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ORIGINALS

iN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF FRANKLIN COUNTY, OHIO
DIVISION OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS AND JUVENILE BRANCH

In the Matier of: The STATE ex rel., JURADO v. ODC, FCCPCJB
NOAH G. JURADO : Exhibit J3
KATHY HERNANDEZ, :
CASE NO, {2)U 11-14479
PlaintifT, :
v, JUDGE JAMISON
ARISTIDES JURADO, MAGISTRATE TSITOURIS
Defendant.
1

MERGENCY REMOVA
F GUARDIAN AD LTTE

Now comes Respondent-Father Aristides Jurado, acting Pro Se. and hereby mov

e'_s_dthls &
e2 :3:;.
Honorable court for an Order immediately removing or dismissing Ms. Blythe Ecthe'i;zs 7;;8_"
g
z = 2L
the appointed GAL for the child custody dispute. Given the pending motion for Emergeacy R ':’::_-r?' i“'ji
- 1
5 dw)
Custody and the fact that the GAL appointment is being questioned. it is reasonable to rieste o;g
that the cour determines if the request for remova) has merit before allowing the GAL l% 3 '6‘;'5
e
participate or mtcrferc with the motion for Emergency Custody )
This Motion is supported by the artached Memorandum
Respectfully submitted,
Respondent-Father Pro S¢
RECEIVED /f A
JAN g1 204 ARISTIDES JURADO
. 3963 Easton Way
ASS\GN“ENT Columbus, OH 43219
PH: (308) 799-12212

Exhibit J3

The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB
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' iN PPORT

Respondent-Father Anstides Jurado is petitoning this court for such unusual request given the
extenuating and disturbing circumstances of the case and the role Ms. Bethel has played in it.
During her tcnure since appointed as GAL, Ms. Bethel has been in violation of I'rankln

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

- Not representing (he best interest of the child in this juvenile case

- Complete lack of indcpendence, objectivity and fairness n and out of the courtroom

- As an officer of the court. the GAL conducted herself without respect and courtesy to the parties
and attorneys

- Failed to file pleadings and motions when appropriate and necessary

- GAL appointment was in actual conflict of intercst arising from close ties with & party’s legal
counsel

- Failed to perform the necessary investigations or appropriate inquiries given the concems
reported from parties

- In ethical and other viclations of Ohio Rules of Professional Conduct for Attorneys, including

deceptive conduct, creating and maintaining a high-contlict atmosphere o S8 =%
- &= &=
The damage caused by Ms. Bethel performance 1s no longer measurablc #hd im acks .
© my 2O
- mrm
wreversible. Among many examples. there arc iwo icluded in the Exhibits: ExhibitA4 sl:\‘?usgz.; {3
=
: = c
how Ms. Bethel chose not to investigate or inquire about the reasons for Dr MasE‘nselg w%g
=)
W oen a

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 experl witness, Ms Bethel chose to

dismiss any concens either Mr. Jurado or the pediatrician were raising.

Exhibit AS js a siring of emails that demostrate Ms. Bethel's misieading tactics even in
the courtroom* During the December 20th 2013 heaning, when Judge Jamison asked whether the
9am-4pm restrictions were based on the GAL's recommendations or if that was mutually agreed
upon by the parties, the GAL provided a misleading answer by stating “I really was not much
involved in the negotiation of the emporary order”

Exhibit 13 2 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB
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Given the sensitive and important role a GAL 1s entrusted with, one of officer of the

court and represcntative of the Judge and Magistrate, the continued appointment of Ms. Bethel

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

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

that it deserves, and ultimately for the benefit of the Chiid,

Respectfally submitted,

Respondent-Father Pro Se

e

I

i~ {/4/;/

STIDES JURADO
963 Easton Way
Colambus, OH 43219
PH: (305) 799-12212
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF FRANKLIN COUNTY, OHIO
DIVISION OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS AND JUVENILE BRANCH

KATHY HERNANDEZ, :
H CASE NO. 13-JU-11-14479
Plaintiff-Mother, :
-v3- : JUDGE JAMISON
ARISTIDES JURADO, :
: MAGISTRATE TSITOURIS
Defendant-Father. :
State of Chio

Countyof _ Frapklin___ 8S.

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.

I'URTHER AFFIANT SAYETH NA

UGHTE=
/ ]
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. b =

ence this 217 day s

=3
w

SWORN to before me and subscribed in nfy VT‘

Exhibit J3

The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB
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ERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| hereby certify that a true and accurate copy of the foregoing Motion was served via
email on this }I‘ day of Januarv. 2014, upon the (ollowing:

;21\.!. ﬁ,ft

Erika Smithcrman
Ronald R. Petroff
Petroff Law Offices, LLC
140 E. Town Street, Suite 1070
Colmmnbus, Chio 43213
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Blvthe Bethel
Bethel Law Offices = .
495 S. igh Strect, Suite 220 - B 0%
Columbus, Ohio 43215 ool w '-E:%':,_
Guardian Ad Litem S 2 2ZT
~N e
Q® Zom
Q 32 en”
e u 28
-0 . =
-l h Oa

(>
ARISTIDES J DO
3963 Easton Way~

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

The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB
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2|
EXHIBIT®
3.
4. a8 S Her best guess Is that Noah was
not getting enough breast milk

When | asked If it is possible that this is still the case (not getting enough breast milk),
she sad it 18 possible but different things will need to be tned before knowing with
certainty | explained fo her that most of the time, Noah cnes when he is done with a
bottle of breast milk {because he is stili hungry)

5.

