEGED OR SUBJECT TO
PROTECTION AS TRIAL PREPARATION MATERIALS, THE CLAIM SHALL BE MADE EXPRESSLY AND SHALL BE SUPPORTED BY A
DESCRIPTION OF THE NATURE OF THE DOCUMENTS, COMMUNICATIONS, OR THINGS NOT PRODUCED THAT IS SUFFICIENT TO ENA9LE

THE DEMANDING PARTY TO CONTEST THE CLAIM.

(5) IF INFORMATION IS PRODUCED IN RESPONSE TO A SUBPOENA THAT IS SUBJECT TO A CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE OR OF PROTECTION AS
TRIAL-PREPARATION MATERIAL, THE PERSON MAKING THE CLAIM MAY NOTIFY ANY PARTY THAT RECEIVED THE INFORMATION OF THE CLAIM
AND THE BASIS FOR IT. AFTER BEING NOTIFIED, A RECEIVING PARTY MUST PROMPTLY RETURN, SEQUESTER, OR DESTROY THE SPECiFIED
INFORMATION AND ANY COPIES WITHIN THE PARTY'S POSSESSION, CUSTODY OR CONTROL. A PARTY MAY NOT USE. OR DISCLOSE THE
INFORMATION UNTIL THE CLAIM IS RESOLVED. A RECEIVING PARTY MAY PROMPTLY PRESENT THE INFORMATION TO THE COURT UNDER SEAL
FOR A DETERMINATION OF THE CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE OR OF PROTECTION AS TRIAL-PREPARATION MATERIAL, IF THE RECEIVING PARTY
LtiSL^LOSED THE INFORMATION BEFORE BEING NOTIFIED, IT MUST TAKE REASONABLE STEPS TO RETRIEVE IT, THE PERSON WHO PRODUCED
THE INFORMATION MUST PRESERVE THE INFORMATION UNTIL THE CLAIM IS RESOLVED.
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A3
Produce or permit inspection and copying, of the fillowing documents or electronically stored

information which are not privileged in your possession, custody or control:

1. All transcripts of any kind including but not limited to hearings, depositions,

administrative meetings or reviews (collectively, "Transcr. ipts"), fiti.ngs, pleadings,

motions, ahd 6khibits pertaaning to the action filed in Franklin County Domestic

Relations and Juvenile Branch Court, titled Kathy, .F,l'ernandez v. Arfstides jurada, and

iderrtif"iied as Case No. i 2-:TU 11-.14479 :(the "A.ction").

2. All communications of any kind including letters, notes, summaries, logs, phone

messages and recordings, electronic mail messages, text messages, Twitter messages,
Facebook postings and messages, instagrams, snapshop rnessages or any other fbrm of
social media communications (collectively, "Communications"), photographs,

surveillance and audio recordings (collectively, "Recordings"), docwments, notes,

summaries, evaluations, zepozts inciuding but not limited to psychological repozts;

recotzam.endalions, and any other documents relating to the Action and/or A.zistides

Jurado, from Jauly 10, 2011 to.present.

3, All Transcripts, Recordings, Communications, documents, investigations, notes,

evaluations, complaints, claims, and reports involving or relating to Brooksedge Day

Care Center located at 2185 Hilliard Rome Road, Hilliard, Ohio 43026 from July 10,

2012 to present,

4. All documents, Recordin,gs, Transci'ipts, Commwnications, nates, sumtnajries or other.
documents relatzng.to or involving Axistides Iurado's attempts to remove and/nr move his
son from Brooksedge Day Care Center.from. July 10, 2012. to present.

5. All documents, Communications, Transcripts, Recordings, decisions, notes, summaries,

reports, claims, complaints, allegations, and demands relating to claims, complaints,
allegations, incidents alleged by Aristides Jurado against the guardian ad litem, counsel,

medical and/or psychological professionals involved in any manner with the Action,

Kathy Hernandez and/or Jurado.

6. All Recordings, Communications, documents incident and/or accident reports, charges,
complaints, allegations, police reports, of concerns raised which relate to Jurado
including any and all concerns about failure to thrive, abuse, neglect, parental access and
custody, feedings, daily reportings fioxn care givers, falls or incidents from July 10, 2012

to present_
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FRANKLIN COUNTY COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
FRANKLIN COUNTY, OHIO

A.S. LECLAIR COMPANY, INC.
D/BIA BROOKSEDGE DAY CARE
CENTER-HILLIARD,

Plaintiff,

vs.

ARISTIDES JURADO,

Defendant.

CASE NO. 13CV-011378

A4

JUDGE TIMOTHY S. HORTON

Pursuant to Civ. R. 33, 34 and 36, Plaintiff A.S. LeClair Company, Inc. dlb/al

Brooksedge Day Care Center-Hilliard ("Brooksedge") hereby submits its First Set of

Interrogatories, Request for Production of Documents, and Request for Admissions to Defendant

Aristides Jurado ("Mr. Jurado"). The Interrogatories, Request for Production and Request for

Admissions shall be answered in accordance with the Ohio Rules of Civil Procedure within 28

days after service hereof.

INSTRUCTIONS

l. All information is to be divulged that is in your possession or control or within the

possession or control of your attorneys, employees, officers, agents or other representatives.

2. Whether an interrogatory or request calls for an answer in more than one part, each

part should be clearly separated in the responses so that each answer is understandable.

3. All answers must be made separately and fully; an incomplete answer will be

regarded as a failure to answer.
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4. You are under a continuing duty to supplement or modify your answers should you

later learn or determine that any response is incomplete or inaccurate, or should any new or

additional information become available to you that is responsive to any of these interrogatories.

5. If an interrogatory requests certain "documents" to be "identified", in lieu of

providing such written identifications, Defendant may elect instead to produce the requested

document. If this election is made, it should be so noted in response to the interrogatory, the

custodian of the document should be identified in response to the interrogatory, the document

should be produccd at the time the answers to the interrogatories are served, and the document

should be labeled so that it clearly refers to the interrogatory to which it replies.

6. State whether the information furnished is within the personal knowledge of the

person answering and if not, the name, if knowing, of each person to whom the information is a

matter of personal knowledge.

7. If any identification of a document is withheld under the claim or privilege or work

product, furnish a list identifying each document for which the privilege or work product is claimed,

together with the following information for each such document: date, sender, recipient, persons to

whom copies were furnished, job title of each of these persons, subject matter or other document,

number of pages, the basis on which the privilege or work product is claimed, the interrogatory

number to which the document responds, and whether any matter that is not privileged or not work

product is discussed in that document.

DEFINITIONS A4

1. "You," "your," andlor "Mr. Jurado" means Aristides Jurado.

2. "Brooksedge" and/or "Plaintiff' means A.S. LeClair Company, Inc. d/blal

Brooksedge Day Care Center-Hilliard.
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3. "Ms. Hernandez" means Kathy Hemandez, the Infant's mother.

4. "OCRC" means the Ohio Civil Rights Commission.

5. "ODJFS" means the Ohio Department of Job and Family Services.

6. "FCCS" mean the Franklin County Children Services.

7. "EEOC" means the Equal Employer Opportunity Commission. A4

8. "Infant" shall mean Mr. Jurado's son born on July 10, 2012.

9. "Daily Sheet" and/or "Daily Sheets" shall mean the daily log sheets created by

Brooksedge concerning Infant's feedings, naps, diaper changes and activities of the relevant day.

10. "Charges" shall mean any and all formal, informal, anonymous or identified, oral,

written complaints, charges, calls, claims and allegations made to any governmental agency,

administration, municipality, the Court, an officer appointed by the Court, or an appointee of the

Court.