6. With the limited information she has, it is difficutt to say Noah is not being cared adequately by his

pediatrician. It could boil down to her opinion vs Dr. Muresan's opinion. .

When | asked if there were a pane nediatncians reviewing this case, Wbt wey Bodt

gonsensus? The answer was® The consensus would be that something wds s-,.e or

missing during the first 8 months (or more should have been done) = N EC ‘r-;‘i

3>
Another plece of Information to share' During the last visit with Dr Muresan, Kathy stood fifpy {Hjt s =
not consent to the voice recording of the session (and that she wouldn't aliow it). % e ?,:g
2 E2

=]

Ms Bethel. 1 know that | do not need to remind yoy that my concerns are not about Dr. Muressn specifically.
nor about Kathy vs An  This topic is simply about Noah's well being and hopsfully it can be handled without
pointing fingers (which may be the perception from Kathy) Due to the nature of this challenge, | will leave it all
in your hands and trust that you will use the full scope of your autherity to address these concarns. | only hope
that we don't have to wait until the next heanng 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

| look forward to hearing from you Thank you
An
Ari Jurado

Princpat HCM Consultant, Qualine Consulting
(305) 790-2212
ar ura Dagual

Exhibit J3 6 The State ex rel., Jurado v, ODC, FCCPCJB
A.05.a 0015
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From: Biythe Bethel {mailto:

Sent: Tuesday, April 23, 2013 7:11 AM
To: arl iurado®aualineconsuinng.com

Subject: Re: Noah G. Jurado: Noah needs your intervention

EXHIBIT

Well, if she will not, | am sure that LeeAnn can help you find a physician who will serve in that
capacity. blythe

To: Bb,'th. —' !@ m g ‘.
Ce: LeeAnn Massuccl <LMMBmkfamilyisw com

Sent: Tuasday, Apnl 23, 2013 6 30 AM
Subjact: RE Noah G Jurado Noah needs your intervention

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

An Jurado

Pnncipal HCM Consultant, Qualine Consulting
(305) 789-2212
ura ln i

Jurado’s pro
Y.

From: Blythe Bethel [mailto:

Sent: Tuesday, Apnl 23, 2013 5:36 AM

To: arl_jurado@quatineconsuling.com

Cc: LeeAnn Massuca; Elmear Bahnson @ M8K

Subject: Re: Noah G. Jurado: Noah needs your intervention

Ari. | think that it is important for you to ask Dr, Mastruserio ¢f he wants to actually bc a potential agitncgﬁﬁ
this case. You may find that the doctor does not want to play that role. Blythe Q= -

2 = 2%
S 5 =B
Sent from my iPad = = =TT
o BN ‘zrrr
. . . Y Emm
On Apr 22, 2013, at 9:49 PM, ari_jurado(@qualineconsulting.com wrote: - wu OFo
o X fPv
Ms Bethel, % td gg
=
| will follow your recommendaton In fact, | believe that for the most pant | have already accomplishedn < =

that with Dr Mastruseno What | will be doing next 18 setting up a follow up appointment to share the

iatest information regarding Noah and explicitly ask the guestion “Is Noah baing appropnately cared for by
us current pediatnician?”

Thank you for your quick response tumaround and | will keep you posted
An

Arl Jurado

Pnrncipat HCM Congultant, Qualne Consuiting
(305) 798-2212
an_u linecons!

<image007.gif>

Exhibit J3 7 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB
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AriJurado

Fromy: Biythe Bethel

Sent: Monday, Apri} 29, 2013 11 58 AM EXHIBIT
To: an_juradof@®qualineconsulting com

cc Amy Waring, LeeAnn Massuccr, Eimear Bahnson A4
Subject: Re Noah G Jurado Noah's Health Care and Pediatncian

All: 1 just finished a telephone conference with Ari regarding primarily a couple of topics. First, with respect to
having a custody psych evaluation done, 1 believe that Ari is of the opinion that one is necessary, and | have to
say that | do not disagrec. 1f anything, I think that a custody psych evaluation will help us identify what issues
these folks need to work on possibly through parenting counscling 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 1 will
chime in and say that we necd to do this.