11. As used herein, the term "person" shall mean all natural persons and entities

including, without limiting the generality of the foregoing, any individual, firm, corporation,

company, association, partnership, business, public agency, department, bureau, board, or any other

form of public, private or legal entity.

12. The term "document(s)" is used in its customary broad sense and includes all

written, typed, printed, recorded or graphic statements, communications or other matter, however

produced or reproduced, and whether or not now in existence, in your possession, custody or

control, including without limitation:

all writings; studies; analyses; tabulations; evaluations; reports; reviews;
agreements; contracts; communications; including intracompany
communications; letters or other correspondence; messages; telegrams; e-
mails; facsimile communications; telexes; cables; memoranda; records;
notes; reports; summaries; sound recordings or transcripts of personal or
telephone conversations; mobile texts, meetings; conferences or
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interviews; telephone toll records; diaries; desk calendars; appointme t
books; forecasts; accountants' work papers; drawings; graphs; chart ;A4
maps; diagrams; blueprints; tables; indices; pictures; photographs; film
phonograph records; video and audio recordings, tapes; microfilm;
microfiche; charges; ledgers; accounts; cost sheets; financial statements or
reports; statistical or analytical records; minutes or records of board of
directors, committee or other meetings or conferences; reports or
summaries of investigations; opinions or reports or summaries of
investigations; opinions or reports of consultants; appraisals; reports or
summaries of negotiations; books; brochures; pamphlets; circulars; trade
letters; press releases; newspaper and magazine clippings; stenographic,
handwritten or any other notes; notebooks; projections; working papers;
checks, front and back; check stubs or receipts; invoice vouchers; tape data
sheets or data processing cards and discs or any other written, recorded,
transcribed, punched, taped, filed or graphic matter, however produced or
reproduced; and any other document, writing or other data compilation of
whatever description, including but not limited to any information
contained in any computer although not yet printed out or the memory
units containing such data from which information can be obtained or
translated into reasonable usable form, and all drafts and non-identical
copies of the foregoing.

13. The term "document" shall also mean each copy which is not identical to the

original or to any other copy.

14. "Communication" as used herein means any contact, oral or written, formal or

informal, at any time or place, and under any circumstances whatsoever, in which information of

any nature was transmitted or transferred.

15. As used herein, the term "identify" or "identity" means:

(a) as to a person, the full name of the individual, his/her present or last known

residence and business address, his/her present or former relationship with Plaintiff or Defendant,

and his/her present or last known job description;

(b) as to a document, a description of the document, the date of the document, the author

of the document, the nature and substance of the document, the present location of the document,

and the identity of the person who has possession or control of the document.
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16. "Identify" or "identification" when used in reference to a cornmunication or contact

shall mean to indicate whether it was oral or written, and to identify each person who sent, received,

or had knowledge of it.

17. "Identify" shall mean, with respect to any act, to describe the act, to set forth the date

(or inclusive dates) when it occurred, to set forth the place or places where it occurred, and to

identify each person whose activities resulted in the act.

18. "Describe with particularity" means to state with specificity each and every fact,

ultimate fact, particular circumstance, circumstance, incident, act, omission, detail, event and date,

and to identify each and every document or communication relating thereto or in any way

whatsoever concerning the matter inquired of.

19. As used herein, the terms "and" and "or" are used interchangeably; both mean

"and/or".

20. As used herein, the terms "any" and "all" are used interchangeably; both mean "any

and all".

INTERROGATORIES

1. Identify all persons answering these Interrogatories or assisting in answering the

same.

ANSWER: A4

2. Identify all persons known to Defendant to have any knowledge of the allegations

made in the Complaint and Answer, and for all such persons provide a summary of the facts

known by them.

ANSWER:
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3. Describe with particularity all efforts and activities by you to gain custody and/or

parenting rights of Infant.

ANSWER:

4. I.7escribe with partict2larity when and in what man.ner, the Court granted you.

custodial and parent rights of the Infant..

ANSWER:

5. Describe with particularity communications with and from Brooksedge about

your being denied access to Infant while he was at Brooksedge, including all dates of such

communications and all persons involved with any such communications.

ANSWER:

6. State with specificity all dates when you were denied access to Infant while Infant

was at Brooksedge.

ANSWER:

7. Describe with particularity all events that occurred during your visit with Infant at

Brooksedge on the afternoon of July 2, 2013, including all persons you encountered andlor had

conversations with during your visit, including the content of any such discussions andlor

communications.

ANSWER:
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8. Describe with specificity, all communications made and received by you on July

3, 2013 concerning your visit of July 2, 2013, the July 2, 2013 daily log sheet concerning Infant

(the "Daily Sheet"), and/or your concerns regarding the visit and/or Daily Sheet.

gmill-F
ANSWER: A4

9. Identify any and all Charges you have made andlor filed with the ODJFS in the

last 10 years, including the parties against whom such Charges were made, the subject of the

Charges and the outcome of any such Charges.

ANS W ER:

10. State with particularity all facts which support your Charges filed with ODJpS,

which in any manner concern Brooksedge, including but not limited to activities, events, or

incidents occurring at Brooksedge or in any manner involve Brooksedge's staff and/or Infant.

ANSWER:

11. Identify all persons you have spoken with at ODJFS concerning your Charges

identified in Interrogatory No. 10 above.

ANSWER:

12. State with particularity all communications andlor discussions you had with

Brooksedge's staff, including but not limited to the Co-Director Amy LeClair, about the Charges

identified in Interrogatory No. 10 above, including but not limited to any efforts to mediate the

same.
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:

ANSWER:

EA4i
13. Identify any and all Charges you have submitted, made to or filed with the OCRC

since January 1, 2011 to present, including the date of such charges, the person whom the

charges were against and the outcome of all such charges.

ANSWER:

14. State with particularity all facts that support your Charges filed with OCRC,

which in any manner concern Brooksedge, including but not limited to activities, events, or

incidents occurring at Brooksedge, or in any manner involving Brooksedge's staff and/or Infant.

ANSWER:

15. Identify all persons with OCRC who you have spoken with concerning your

Charges identified in Interrogatory No. 14 above.

ANSWER:

16. Identify any and all Charges you have submitted, made to or filed with the

Columbus Public Health Department in the past 10 years, including the date of such charges, the

person whom the charges were against and the outcome of all such charges.

ANS W ER:

17. State with particularity all facts that support your Charges made to the Columbus

Public Health Department, which in any manner concern Brooksedge, including but not limited
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to activities, events, or incidents occurring at Brooksedge, or in any manner involving

Brooksedge's staff and/or Infant.

ANSWER:

A4

18. Identify all persons with Columbus Public Health Department who you have

spoken with concerning your Charges identified in Interrogatory No. 17 above.

ANSWER:

19. Identify any and all Charges you made and/or filed with any court(s), including

but not limited to the common pleas, municipal, small claims, civil, criminal, domestic and/or

juvenile divisions, in the past 10 years, including the date of such charges, the person whom the

Charges were against and the outcome of all such matters.

ANSWER:

20. Identify any and all Charges you made to the Infant's guardian ad litem since

January 1, 2011 to present, including the date of such Charges and the outcome of all such

matters.

ANSWER:

21. State with particularity all facts that support your Charges submitted, made to or

filed with the Infant's guardian ad litem which in any manner concern or involve Brooksedge,

Brooksedge's staff andlor Infant.

ANSWER:

Exhibit K5 40 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB



Franklin County Ohio Clerk of Courts of the Common Pleas- 2014 Feb 18 10:20 AM-12JU014479

22. Identify any and all Charges you have submitted, made to or filed with the FCCS

in the past 10 years, including the date of such Charges, the person whom the Charges were

against and the outcome of all such Charges.

ANSWER: A4

23. State with particularity all facts that support your Charges made to FCCS which

in any manner concern Brooksedge, including but not limited to activities, events, or incidents

occurring at Brooksedge, or in any manner involving Brooksedge's staff and/or Infant.

ANSWER:

24. Identify a1l persons with FCCS who you have spoken with concerning your

Charges identified in Interrogatory No. 23 above.

ANSWER:

25. Identify any and all Charges you submitted, made to or filed with the EEOC in the

past 10 years, including the date of such charges, the person whom the charges were against and

the outcome of all such charges.

ANSWER:

26. State with particularity all facts that support your Charges submitted to, made

andlor filed with EEOC which in any manner concern Brooksedge, including but not limited to

activities, events, or incidents occurring at Brooksedge, or in any manner involving
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Brooksedge's staff andlor Infant.

AN S WER: A4

27. Identify all persons with EEOC who you have spoken with concerning your

Charges identified in Interrogatory No. 26 above.

ANSWER:

28. State with particularity all communications and/or discussions with Brooksedge's

staff, including but not limited to the Co-Director Amy LeClair about your Charges submitted,

made and/or filed with the OCRC, Columbus Public Health Department, FCCS, EEOC,

including the dates of all such communications, the particulars of the discussions and all persons

present during such communications.

ANS W ER:

29. Have you ever been involved in litigation as a party, other than this lawsuit; and,

if so, specify the court(s), case caption and case number of each lawsuit in which you have been

involved.

ANSWER:

30. State your employment/work history during the past 10 years to present including

but not limited to consultation arrangements, employments, personal businesses, and the dates of

all such work and your responsibilities and assigntnents during all such time.

ANSWER:
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31. Identify any and all psychiatrists, psychologists, counselors, licensed social

workers, certified counselors andlor any other ancillary medical or psychological professionals

that you have been evaluated by and/or treated with, in the last three (3) years.

ANSWER:

32. Identify all documents relied upon in answering these Interrogatories.

ANSWER:

A4

33. Identify all persons whom you expect to call as witnesses at the trial of this case,

including all expert and factual witnesses.

ANSWER:

34. State with particularity all trial testimony anticipated from any and all witnesses

identified in Interrogatory No. 32 above, including factual and expert witnesses.

ANSWER:

35. Please identify all documents, exhibits and tangible objects you intend to use as

evidence at trial.

ANSWER:
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VERIFICATION

I,

A4

do hereby affirm under oath that the responses to the foregoing

First Set of Interrogatories of Plaintiff A.S. LeClair Company, Inc. d/b/a/ Brooksedge Day Care

Center-Hilliard are true and accurate according to my personal knowledge.

Sworn and subscribed to me this day of , 2014

Notary Public
My commission expires
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DOCUMENTS TO BE PRODUCED

l. All documents relied upon in answering the foregoing Interrogatories. A4

2. All Court ftlings and discovery exchanged.by the parties involved with your ch.ildcustody

dispute(s) concerning Infar►t.

3. All documents relating to or involving any of the allegations contained in the Amended

Complaint and Answer to the Amended Complaint.

4. All communications with Brooksedge and/or Brooksedge's staff concerning Infant,

continuation and termination of day care services, any of the Charges filed, made with or

submitted to ODJFS, OCRC, FCCS, Columbus Public Health Department and EEOC, including

without limitation, all drafts, correspondence, notes, e-mails, faxes, Daily Sheets, incident

reports, memoranda and communications concerning the Infant's day care.

5. All doc.uments conc erning communications with t.he guardiaiz ad litem, i.n. cluding without

limitation, all drafts, correspondence, notes, memoranda and communications concerning the

Infant's removal from Brooksedge.

6. All documents con.cerning communications with the ODJFS, including without limitation,

all drafts, correspondence, notes, memorandum and communications concerning complaints filed

against Brooksedge.

7. All documents concerning communications with the OCRC, including without limitation,

all drafts, correspondence, notes, memorandum and communications concerning charges filed

against Brooksedge.

8. All documents concerning communications with the Columbus Public Health Department,

including without limitation, all drafts, correspondence, notes, memoranda and communications

concerning charges filed against BroolCsedge.
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9. All documents concerningcornrrmunications with the Franklin County Children's Services,

including without licnitations, all drafts, coi-respondence, notcs, memoranda and communication.s

concerning complairtts filed against Brooksedge and its employees.

10. All documents concerning communications with the EEOC, including without A4

limitations, all drafts, correspondence, notes, memoranda and communications concerning

complaints filed against Brooksedge and its employees.

11. All docu^ients concerning or evidencing any cornmunications be0,Neen vou and M. s:

Hernandez a•egarding infaizt's day care ai-i•angemetits or your desire for lnfant to be moved from

Brooksedge to a day care center ot: yout• choosing:

12. All documents suffcienl to ideiitifv all doctoz•s and other medical providers and facilities

whichhave provided iiiedical care to the Infant, together with the addresses atzd.phoncnumbeirs

forall such.doctors, tnedical.prvviders arid. facilities.

13. All photographs, recordings, snapchats, text messages, instagrams, twitter messages,

facebook messages, documents and/or communications concerning Brooksedge, activities in or

about Brooksedge, any allegations contained in the Amended Complaint andlor your Answer to

the Amended Complaint, including any such information obtained and stored on your mobile

phone, recording device, computers and/or any other device.

14. All documents relating to any and all treatments and/or evaluations with the professionals

identified in Interrogatory No. 31 served herewith. In lieu of producing all such documents,

Defendant may duly exercise the authorization attached hereto in Exhibit A and provide the

originally signed authorization to Plaintiff's counsel. A copy of all documents received in

response to the authorization will be made reasonably available to Defendant's counsel.

15. All documents and exhibits you intend to introduce at trial or hearing.
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16. All opinions of any expert you intend to call to testify at trial.

A4REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS

1. Admit that at the time Ms. Hernandez enrolled the Infant into Brooksedge you were not the

Infant's legal guardian. Admit or Deny?

AN S WER:

2. Admit that you attempted to have the Infant moved from Brooksedge to care of your

choosing. Admit or Deny?

ANSWER:

3. Admit that you filed claims, charges and complaints concerning Brooksedge with the

OCRC, ODJFS, Columbus Public Health Department, the guardian ad litem, and the Franklin

County Children's Services. Admit or Deny?

ANSWER:

4. Admit that you received Daily Sheets from Brooksedge. Admit or Deny?

AN S WER:

5. Admit that on July 2, 2013, you came to Brooksedge and visited Infant, and during the

visit you fed Infant. Admit or Deny?

ANSWER:

6. Admit that you questioned the Brooksedge staff about the July 2, 2013 Daily Sheet. Admit
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or Deny?

ANSWER: A4

7. Admit that you told the Brooksedge staff that attorneys would have to get involved over

information contained in the July 2, 2013 Daily Sheets. Admit or Deny?

ANSWER:

8. Admit that you told the co-director of Brooksedge that certain staff should be careful as

their actions were under scrutiny. Admit or Deny?

ANSWER:

9. Admit that you took photographs on your phone of Brooksedge's premises without

authorization. Admit or Deny?

ANSWER:

10. Admit that your "end game" was to have custody of Infant. Admit or Deny?

ANSWER:

11. Admit that your "end game" was to have Infant removed from Brooksedge. Admit or Deny?

ANSWER:

Exhibit K5 48 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB



Franklin County Ohio Clerk of Courts of the Common Pleas- 2014 Feb 18 10:20 AM-12JU014479

Juan Jose Perez (0030400)
jperez Aperez-morris.com
Angela Alexander Savino (0040660)
asavino(cr^^erez-morris.com

4 PEREZ & MORRIS LLC
8000 Ravine's Edge CourtEm
Columbus, Ohio 43235
Telephone: (614) 431-1500
Facsimile: (614) 431-3885
Attorneysfor A.S. LeClair Company, Inc.
dba Brooksedge Day Care Center-Hilliard

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

This is to certify that a copy of the foregoing was sent by first class U.S. mail, postage

pre-paid, on this 10th day of January, 2014 to Keith Golden and Adam H. Karl, Golden &

Meizlish Co., LPA, 923 East Broad Street, Columbus, Ohio 43205.