Ari and T aiso discussed getting a new pediatrician involved. | know that Ari wanted this to come from me, but
{ told him that | do not want to appear aligned with either party. The fact that Ari has a concern about the
current pediatrician, and has obtained an snformal second opinion that there may be some question as to the
child’s health carc up 10 this point in 1ime, would give him a colorable claim for bringing such a Motion. |
belicve that any such Motion to change the pedsatrician needs to come from An

Blythe -
-
From: "an_piado@qualineconsulbing com” <ar:_jurado@qualineconsulting com> =3
To: Blythe Bethel <biythebetheigyahco com> =

Cc: Amy Wanng <ALW@mkiamilylaw com>, LesAnn Massucc! <LMM@mkfamilylaw com>, Eimear Bahn:
<gmb@mkfamilylaw com> ik

Sent: Thursday, Apri 25, 2013201 PM 3
Subject: Noah G Jurade Noah's Health Care and Pediatrician g:.’

Ms Bethel,

| had a follow up consult this moming with Dr Jennifer Mastruseno about my concerns with Noah's medical
care She s going to call you to taik to you directly, most likely tomorrow If you wouid like to inlate the call,
her office's number 18 (614) 326-1800

In summary, tis 18 Dr. Mastruserio's take on Noah's conditron and medical care

hanefit from the care of a new Pediatrician. She believes a new, fresh face that is more
gbjective will help the situation overall It s her opinion that neither Dr. Muresan nor herself are
unblased enough to care for Noah objectively as his pedatnician

L

* When | explained that Dr. Muresan has known Kathy for over 17 years, she
S1¥N0I 40 HH3)D immediately said “that explains the reason for his comments when he called me earber
this moming”. $he e Dr Murasan called he . - o or the
I 1€ Hd 2¢ Nuf bigZ sifuafion” s _ Qg ong other comments that she did not qo
tnio specifics Dr Mas! rio answered back that “thus 1s not tha imprassion | have from
0IHO 03 KiTdhY A Mr Juradd®
1¥n0d S:;fg];lJNQNNSJ
a3

11 Li=s

Exhibit J3 8 The State ex rel,, Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB
A 05 2.0014
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From: Blythe Bethel [mallto: EXHIBIT
Sent: Monday, Apni 22, 2013 11:57 AM
To: & eCOr '

:
Subject: Re: Noah G. Jurado: Noah needs your intervention

Ari. Thanh you for your cmairl Here is what I think, Obviously. | am certainly not qualified 10
determine if the current pediatrician is doing an adequate job, and addressing your concemns
about Noah's health | do think that 1f you are still concerned {which you clearly are) you should
go to the current pediatrician’s office and abtain a copy of Noah's complete healthcare file. You
should then take the file to another pediatrician, which doctor will in essence be an cxpert
witness, and have that doctor assess whether or not Noah is being appropriately cared for by Dr.
Murcsan

To: Blythe Bethel <plythebethel@vahoo com>
Sent: Monday, Apnf 22, 2013 11 22 AM
Subject: Noah G Jurado Noah needs your intervention

Hi Ms Bethel,

It 18 unfortunate that you missed our heanng last Wednesday, but | understand completely that this 18 how
the system works By now, you may have heard plenty about the issues with the amount of
communication between Kathy and | durng my tane with Noah

So, | will leave the topic of parenting visitations alone for now and woulkd like to bring up {again) an.aven 3,
more important topic Noah's health care  Speciically, Noah neads 2 Now DaciaIG Allhouﬁ haVg,
known this for a while, there 18 nothing 1 have been able to do so far

p e
This 15 8 conversahon | would rather have with you In person, but with your busy schedule ard mi;@te .
travel schedule for the next 3 weaks. | don't want to keep postponing this fopic anymore Farthisny =
purpose, | will be frank and 100% transparent with you here '; - 9O
| have always had the best of intentions and planned for many years for the day | would beco% a?genggg
because | would always want to give the best to my child But even as we were expecting No## forthose=-
9 months, | knaw | had already failed him in so many ways starting with the fact that he was o
thrs world as part of @ broken home and with dysfunctional parents  The next blow came whan | was in a
desperate posmion in my career that | was forcad to accapt a job far away from home and Noah, only 3
weeks before his buth  Still these proved to be small challenges compared to what was o come next a)
Getling st;t:;ped from my parental nghts and unresincted access to my son avernight b} My Inabllity to

i e .,‘- - SEEL L L L oS | it It I and 8 ’

therg ol id me th i d aafah

Yes, there were a few incidents that raised safety concerns, but they are now in the past and don’t
believe 1t 18 necessary to dwell on those However, the concems I have had regarding his heaith dunng
his first 8 months of ife stil need to be address to avoid any repeats | believe you aiready have a copy
of the printed paper regarding Noah's weight and growth chart | gave LeeAnn during tha court heanng

B - DACIAINCAI 35 Oty A

BEIIQ - alre: iomed ry fears, and what was
obvious to anyone close enough to see Noah's size and waight th
and o g the first 6 months a Although Dr Mastruseno diin't believe there was
anything to be concerned in the present (as of March 2013) only prior fo February, new developments
with Noah's health since then could easily change that opinion  Noah persistent cold and/or viral-infection
symptoms (numerous wisis to the Dr and ultmately the ER) 28 well 8 2 drop In Wesgn _
Eridav 4119 (9 Oz lost),

~ReA

Exhibit J3 9 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB
A.05 a.0017
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APk pight, in a way that most other pediatncians, ke Dr Mastruseno, wouldn't
have hesltated lo Eook fur!har mto the probism

Nogh, although a little person, was sending us many signais that he needed our help —my heip, and | let
hum down by faling to help him  Sseing him &rying of pain in his bally, day and night even while
breastfeading, seaing him not abis to have a resthul sleep at night, not having bowel movements for 34
days are just some of the cues that we nohced 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 cne intervened

Shiblin the pragent, there are some cues that are still visible - _
W his mnunums onugh and stuffy nose that have pers:nl:ed for 4+ momhs

What typs of father | am f | can't help my son?? Up untll today, | have not being able to have sny
saying on his haalth care or his diet/nutrition | want my son to be doing tus best, not just "OK*

Pigase tell me what you need mato do  Should | lock for an expert witness? This 1s 80 important that if |
need to make sacrfices and give up some of my time with hsm in retumn for peace of mind that he will be
saaing by a diffarent doctor, 5o be it

Ms Bathel, you are my only hope nght now
Sincerely,

An Jurado
Noah's dad

Ari Jurado

Exglon HR Merger Project - Accenture
Mobile {305) 799-2212

EXHIBIT
Angtdles Jurado@Accenture.com o e Mmi
8 uglineconsult = 23
i i ‘;" % gﬁ:g-r
<imageOO|.gif> x £ = = i'_'
S ™ Zmm
3 I o¢”
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S @ 22 :
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v o 3 !
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From: Blythe Bethel [mailto:blythebethel@yahoo.com] EXHIBIT
Sent: Thursday, Apnl 25, 2013 8:05 AM

To: LesAnn Massucar; Ronald R. Petroff, Esq.

Ce: Ermear Bahnson; Amy Wanng

Subject: Re: Hemandez / Jurado - Follow Up

Counsel: | have had the opportunity to review the draft of the proposed amended T.O. from Lee Ann, and | do
have some immediate comments. First, I think that it is very important that we have a strict schedule that both
parcats must follow, so to say that Ari will be picking the child up at the earliest time possible for day care is
not acceptable to me. 1am certain for a myriad of reasons that the day care, and certainly Kathy, would like to
know exactly the time that Ari will be picking up the child from day care. 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. | alos would like 10 have Ari's pick-up time coordinate
with Noah's nap schedule. What would be ideal is for Noah to pick up the chils aftcr his mid-day nap That
way Ari could go right into having qualty. interraction time with Noah. It also alfows for Noah to be rested and
ready Lo be with his father. So. [ 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 earlicst possible time".

For the same reasons as stated above, 1 would like a definite time by which Ari will return the child to daycare in
the morning. Again, this is not about what is best for cach of the parcats here, Nogh needs a routine, a set
schedule. Parenting and convenience do not always go hand in hand. So, apain, 1 would expect the parents o
communicate and determine, based on Noah's daily routine, whal is the most appropriate time for Noah to be
retumed lo daycare in the moming.

Finally, and to be consistent with the Local Rule, [ would have Ari return Noah to Kathy at 8:00 pm.
L}
Since | unfortunately did not get to participate in the discussions at Court regerding the rest of &g schedj:llc, lam

going to wat to see what Ron's comments arc. It sounds like asme agreements were reacﬁbd iﬁhat:ﬁgarﬁ, and
far be it from me. especially in this case, to interfere with any agreement that these folks @y r@h. g_lﬁ?_.yprks

or them, that is great. ~ =2 =
= '-;r-\m
! -
o 'Dn
[l 203 —
w L -_i:c:
# % °&
From: LesAnn Massuce < o .

To: "Ronaid R Petroff, Esq * <mp@patrofiawofficas.com™, Blythe Bethei <hivthebethel@yahoa.com>
Cc: Eimear Bahnson <amb@midamiylaw.com>, Amy Wanng <ALW@mbfamilylaw.com>, LeeAnn Massuccl
< >, an uradofpqualinaconsuling.com

e raey, Aol 25,2013 T 41 AM

Subject: Hernandez / Jurado - Follow Up

Connsel-

Please find attached the draft Agreed Amended Interini Order.

Lapalgize -- the delay in getting thix fo you has been mine; consequently, I am sending this
io Mr. Jurado simuitaneonsly to avoid further delay.

Ron, please let us know at your earliest convenience if this comporis with your notes as the
proposed schedule is already underway.