Angela Alexander Savino

Exhibit K5 49 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODG, FCCPCJB



Franklin County Ohio Clerk of Courts of the Common Pleas- 2014 Feb 18 10:20 AM-12JU014479

EXHIBIT A A4
HIPAA COMPLIANT AUTHORIZATION FORM PURSUANT TO 45 CFR 164.508

Name of Patient: Medical Record #

Date of Birth: Approximate Dates of Treatment: Social Security #:

Phone # Patient Address:

I. I authorize the following health care provider or facility TO DISCLOSE my patient information:

Name:

Address:

2.

3.

I authorize the following person or organization TO RECEIVE my patient information:

Name: PEREZ & MORRIS LLC

Address: 8000 Ravine's Edge Court Suite 300 Columbus , Ohio 43235

Please disclose the following information:

History and Physical
Discharge Summary
Treatment Plans
Radiology and Lab
Reports
Diagnostic Test
Reports & Images
Insurance Records
Pathology Reports
& specimens

Physician's Notes/Office
Notes
Psychological Evaluation
Educational Reports
Psychosocial History
Consultation Reports
Billing/Account Records
Operative Reports
Progress Notes
All computer entries, notes &
emails

Correspondence
Regarding Patient
HIV/AIDS Results
Medication records
Clinical Notes
Therapy notes
Emergency Room
Treatments
Patient forms &
questionnaires

4. 1 understand that my record may include information about my alcohol or drug use, dependence, or

treatment.

5. Please indicate the purpose of the disclosure of your patient records: Pursuant to pending litiaation.

6. I understand that if the authorized recipient of this information is not a health care provider or health plan
covered by federal privacy regulations, the information he/she received will no longer be protected by these
regulations, and the recipient may re-disclose the information. However, the recipient may be prohibited
from disclosing substance abuse information under the Federal Substance Abuse Confidentiality

Requirements.

7. I understand that the information in my health record may include information relating to sexually
transmitted disease, acquired immune deficiency syndrome (AIDS), information concerning testing or
treatment of AIDS and AIDS-related conditions, drug or alcohol abuse, human immunodeficiency virus
(HIV), drug-related conditions, alcoholism and/or psychiatric/psychological conditions, including
specifically, but not limited to, those records contemplated by 42 U.S.C. ss 290dd-2, 42 U.S.C. ss 290dd-3
and 42 U.S.C. ss 290ee-3.

8. I understand that I may revoke this authorization in writing at any time by sending a written revocation of
authorization to the health care provider or facility designated above. I understand that my revocation is
not effective to the extent that action has been taken in reliance on this authorization. However, my
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revocation will be effective from the date of revocation forward. This authorization shall expire one (1)

year from the date I sign below.

9. I understand that I have the right to inspect a copy of my Protected Health Information to be used and/or
disclosed as permitted under federal and/or state law. I understand that I have the right to refuse to sign this
authorization and in so doing, this authorization will not be effective. I understand that the organization or
individual identified above cannot condition treatment, payment, enrollment or eligibility for benefits on
whether I sign this authorization.

10. I expressly request that all health plans and all health care providers disclose full and complete protected
medical information spanning the time period of BIRTH to PRESENT:

Signature of Patient or Representative Date

Patient's Name Name of Personal Representative (if applicable)

A4
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MARYELLEN O'SHAUGHNESSY

FRANKLIN COUNTY CLERK OF COURTS

DOMESTIC RELATIONS AND JUVENILE, COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

Case Style:
KATHY J HERNANDEZ -VS- ARISTIDES JURADO

FILINGS TO BE SCHEDULED:

MOTION Filed: 2014-02-18

PROPOSED FILINGS TO BE SCHEDULED:

Case No. 12JU014479

NOTICE OF HEARING
The foregoing motion(s) will come on for hearing in the Court of Common Pleas, Juvenile on 03/13/2014 at

1:30 PM in courtroom 65 on floor 6 at: 373 South High Street, Columbus, Ohio 43215

ATTORNEY SC #
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Franklin County Court of Common Pleas

Date: 02-21-2014

Case Title: KATHY J HERNANDEZ -VS- ARISTIDES JURADO

Case Number: 12JU014479

Type: NOTICE OF HEARING

So Ordered

Hearing Set by Assignment

Electronically signed on 2014-Feb-21 page 2 of 2
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INWORTANT NOTICE - READ TI-IIS INFORMATIOlV'^****

NOTICE OF ELE-C''rKONIC FILING

A filing has been subntitted to the court RE: 12JU014479

Judge: TERRI B JAMISON

Magistrate: JILL A MATTHEWS

Official Flle Stamp (except Proposed Orders): 03-03-2014 15:00:15

Court: COURT OF COMMON PLEAS DOMESTIC RELATIONS DIVISION

Case Title:

JUVENILE DIVISION

KA"I'I-IY J HERNANDEZ -VS- ARISTIDES Jj_IRADO

Docan►ent(s) Submitted:
REQUEST FOR SERVICE - CERTIFIED MAIL Re Hearing Scheduled for

03/13/2014 for Respondent's Motions fiiled on 02/18/2014

Filed by or on behalf of: ARISTIDES JURADO

You may review this filing by clicking on the foIlowing link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the Court's e-Filing system.

The following people vwere served electronically:

ERIKA M SMITIIERIVIAN for KATHY J HERNANDEZ

RONALD R PETROFF for KATHY J HERNANDEZ

JILL A MATTITEWS

MELINDA S CARLSON, ESQ
7,M

BLYTHE M BETHEL for s:a.,. . G JURADO

ARISTLDES JURADO

The following people have not been served electronically by the Court. Therefore, they must be served by traditional

means:

ERIKA M SMITHERMAN

RONALD R PETROFF

KEITH E GOLDEN

ERIKA M SMITHERMAN

KEITH E GOLDEN

QUALINE INC

BLYTI IE M BETHEI..

BLYTHE M BETHEL

https:llefiling.tkf%RcRgityohio.ga,inotifjd4251751notification.html?pageAction-Do^gloadNofsficatian8notiW-04ig-ggx rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB 1/2
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RONALD R PETROFF

BLYTHE M BETHEL

BLYTBE M BE'I'1 EL

RONALD R PETROFF

BANK OF AMERICA

BLYTHE BETHEL

https:llefiling.tWNAMfWtyohio.gownoW4251751notification.html?pageAction=do"loadNoEification&noUW-g48M-tA;x rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB 212
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OA2 6fl - M61 COURT OF COMMONS PLEAS, FRANKLIN COUNTY, OHIO

Hernandez
Plaintiff/Petitioner Case No. 12JU014479

-V S/AND (Example: 11 DR012345)

AriStides Jurado oiVit Fee The STATE ex rel., JURADO v. ODC, FCCPCJB

DefendanUPetitioner EXhIbit Li
The State of Ohio
Franklin County, ss
To qAttorney qProcess Server n Sheriff of Franklin County, Ohio Greetings:

YOU ARE HEl2EBY COMMANDED TO SUBPOENA THE FOLLOWING NAMED PERSON, To wit:
(a) Person (7Business

Bethel
I.,ast 'Jame ! Business Name

Blythe

F`prst Name Mid.6nit Designation

495 SOUTH HIGH STREET

STREET ADDRESS

SUITE 220
ADDRESS LINE 2

ADDRESS LINE 3

COLUMBUS OH 43215-00,
CITY STAw ZIP CODE

To be and appear before the Court of Conunon Pleas of the County of Franklin, Domestic Relations Division and Juveni[e Dranch, 373 South Siigh Street, Columbus, Ohio 43215, OR at

373 South F-Iigh Street, Columbus, Ohio 43215 _ oit the _ 13day of March
IACATION

said day in courtroom # 65 to:

Subpoena - Division of Domestic Relations and Juvenile Branch

Fvl ATTEND AND GIVE TESTIMONY AT A TRIAL, HEARING OR DEPOSITION ON THE DATE, TIME .tVNIJ AT THE PLACE
SPECIFIED ABOVE.

1 A7TEND AND PRODUCE DOCIJMEN'TS, EL.ECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION OR TANGIBLE THL'VGS AT A TRL4L, HEARING OR
DEPOSITION ON TFIL^ DATE, TIME AND AT TIIE PLACE SPECIITED ABOVE.

PRODt1CE AND PFRMrT INSPECTION AND COPYING, ON THE DATE AND AT THE TIME AND PLACE SPECIFIED ABOVE, OF ANY
^ DESIGNATED DOCUMENTS OR ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATIONTCiAT ARE L'sI YOUR POSSESSION, CUSTODY OR CONTROL.

^ PRODUCE AND PERNIIT INSPECTIO?V AND COPYING, TES'i'ING OR SAMPLING, ON 1"HE DATE AND AT THE TIME AND
PLACE SPECIFIED AHOVE, OF ANY TANGIBLE THINGS THAT ARE IN YOUR POSSESSION, CUSTODY OR CONTROL.

q PERMI'f ENTRY UPON THE FOLLOWING DESCRIBED LAND OR OTHER PROPERTY, FOR TIIE, PURPOSES DESCRIBED IN
CIV. R. 34(A)(3), ON THE DATE AND AT THE TLME SPECLF'IFD ABOVE.

DESCRIP"1'ION OF LAND OR OTHER PREMISES:
DESCRIPTION OF ITEMS TO BE PRODUCED: Produce for ins ection and copying, or in-camera review^ as determined by the courtiaf the documents

icall information in that ssessi or control lis ted in * law as s a Exhibit A.

Aristides Jurado, 3963 Eastnn Way CatumUus, OH 43219 {^2} Defendant

ATTORNEY/PRO SE ADDRESS/PHONE #(REQUIRED) (SUPREME COURT #) PLAIN'TIFFIDEFENDP.NT OTI-IER (SPECIFY)

Witness my hand and seal of said court Maryellen O'Shaughnessy, Clerk of Court of Commons Pleas

.^.•'

t:

`". *"'RETURN OF SERVICE"'».*».x
Sheriff's Fees I received this subpoena on , and served the above party

Service
Mileage
Copy
Total

COC-DR-79 (Rev. 3-2032)

by
I was unable to complete service for the following reason:

20 14 at 1:30 P M of

Signature of Serving Party
Check one: Q Deputy Sherilf OAttorney

OProcess Server oDeputy Clerk

NOTE: READ ALL INFORMATION ON THE SECOND PAGE OF THIS SUBPOENA.
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OA2 60 - M62 CIVIL RULE 45 (C) PROTECTION OF PERSONS SUBJECT TO SUBPOENAS.

IMPOSING UNDUBURDEN OR OXPENSE ON A PERSON SUBJECT TO THAT ^BP

A OENAOENA SHALL TAKE REASONABLE STEPS

TO AVOID

(2) (a) A PERSON COMMANDED TO PRODUCE UNDER DIVISIONS (A)(1)(B)(1I), (!Il), (IV), OR (V) OF THIS RULE NEED NOT APPEAR IN
PERSON AT THE PLACE OF PRODUCTION OR INSPECTION UNLESS COMMANDED TO ATfEND AND GIVE TESTIMONY AT A DEPOSITION,

HEARING, OR TRAL.

(b) SUBJECT TO DIVISION (D)(2) OF THIS RULE, A PERSON COMMANDED TO PRODUCE UNDER DIVISIONS (A)(1)(B)(11), (Ilf), (IV), OR
(V) OF THIS RULE MAY, WITHIN FOURTEEN DAYS AFTER SERVICE OF THE SUBPOENA OR BEFORE THE TIME SPECIFIED FOR
COMPLIANCE IF SUCH TIME IS LESS THAN FOURTEEN DAYS AFTER SERVICE, SERVE UPON THE PARTY OR ATTORNEY DESIGNATED IN
THE SUBPOENA WRITTEN OBJECTIONS TO PRODUCTION. IF OBJECTION 1S MADE, THE PARTY SERVING THE SUBPOENA SHALL NOT BE
ENTITLED TO PRODUCTION EXCEPT PURSUANT TO AN ORDER OF THE COURT BY WHCH THE SUBPOENA WAS ISSUED, IF OBJECTION
HAS BEEN MADE, THE PARTY SERVING THE SUBPOENA, UPON NOTICE TO THE PERSON COMMANDED TO PRODUCE, MAY MOVE AT ANY
TIME FOR AN ORDER TO COMPEL THE PRODUCTION. AN ORDER TO COMPEL PRODUCTION SHALL PROTECT ANY PERSON WHO IS NOT A
PARTY OR AN OFFICER OF A PARTY FROM SIGNIFICANT EXPENSE RESULTING FROM THE PRODUCTION COMMANDED.

SUBPOENA, OR

ER AOPPEARANE O TR PRODUCTION ONLY
FROM

U ER SPECIFIED CONDITIONS^ IF THE SUBPOENA DOES ORANYI OF D THE FOLLOWING:
ORDER

FAILS TO ALLOW REASONABLE TIME TO COMPLY;

(b) REQUIRES DISCLOSURE OF PRIVILEGED OR OTHERWISE PROTECTED MATTER AND NO EXCEPTION OR WAIVER APPLIES;

(c) REQUIRES DISCLOSURE OF A FACT KNOWN OR OPINION HELD BY AN EXPERT NOT RETAINED OR SPECIALLY EMPLOYED BY
ANY PARTY IN ANTICIPATION OF LITIGATION OR PREPARATION FOR TRIAL AS DESCRIBED BY CIV. R. 26(B)(4), IF THE FACT OR OPINION
DOES NOT DESCRIBE SPECIFIC EVENTS OR OCCURRENCES IN DISPUTE AND RESULTS FROM STUDY BY THAT EXPERT THAT WAS NOT

MADE AT THE REQUEST OF ANY PARTY;

(d) SUBJECTS A PERSON TO UNDUE BURDEN.

(4) BEFORE FILING A MOTION PURSUANT TO DIVISION (C)(3)(d) OF THIS RULE, A PERSON RESISTING DISCOVERY UNDER THIS RULE
SHALL ATTEMPT TO RESOLVE ANY CLAIM OF UNDUE BURDEN THROUGH DISCUSSIONS WITH THE ISSUING ATTORNEY. A MOTlON FILED
PURSUANT TO DIVISION (C)(3)(d) OF THIS RULE. SHALL BE SUPPORTED BY AN AFFIDAViT OF THE SUBPOENAED PERSON OR A
CERTIFICATE OF THAT PERSON'S ATTORNEY OF THE EFFORTS MADE TO RESOLVE ANY CLAIM OF UNDUE BURDEN.