Exhibit J3 11 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB
A 04.b 0001
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Hemandez-lurado-State_of_Ohio

From: LecAnn Massucn

Yo an Juradp@auahnecansuting.com

Cc: LeeAnn Massucd, Eimegr Bahnsen; Amy Wanng

Subject: PW Hemandez / Zurado - Follow Up

Date: Thureday, Aped 25, 2013 2 55 41 PM

Importance: High

Please see below.
I.MM

EXHIBIT
LeeAnn M. Massucci

Massueer & Ktine LLC
250 Civie Center Drive
Sutte 630

Columbus. OH 43215
Phone 614.484.0177
Fax 6144840181

www.mkfamilylaw.com

FROM THE LAW OFFICE OF MASSUCCI & KLINE LLC

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This o-mall message is intended only for the person or entity to which it Is addressed
and may contain confidential and/or privileaged material. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution is
prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, plesse contact the sender by reply e-mali and destroy all coples of

the original message. if you are the Intended recipient but do not wish to recelve communications th
medium, please so advisa the sender Immediately.

rough this
0
— = Tl
M = 2.0
2 2 2.
r TRy
Q ™ ..c"r'.",rm
s
From: Ronald R. Petroff, Esq. [mailto:rp@petrofflawoffices.com] 2 * oo
Sent: Thursday, Apnl 25, 2013 2:53 PM 5 ¥ =2
To: 'Blythe Bethel'; LeeAnn Massucn > 2 °=
Cc: Bimear Bahnson; Amy Wanng; "Hernandez, Kathy'; 'Brooke Berkowiz’ . e -~
Subject: RE: Hemandez / 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 | could have used the "Track Changes” feature and sent you back my clhent’s redlined version, but to
expedite this process, my chent would like the followng changes to be made to the Agreed Amended Temporary
Qrder

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 3 bottle at SPM),

e My client also agrees with the GAL and would like Father’s drop off ime at daycare to be no later than 8 30
AM, the tme 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

A.04.b 0002
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e My client also agrees that all non-overnight parenting time should conclude at 8PM, the child’s normal

bedtime;

My clhient believes your chent should have an extra 30 minutes in paragraph 1{f) to aliow 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
mnstructions,

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

17 at 3 00 PM, to allow my client to see the child for a short period 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 current
Agreed Intenm Magistrate’s order which has different end times depending on the week The current order,

starting May 15" 1n 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 spoke at Court the other day, 1t was my

understanding that my client wanted to make Noah's schedule more consistent per GAL's directive Thus, my
chent 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
documnent My chent has informed me that your client ss already operating under the assumption that a deal has been

finalzed As such, due to the delay, paragraphs 1(a) and 1{b) do not apply =

2 2%
@ o=, g.ﬁ-.;
Lastly, my chent and | are both available for a five-way settlement conference to take place g;asy@_a 5 z_l@ on
May 16th, May 30th, June 3rd, and June 5th, all days beginning at 1 30 PM | lock ferward to voﬂ;gmﬁt :ns_g
PR

Very trul g o :ig':‘
'ery truly yours, 'S ..:2 <2 ‘f,c
Ronald R. Petroff, Esq. EXHIBIT S » Ze
Managing Partner -c?» 3\ oa
petroff Law Offices, LLC

140 East Town Street, Ste. 1070
Columbus, Ohio 43215

Tel 614-222-4288

Direct 614-222-4282

Fax §14-222-4289

email rp@petrofflawoffices.com
website www petrofflaweffices com

Confidentiality Notice: s electronic mai messoge, together with any attachments herein, contains nformation of Petroff Low
Offices, LLC that may be confidentiol andy/or legally prvileged, and s miended solely for the use of the indwiduci or entity named on this
message (f you are not the intended recipient, and have received this message m errar, please mmediately return this message via e-matl

ond then delete i from your hord drive completely if you have Gny questions about what to do n this situation, pleose tolf our office ot the
number hsted above Thenk you for your prompt aztention to this motter
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From: Biytha Bochal

To: arl_urado®oualneconsuiting.com

Ce: Immimidamiviaw.com, embdmidamdyiaw.con:
Subject: Re Noah"s pediatdan appt UPDATE

Date: Friday, May 17, 2011 7 51,40 AM

Ari, 1 think that | have made myself pretty clear about the fact that Nogh's daily schedule (at least during the
work week) needs to be consistent. But, it sounds like no one is going to Iisten to what | am saying until there is
a formal agrcement reached between you and Kathy. Blythe

From: "an_jursde@qualneconsulting com” <an_pirado@qualineconsulting com>
To: Blythe Batha! <blythabethel®yahoo com>

Sant: Thursday. May 16. 2013 7 24 PM

Subject: RE Noah's pediatnician appt UPDATE

HiBlythe,

| need o know that you are ok with this, meaning that | can spend the day with Noah now that | have the rare opportuniy 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 qualty time as contruous as
possible | aiways sa:d | wanted tha same opportunty Kathy had when ahe spent 3 months with him &t home before she
went back to work | never expact to have 3 full continuous months, baut any opportunity that | could get counis.

| agree with you that a consistent schedule for Noah 18 more important than what 18 convenent 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 fnands before picking
up Noah or after drop offs, or imaa that allow ma to recuperate of a hang over after partying all night Quiet the contrary,
nght now Nogh 18 all | have and all | do and whatever kregularites in the schedule may appear have only to do with work or
other necessary commitments