(5) IF A MOTION IS MADE UNDER DIVISION (C)(3)(c) OR (C)(3)(d) OF THIS RULE, THE COURT SHALL QUASH OR MODIFY THE
SUBPOENA UNLESS THE PARTY IN WHOSE BEHALF THE SUBPOENA IS ISSUED SHOWS A SUBSTANTIAL NEED FOR THE TESTIMONY OR
MATERIAL THAT CANNOT BE OTHERWISE MET WITHOUT UNDUE HARDSHIP AND ASSURES THAT THE PERSON TO WHOM THE SUBPOENA
IS ADDRESSED WILL BE REASONABLY COMPENSATED.

CIVIL RULE 45 (D) DUTIES IN RESPONDING TO SUBPOENA.

(1) A PERSON RESPONDING TO A SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS SHALL, AT THE PERSON'S OPTION, PRODUCE THEM AS
THEY ARE KEPT IN THE USUAL COURSE OF BUSINESS OR ORGANIZED AND LABELED TO CORRESPOND WITH THE CATEGORIES IN THE
SUBPOENA. A PERSON PRODUCING DOCUMENTS OR ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION PURSUANT TO A SUBPOENA FOR THEM
SHALL PERMT THEIR INSPECTION AND COPYING BY ALL PARTIES PRESENT AT THE TIME AND PLACE SET IN THE SUBPOENA FOR
INSPECTION AND COPYING.

(2) IF A REQUEST DOES NOT SPECiFY THE FORM OR FORMS FOR PRODUCING ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION, A PERSON
RESPONDING TO A SUBPOENA MAY PRODUCE THE INFORMATION IN A FORM OR FORMS IN WHICH THE INFORMATION IS ORDINARILY
MAINTAINED IF THAT FORM IS REASONABLY USEABLE, OR IN ANY FORM THAT IS REASONABLY USEABLE. UNLESS ORDERED BY THE
COURT OR AGREED TO BY THE PERSON SUBPOENAED, A PERSON RESPONDING TO A SUBPOENA NEED NOT PRODUCE THE SAME
ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION IN MORE THAN ONE FORM.

(3) A PERSON NEED NOT PROVIDE DISCOVERY OF ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION WHEN THE PRODUCTION IMPOSES
UNDUE BURDEN OR EXPENSE. ON MOTION TO COMPEL DISCOVERY OR FOR A PROTECTIVE ORDER, THE PERSON FROM WHOM
ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION IS SOUGHT MUST SHOW THAT THE INFORMATION IS NOT REASONABLY ACCESSIBLE
BECAUSE OF UNDUE BURDEN OR EXPENSE. IF A SHOWING OF UNDUE BURDEN OR EXPENSE IS MADE, THE COURT MAY NONETHELESS
ORDER PRODUCTION OF ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION IF THE REQUESTING PARTY SHOWS GOOD CAUSE, THE COURT
SHALL CONSIDER THE FACTORS IN CIV. R. 26(B)(4) WHEN DETERMINING IF GOOD CAUSE EXISTS. IN ORDERING PRODUCTION OF
ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION, THE COURT MAY SPECIFY THE FORMAT, EXTENT, TiMiNG, ALLOCATION OF EXPENSES AND
OTHER CONDITIONS FOR THE DISCOVERY OF THE ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION.

(4) WHEN INFORMATION SUBJECT TO A SUBPOENA IS WITHHELD ON A CLAIM THAT IT IS PRIVILEGED OR SUBJECT TO PROTECTION
AS TRIAL PREPARATION MATERIALS, THE CLAIM SHALL BE MADE EXPRESSLY AND SHALL BE SUPPORTED BY A DESCRIPTION OF THE
NATURE OF THE DOCUMENTS, COMMUNICATIONS, OR THINGS NOT PRODUCED THAT IS SUFFICIENT TO ENABLE THE DEMANDING

PARTY TO CONTEST THE CLAIM.

(5) IF INFORMATION IS PRODUCED IN RESPONSE TO A SUBPOENA THAT IS SUBJECT TO A CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE OR OF PROTECTION
AS TRIAL-PREPARATION MATERIAL, THE PERSON MAKING THE CLAIM MAY NOTIFY ANY PARTY THAT RECEIVED THE INFORMATION OF
THE CLAIM AND THE BASIS FOR IT. AFTER BEING NOTIFIED, A RECEIVING PARTY MUST PROMPTLY RETURN, SEQUESTER, OR DESTROY
THE SPECIFIED INFORMATION AND ANY COPIES WITHIN THE PARTY'S POSSESSION, CUSTODY OR CONTROL. A PARTY MAY NOT USE OR
DISCLOSE THE INFORMATION UNTIL THE CLAIM IS RESOLVED, A RECEIVING PARTY MAY PROMPTLY PRESENT THE INFORMATION TO
THE COURT UNDER SEAL FOR A DETERMINATION OF THE CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE OR OF PROTECTION AS TRIAL-PREPARATION MATERIAL.
IF THE RECEIVING PARTY DISCLOSED THE INFORMATION BEFORE BEING NOTIFIED, IT MUST TAKE REASONABLE STEPS TO RETRIEVE IT,
THE PERSON WHO PRODUCED THE 1NFORMATION MUST PRESERVE THE INFORMATION UNTIL THE CiAIM IS RESOLVED.
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Description of Items to be Produced

For Civil Subpoena to Ms. Blythe Bethel

Exhibit Al

Produce for inspection and copying, or in-camera review as determined by the court, of the following

documents, or electronically stored information in printed form, that are in your possession, custody or

control:

1. All communications of any kind including letters, notes, summaries, logs, phone messages and

recordings, electronic mail messages, text messages, twitter messages,

2. Photographs, surveillance and audio recordings (collectively, "Recordings"),

3. Documents, notes, summaries, evaluations, incidents, complaints, reports including but not

limited to recommendations, and any other documents relating to the custody case Hernandez

v. .{urado.

4. Any document or other types of information, which are not already included in the preceding

paragraphs, that are part of the GAL file for case No. 12JU014479 with caption: Kathy

Hernandez v. Aristides Jurado.
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[Cite as Hogan v. Hogan, 2003-Ohio-4747.]

IN THE COURT OF APPEALS

TWELFTH APPELLATE DISTRICT OF OHIO

KATHLEEN A. HOGAN,

Plaintiff-Appellee,

- vs -

CLIFFORD F. HOGAN,

Defendant-Appellant

BUTLER COUNTY

CASE NOS. CA2002-09-216
CA2002-09-225

O P I N I 0 N

9/8/2003

APPEAL FROM BUTLER COUNTY COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

DOMESTIC RELATIONS DIVISION

Case No. DR99-08-1160

M. Lynn Lampe, Suite 828, 6 South Second Street, Hamilton, Ohio

45011, for plaintiff-appellee

Fred Miller, 246 High Street, Hamilton, Ohio 45011, for defendant-

appellant

Elizabeth Ann Yauch, 240 East State Street, Trenton, Ohio 45067,

guardian ad litem

VALEN, P.J.

{¶1} In Case No. CA2002-09-216, defendant-appellant, Clifford

Hogan, appeals from the Butler County Common Pleas Court's decision

granting a guardian ad litem's motion to quash a subpoena issued to

her by Hogan, and ordering Hogan to pay the guardian's attorney

Exhibit L1 4 The State ex reE., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB
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fees. In Case No. CA2002-00-225, Hogan appeals from the Butler

County Common Pleas Court's decision granting the guardian's motion

to quash a second subpoena issued to her by Hogan, ordering Hogan

to pay the guardian additional attorney fees, and further ordering

Hogan to pay the fees of a new guardian ad litem, who had to be

appointed after the first one withdrew from the case because she

felt "harassed and threatened" by Hogan's actions. These two

appeals have been consolidated for purposes of review.

{¶2} Hogan and his former wife, Kathleen, were divorced on

February 2, 2000. This court affirmed the trial court's judgment

issuing the divorce decree. See Hogan v. Hogan, (Nov. 20, 2000),

Butler App. No. CA2000-02-037. The parties have two children born

as issue of their marriage: Amanda Marie Hogan, born on. May 23,

1989, and Madeline Anne Hogan, born on April 2, 1991.

{¶3} On August 4, 2000, Hogan moved to enforce a certain pro-

vision in the parties' shared parenting plan. On September 22,

2000, Kathleen moved to terminate or modify the parties' shared

parenting plan. On September 25, 2000, a pretrial conference was

held on the parties' motions. At this time, the trial court

appointed Elizabeth Yauch as the guardian ad litem for the parties'

children.

{$4} From September 25, 2000, to January 29, 2002, the parties

filed 14 additional motions, for which numerous hearings were held.

On February 26, 2002, an agreed entry was filed, which, among other

things, named Kathleen as the residential parent and legal custo-

dian of the parties' children.

Exhitzit L1
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{$S} On June 5, 2002, Hogan issued a subpoena duces tecum to

Yauch, ordering her to bring to the court "[y]our entire file

regarding the [sic] Amanda Hogan and Madeline Hogan." Yauch moved

to quash the subpoena, arguing, among other things, that the infor-

mation sought constituted work product, and that some of this in-

formation "w[ould] only serve to inflame the parties and thus cause

harm to the children."

{¶6} On August 7, 2002, the trial court granted Yauch's motion

to quash, finding that "Hogan is not entitled to the notes in the

guardian's file because (1) the notes are not a record[,] (2) they

are protected by privilege and (3) it would not be in the child-

[ren's] best interest to release them." The trial court ordered

Hogan to pay the guardian ad litem $350 in attorney fees within 60

days.

{¶7} Qn August 15, 2002, Hogan issued a second subpoena to

Yauch, ordering her to bring the following documents to court:

{¶S} 11(1) Copies of the entire files, records, for Amanda

Marie Hogan and Madeline Anne Hogan, including but not limited to,

administered tests, audio tapes, correspondence and reports, notes

are not included.

{4R9} "(2) Copies of the entire files, records, for Clifford F.

Hogan, including but not limited to, administered tests, audio

tapes, correspondence and reports, including notes on Clifford F.

Hogan." (Emphasis sic.)

{¶10} Yauch again moved to quash Hogan's subpoena. She also

moved to withdraw as guardian ad litem for the Hogan's children on

- 3 -
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the ground that she felt "harassed and threatened" by Hogan.

{T11} On August 28, 2002, a brief hearing was held on Yauch's

motion to quash Hogan's second subpoena. After hearing arguments

from both parties and Yauch, the trial court granted Yauch's motion

to quash Hogan's August 15th subpoena and awarded her an additional

$150 in attorney fees. The trial court also granted Yauch's motion

to withdraw as guardian ad litem and ordered the appointment of a

new guardian ad litem at Hogan's cost.

{¶12} Hogan appeals from the trial court's judgments of August

7, 2002, and August 28, 2002 and raises three assignments of error.

Assignment of Error No. I

{¶13} "THE TRIAL COURT ERRED TO THE PREJUDICE OF DEFENDANT-

APPELLANT WHEN IT QUASHED EACH SUBPOENA ISSUED TO THE GUARDIAN AD

LITEM."

{^14} Hogan argues that the trial court erred in quashing each

subpoena issued to Yauch. In furtherance of this argument, Hogan

concedes that Yauch's private notes taken from her interviews with

the children constitute nondiscoverable "work product." Neverthe-

less, Hogan argues that the trial court erred in granting Yauch's

motion to quash his second subpoena. He asserts that he cured the

defect in his first subpoena with the language in his second sub-

poena that excluded Yauch's private notes from the list of mater-

ials he sought.

{¶15} A trial court has broad discretion in discovery matters,

including whether to grant or deny a motion to quash a subpoena,

and its decision will not be reversed on appeal absent an abuse of

- 4 -
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discretion. See Dirksing v. Blue Chip Architectural Products, Inc.

(1994), 100 Ohio App.3d 213, 227 (management of discovery process

lies within trial court's sound discretion). A trial court abuses

its discretion only when its decision is arbitrary, unconscionable

or unreasonable. Id.

{9116} Initially, if Hogan was correct in stating that Yauch's

private notes taken during her interviews with the children are

work product, and, therefore, exempt from disclosure, then the

trial court would have been justified in granting Yauch's motion to

quash Hogan's second subpoena, as well as his first. In his second

subpoena, Hogan did exempt Yauch's notes from the list of materials

that he sought to have Yauch produce. However, in the second para-

graph of the subpoena, Hogan demanded that Yauch turn over any

notes she had taken regarding him. Under Hogan's definition of

"work product," any private notes that Yauch took regarding Hogan

would not be subject to disclosure. Moreover, Hogan's request for

all of Yauch's notes concerning himself would probably encompass

most of her notes about the Hogans' children, yet Hogan has con-

ceded that those notes are work product and, therefore, exempt from

disclosure.

{¶.1'1} Notwithstanding Hogan's concessions to the contrary, we

conclude that Yauch's file does not constitute "work product." The

work product doctrine is found in Civ.R. 26(B)(3), which states, in

pertinent part:

{¶18} " ( 3 ) Trial preparation: materials . * * * [A] party may

obtain discovery of documents and tangible things prepared in anti-

- 5 -
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cipation of litigation or for trial by or for another party or by

or for that other party's representative (including his attorney,

consultant, surety, indemnitor, insurer, or agent) only upon a

showing of good cause therefor."

{4J19} The work product doctrine allows a party to obtain mater-

ials prepared in anticipation of litigation or for trial by or for

a party, or by or for a party's attorney or other representative

"only upon a showing of good cause therefor." In this case, how-

ever, Yauch never acted as an attorney or other representative for

one of the parties. Therefore, Yauch's files were not protected

from disclosure under the work product rule.

{¶20} Civ.R. 75 (B) (2) provides that "[w]hen it is essential to

protect the interests of a child, the court may join the child of

the parties as a party defendant and appoint a guardian ad litem

and legal counsel, if necessary, for the child and tax the cost."

However, while Yauch was appointed to serve as the children's guar-

dian ad litem, she was not appointed to act as their legal counsel.

See In re Clark, 141 Ohio App.3d 55, 60 ("[a]n appointment to act

as [guardian ad litem] *** does not constitute an appointment to

act as the children's lawyer without an express appointment also to

act as such"). Consequently, Yauch's files are not entitled to any

protection from disclosure under the work product doctrine.

{¶21} In granting Yauch's motion to quash, the trial court

initially found that the guardian ad litem's notes are not a "rec-

ord" that is subject to disclosure. Hogan challenges this finding

on appeal, arguing that the guardian's files are a record subject

- 6 --
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to disclosure under the parties' agreed entry of February 26, 2002.

The agreed entry states in pertinent part:

}$22} "IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that each parent shall have equal

access to the children's school, day care center, medical, or edu-

cational records and extracurricular or recreational activities, or

an order limiting a parent's access to specific areas. Any order

limiting a parent's access shall contain specific findings of fact

which support such limitation. The order shall contain a notice to

school and daycare officials and to all keepers of records that

their knowing failure to comply with the order may be punishable as

contempt of court."

}¶23} This provision essentially tracks the language in R.C.

3109.051(H), which provides, in pertinent part:

€¶24} "(H) (1) *** [A] parent of a child who is not the residen-

tial parent of the child is entitled to access, under the same

terms and conditions under which access is provided to the residen-

tial parent, to any record that is related to the child and to

which the residential parent of the child legally is provided

access, unless the court determines that it would not be in the

best interest of the child for the parent who is not the residen-

tial parent to have access to the records under those same terms

and conditions. ***.