You have sasw it before that both Kathy and | are adults and should be abie to take care of Nogh's needs on our days And |
don't bekeve there are any examples where | have shown | am not capable of that or of making the nght deasions for Noah

This past Monday for example, It was in Noah best interest to have been able to stay at home with Kathy after the doctor's

appointment However, he speant over hatf of the day in daycare even when Kathy did not go to work  instead of takmg hhm
home, Kathy chose to stay home without hem and just go see him several mes at daycare for the reminder of the day, only
to make her point that she doesn’t want me to have Noah dunng the day At the end, Noah 1 paying the pnce  There is no
reason why Noah couldn't have stayed with Kathy all day on Monday, whether because he was sick or for any other reason

Ptaase ist me know what you think so that | can finalize my plans and share drop offs and pick up times

B

m o =X
| b r A
x & ;;__;::,r
™D T —
S~ =0T
L
. g 2 8u°
5 @ 28
. . =c
Ari Jurado v b X
Pancipal HCM Consultant, Qualine Consuiting -
{305) 789-2212
an urado@quahneconsuling.com

| vewsvpratia on Linked ) )
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From: LeeAnn Massuca [maitto:LMM&mbkfamitylav.com]

Sent: Thursday, May 16, 2013 4:14 PM
To:; Ronald R. Petroff, Esq,

€ Amy Wanng; Emmear Bahnson; A); LeeAnn Massucr; Blythe Bethel
Subject: RE: Noah's pediatnoan appt UPDATE

Ron-
Thanks very niuch.

I have been in meetings all day and will not be able to get our counter proposal to counsel
unttl tomorrow.

Hemandez-Jurado-State_of_Ohio

As for the request to know the specific time in which Noab will be picked np 1 will check
with Mr. Jurado.
However, pleass note that we acknowledge the current Agreed Magistrate's Temporary

Order entered into January 23 contains the "as soon as Father is avatlable’ langunage and
“until DAY morning daycare"

While I understand that GAL has suggested "specific times" be noted, we have yet to
obiain agreement on ALL of the GAL's recommendations.

Consequently, 1 do not believe Mr. Jurado should lose the limited valuable time with Noab
that was agreed wpon on Jannary 23rd,

I will get the counter proposal to you as soon as possible.
Thank yox. EXHIBIT

LMM

LeeAnn M. Massucci
Massucer & Klme LLC

250 Civie Cenmter Drive o S -,.,g:l
Suite 631 n f'_ - 'ﬁ
Calumbus, OH 43215 2 BT =
Phone 614.484.0177 2N Pun
Fax 614.484 0181 - N =l
http./fwww.mkfamilylaw.com/ o o 9>

o = Pw
FROM THE LAW OFFIGE OF MASSUCCI & KLINE LLC T @ 28
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mali message is Intended only for the person or entity to Bhici is addmssed

and may contain confidential and/or privileged maternal. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribtstion is
prohibltod. If you are not the mtended recipient, please contact the sender by reply a-mall and destroy all copies of

the original message. if you are the intended recipient but do not wish to receive communications through this
medium, ploase sa advise the sender Immediately.
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Hemandez-Jurado-State_of Ohio
From: Ronald R. Petroff, Esq. [mailto:pp@ipetrofiawofices.com]
Sent: Thursday, May 16, 2013 12:45 PM
Ta: LeeAnn Massuca
Cc: Amy Waring; Eimear Bahnson; ‘AY
Subject: RE: Noah's pediatnaan appt UPDATE

LeeAnn

Please see below email from my chent regarding your request

The doctor wanted a weight check after a month from his 9 month appointment rather than waiting unti his next well
baby at 1 year, which was the purpose of taday's visit

The weight check results were  20Ibs & oz — this puts Noah in the 51 95 percentile
Height 15 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 18 11 in — this puts Noah in the 67 38 percentile

Since tomorrow begins the new schadule and with communicattons completely ebminated - Please advise if | am

permitted to know when Noah will be picked up and dropped off at daycare on Wed/Thur as welt as picked up on
Friday as the order does not stipulate any specfic times

Very truly yours, EXHIBIT
Ronald R, Petroff, Esq. ¢,
Managing Partner o 2 '-':Sr':‘
| e et 3
Petroff Law Offices, LLC > B =L
140 East Town Street, Ste 1070 = = 557
Columbus, Ohio 43215 Q N =L
Tel 614-222-4288 o ® DI
Drrect 614-222-4282 2 o o9
Fax 614-222-4289 2 o 2%
email- (rp@petroffiawoffices.com @ o =
website hitp./fwww petrofflawaffices.com/

-
]
L
- e
LY

Confidentiality Natice: This electronic mal messege, together with any attachments hevem, contans information of Petroff Law
Qffices, LLC that moy be confidentinl and/or legally prvileged, and is intended solely for the use of the indnadual or entity named on this

message If you ore npt the intended recipient, and have recewved this messoge in error, pleose immediately retum this message wa e-moil
and then delete it from vour hord drive campletely If you have any questions about what to do in this situation, pleose call our office ot the
nurber hsted above Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter

From: LeeAnn Massuca [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, May 16, 2013 12:11 PM
To: Ronald R. Petrofl, Esq. ;

bmB8oetrofflawoffices.com; AAA AAA assistant
Cc: LeeAnn Massuca; Amy Wanng; Eimear Bahnsor; A)

Subject: [Norton AnbSpam]Ncah's pediatnician appt UPDATE
Importance: High

H;: Ron-

Exhibit J3
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Hemandez-Jurado-State_of Ohio

For some reason 1 am having difficully locating the e-mail you sent with Noah's
pedialrician update information.

Would you please resend AS.AP as I am currently meeting with Mr. Jurade and of course
be is interested in that dala.

T realize be can obtain the records, but a brief syngpsis would be belpful.

Alco, the child support payment was niade this miorving by their normal procedures - which
requires Kathy's acceptance of the payment via e-mail.

Thanks-
MM

EXHIBIT

LeeAnn M. Massucci

Mazsucei & Khine LLC
256 Civic Center Drive
Suite 630

Columbus, OH 43215
Phone: 814484 0177
Fux 614484 0181

FROM THE LAW OFFICE OF MASSUCCI & KLINE LLC

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This o-mail message is intended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed
and may contam confidential and/or privilaged material. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure distribution ls
prohibitad. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by reply e-mafl anddes all'e§'peu of
the original message. If you are the intended recipient but do not wish to recsive commmiaﬁnl ﬂj'_mnﬁﬁ this
medium, please so advise the sender immediately. EX W
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Hemandez-Jurado-State_of_Chio
Prom: Bivthe Bethel
To: & wredefauaiinesonsulting.com. LeeAnn Massuccl, emb@midamsyvia coo
Subject: Re Father"s Doy & Summer Schedule
Dute:

Tuesday, June 18, 2013 7 27 07 AM

An Firat, | am glad to kriow that you had a good first Father's Day with Noah

Regarding your request for documentation, etc , that backs up my recommendabon for a sinct adherence to Noah's daycare
schedule, let me just say that you and Kathy, and your continued inzbilly to co-parent without continued conflict and

drama are the reasons And, | believe that your have misunderstood my position as far as when your, and for that matter,
Kathy's parents are in town. | have been consistent in recommending that Noah have a stnct daycare schedule, because,
quite frankly, that appears nght now to be the only piace that 1s the most siress free for him, and 1 know that he will have the

same daily schedule as far as naps, feadings, etc That i1s very important for a child his age, and | believe that any child
deveiopment Itersiure would back me up

| also have recommended that each of you should try and schedule at least one of your weeks of vacation tme to concide

with your parerts being here That way you would have a full week of uninterrupted tme with Noah and them ¥ you are not
treating the me as your vacation tme, then the daycare schedule should be adhered to

An, | have been in thig business for over 30 years | have learned valuable informaton from the multitude of professionals
that | have worked closely with over the years | have sesn what works and what doeen't work with hugh conflict cases
Unfortunately, this :3 an extremely high canflict case, Usually, as time passes the conflict will dimunish, but for some reason
that s not the case here So. untl | see that, | am going to continue to racommaend what 1 have been recommending

Blythe

EXRIBIT
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From: Hivthe Bethgl

To: anadoRcualneconsyiting com
Subject: Re Nosh Jurado & Brooksecdge Daycare
Daie:

Wednesday, July 10, 2013 11 56 39 AM

An | spoke with Amy on the momng of our last Court heanng | was returning a voicemail left by her while | was out of town

for the long holiday weekend | did not speak with Jessica on Fnday, and | do not know how you got that impresawon | have
spoken with Jessica in the past, but not Jast Fnday

I think the whole point being made by Amy Is the daycare doas not want to be drawn into the middie of this litigaton  They
ars in the business of caring for chikiren, not monitonng parents who are in a custody fight, and they do not want to have to

choose sides here  They love Noah, and think he 5 doing very well They know that you and Kathy each love Noah very,
vary much and that Noah loves you both very much

Amy said that your frequent visits to the daycare (sometimes as much as 2 times every day) 1s disruptive for Noah (ha gets
distressad when you leave and o tekes time to calm him down), and that 1 makes certan of the workers feel uncomfortable
She usad the words “intimidating” and “aggressive™ Amy stressed that they never want to tell any parent that they are not
weicome to visit, because they have an "open door” policy, but even our magistrate sad when she heard about the frequency
of your visits that you appear to be "overly involved” Amy alsc said that she does not want to have to explan to othar
parents what you are doing at the daycare 5o much | have had this in other cases where a parent or grandparent goes to a
chiid’s school 80 miuch that other parents complain it makes other parents uncomfortable They do not know who you are or

why you are present 6o much in this day and age, we have unfortunately leamad to be cautious of persons that you do not
know being around your chitdren