€¶25} " ( 2) *** [S] ubsequent to the issuance of an order under

division (H)(1) of this section, the keeper of any record that is

related to a particular child and to which the residential parent

legally is provided access shall permit the parent of the child who

- 7 _
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is not the residential parent to have access to the record under

the same terms and conditions under which access is provided to the

residential parent ***."

{¶26} R.C. 3109.051(H) and the provision in the parties' agreed

entry on which Hogan relies, do not, per se, grant either party

access to the guardian's file. Instead, these provisions merely

ensure that Hogan will have equal access to any record relating to

the parties' children that Kathleen has.

11[27} Nevertheless, parties generally should be granted broad

leeway in discovering material that may be useful to them in pre-

paring for litigation. See, generally, Stegawski v. Cleveland

Anesthesia Group, Inc. (1987), 37 Ohio App.3d 78, 85. The fact

that a guardian's files do not constitute a record for purposes of

the parties' agreed entry or R.C. 3109.051(H) does not, standing

alone, provide a valid reason for quashing a subpoena seeking their

disclosure.

€¶28} The trial court cited two grounds for granting the guar-

dian ad litem's motions to quash. First, the trial court found

that the material sought by Hogan was "privileged." The trial

court did not specify what privilege to which it was referring, but

it appears that the trial court was referring to Yauch's role as

the children's guardian ad litem, or, perhaps, the "work product"

doctrine cited by Yauch in the proceedings below. However, for the

reasons discussed earlier, Yauch cannot claim that an attorney-

client privilege existed between her and the Hogans' children, nor

can Yauch claim that her files regarding the children are entitled

Exhibit L1
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to any privilege under the work product doctrine of Civ.R. 26(B)-

(3) .

{¶29} The trial court also found that it would not be in the

children's best interest to require the guardian to disclose her

files. We agree that atrial cou.rt has discretion to grant a

motion to quash `a subpoena for a guardian ad'.Jitem':s files if the

court finds that it would not be within the children's best inter-

est to allow disclosure of the files. Butin orde,r to make such a

fa.nding, the tra.al courtmu.st fa.rst ma,ke an a.n 'came^a inspe.ct zoan. of

the files;sou.ght. In this case, the trial court never requested

Yauch to make her files available to it for an, in camera inspec-

tion. Therefore, the trial court was not in a position to find, as

it did, that it would not be in the children's best interest to

permit the files to be disclosed. We conclude that the trial court

abused its discretion by not making an in camera inspection of the

material sought by Hogan, before declaring that it would not be in

the children's best interest to permit the guardian's files to be

disclosed to Hogan.

{1[30} on remand, the trial court shall order Yauch to produce

her files on Hogan and the children to allow the trial court to

inspect them in camera. Once the trial court is provided with the

guardian's files, it is to determine whether or not it would be in

the children's best interests to allow the files to be released to

Hogan.

{1[31} Hogan's first assignment of error is sustained.

Assignment of Error No. 2

Exhibit L1
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{¶32} "THE TRIAL COURT ERRED TO THE PREJUDICE OF DEFENDANT-

APPELLANT WHEN IT ORDERED HIM TO PAY ATTORNEY FEES TO THE GUARDIAN

AD LITEM."

{4^33} In light of our disposition of Hogan's first assignment

of error, the trial court's order that Hogan pay attorney fees to

the guardian ad litem in the amount of $500 is vacated. On remand,

the trial court will determine whether it would be in the chil-

dren's best interest to grant Hogan access to the guardian ad

lite>,n's files. If it decides access would not be in the children's

best interest, the trial court may reconsider the issue of whether

the guardian ad litem is entitled to attorney fees, and, if so, in

what amount.

{¶34} Hogan's second assignment of error is sustained to the

extent indicated.

Assignment of Error No. 3

{^35} "THE TRIAL COURT ERRED TO THE PREJUDICE OF DEFENDANT-

APPELLANT WHEN IT ORDERED HIM TO PAY THE ENTIRE FEES FOR THE

REPLACEMENT GUARDIAN AD LITEM."

{1136} In light of our disposition of Hogan's first and second

assignments of error, the trial court's order requiring Hogan to

pay the entire fee for the replacement guardian ad litem is

vacated. On remand, the trial court shall reconsider the issue in

light of all the facts, circumstances and evidence before it.

{¶37} Hogan's third assignment of error is sustained to the

extent indicated.

{¶38} The trial court's judgment is reversed, and this cause is

- 10 -
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remanded for further proceedings consistent with this opinion and

in accordance with law.

YOUNG, J., concurs.

WALSH, J., dissents.

WALSH, J., dissenting.

{¶39} Because I would affirm the trial court's decision, I

respectfully dissent from the majority opinion.

{1^40} First, review of the record reveals that appellant's

discovery request was made while there was no litigation related to

custody pending before the trial court. As a general proposition,

discovery is appropriate only when there is an action pending be-

fore the court. Civ.R. 26(B)(1). Discovery is not a mechanism to

ascertain whether a party has a cause of action, but rather is only

appropriately used to discover facts related to a party's own cause

of action or grounds of defense. See Poulos v. Parker Sweeper Co.

(1989), 44 Ohio St.3d 124. Because there was no matter pending,

the trial court did not abuse its discretion by quashing the sub-

poenas.

{¶41} Second, as observed by the majority, appellant concedes

that any notes taken by the guardian ad litem are protected work

product, not subject to disclosure. Appellant's judicial admission

that this portion of the guardian's file is not discoverable sup-

ports the trial court's decision to quash the subpoenas as each

contained a request for the guardian's privileged notes. I would

find appellant's concession dispositive of this matter and affirm

- 11 -
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the trial court's decision.
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Ari Jurado

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:

The STATE ex re{., JURADO v. ODC, FCCPCJB

Blythe Bethel Exhibit L2
Wednesday, March 5, 2014 3:13 PM
Ari Jurado
Esq. Ronald R. Petroff; Erika Smitherman
Re: Notice of Subpoena Issued

All: I am simply going to bring the entire banker's box that contains my file in this case. You can all make your case to
the judge and let the judge determine how she wants to handle this matier. I am not in a position to continue to
finance this case for either party. I am going to bring the file to the hearing next week, and leave it at that. Blythe

On Wednesday, March S, 20'E4 12:23 PM, Ari Jurado <ariJurado@qualineconsulting.com> wrote:
Blythe,

You keep referring to all those copies you need to make for me. There is a reason why I did not
ask for you to produce the file/documents before the hearing: Because I may not need your whole
file. In fact, I may not need your file at all. The purpose of the subpoena for you to bring the file,
and not copies, to the hearing is twofold:

1. To help the Judge assess if the Protective Order that l r+equested in my motion is necessary, or if
at least if certain documents need to be protected.
2. For the hearing of my motion to remove you: Thejudge may needto see.specific documents
that are in.your possession during the hearing.

As you can see, the your file and documents are more for the use of the Judge than me; And as
you can see, it may not be necessary to review the entire file.

Bringing the file, without making copies, to the hearing on March 13 for the reasons above will not
make you incur in any new expenses. if you still insist in not bringing your file for the March 13
hearing using the pretext of the expense of making copies or the fact that I have a balance with
you, it only demonstrates that you are not acting in good faith while trying to interfere with the
administration of justice. Again, this opinion is solely based on the information you have provided
to me today. Hopefully you have other valid reasons for not bringing it.

If it helps, you could bring information that you have in electronic form, in eiectronic form. In other
words, if you want to oring your emails in a USB drive, and that is easier for you, I will.not object:

Thanks,

Ari
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