1 you want my opinion, | wouki really fimit your visits to the daycare ) would not be asking the workers there for advice |
wouki simply lst them do their job, and that 1s to provide care for Noah and the othar children wathout interruption from
parents

Biythe

GAL Adds New Reasons for Daycare Restrictions

EXHIBIT
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The Final recommendation from the GAL
{T ) a1 fuadefoupinaconsultng, com regarding stipulations for the new Temporary
Subject: Ra Noah Jursas & Brooksedge Daycara Order under negotiations (July 2013)
Date: Thursclay, July 11, 2013 11 2548 AM

An | cannot give you adwce But ) can say that | beleve the proposal 1s pretty darn close to my recommendabon  When |
place their proposed schedule on a calendar (assummg a 28 day month), you would have 11 overmights out of 28, or
approximataly 40% of the overnights  Trus ume doas not nchwde the half days that thay have proposed  If you want {o
submit affidavris, it will be some tma before wa get an answer out of the magistrate | would assume the magstrate would
follow my recommendation, but again you would be waiting for her to write her decision | would recommend that Noah go
daycare everyday from 8 00 or 8 30 am to 4 00 pm yust to keap his daily routing, and | would also recommand limited wists to
the daycare Not sure If you are geing to hire a lawyer, but that s what | am thinking for my recommendaton Blythe

From: “an_jurado@qualinacansulting com" <an_jurado@qualineconsuiting com:>
To: Blythe Bethe! <biythebethel@yahoo com>

Sent: Thursday, July 11, 2013 11 09 AM
Subject: RE Noah Jurado & Brooksedge Daycare

Blythe,
Before responding to that propasal, my first question would be Do you think ¢ ig{in Noah's best interest? | certanly do not
think what they propose 18 in his best interest  and based on your pnor recomnsendations, | would think yau agres  But
pleasa confirm
An
An Jurado
Principal HCM Consultant, Quatine Consulting EXHIBIT
{305) 798-2212
an_urado@aqualineconaulhng com
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Exhibir o 4 1

IN THE CQURT OF COMMCN PLEAS, FRANKLIN COUNTY, OHIO

DIVISTON OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS

JUVENILE BRANCH

KATHY HERNANDEZ, : 12JU0~14472
FPETITIONER
V5.

ARISTIDES JURALDO,

RESPONDENT

TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS HEARD
BEFORE THE HONORABLE JUDGE TERRI JAMISON

ON THE 22 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, Petiticner
Aristides Jurado, Respondent

FTR

COURT OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS COLUMBUS, OHIO 43215
FRANKLIN COUNTY
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COURT'S WITNESS

INDEX OF WITNESSES

PAGE

ARISTIDES JURADO 08

COURT OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS

FRANKLIN COUNTY
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JUDGE JAMISON: - Noah Jurado, case number
12JU-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, 0CC1373, Guardian Ad
Litem for the minor child, Neocah Jurado.

JUDGE JAMISON: State your name -

MR. JURADC: Aristides Jurado, pro se,
respondent, father.

JUDGE JAMISON: Okay. I have befiore me
today a Motion for Emergency Custody filed by Mr.
Jurade and I have a motion filed by Mr. Petroff for
dismissal of this motion. Mr. Petreff, you may
speak in behalf to your motion.

ATTCRNEY 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 presseni 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

FTR

COURT OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS 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 emérgencies whether the
attocrney of record is in transient out or he’s not
or he’'s indispocsed, 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 motfion should
be the exception.

JUDGE JAMISON: Mr., -

ATTORNEY PETROFF: Your Honor, -

JUDGE JAMISON: - can I - - can I ask a
gquestion? Does Mr. Golden represent you?

ME. JURADO: No.

JUDGE JAMISON: And when were his services
terminated?

MR. JURADC: I sent him an email last

Friday.
JUDGE JAMISON: Friday, what day?
MR. JURADO: Let’s see -
JUDGE JAMISCN: Let me see.
FTR
COURT OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS COLUMBUS, OHIO 43215

FRANKLIN COUNTY
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ATTORNEY PETROFF: Motien wasn’t filed
until Monday to withdraw.

JUDGE JAMISCN: Yeah, I have a motion
filed for attorney withdrawl that actually made it
te filing on January 21, 2014.

ATTORNEY PETROEFEF: Oh wow.

MR. JURADO: DMonday was closed -

ATTORNEY PETROFF: So - - so Tuesday.

ATTORNEY BETHEL: That's right.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: Sc it was yesterday.
Also -

JUDGE JAMISON: My prob -

ATTORNEY PETRCFF: Sorry.

JUDGE JAMISON: Go ahead.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: No, I don’t want to
interrupt the Court.

JUDGE JAMISON: Geo ahead.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: With respect to the
cencern of the child and for pur - - all purposes
geing 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

FTR

COURT OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS COLUMBUS, OHIO 43215
FRANKLIN COUNTY




10

1

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

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: OQkay.

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 cnce the lawyer has
been discharged.” So even if Mr. Golden had not
withdrawn, which hefs 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 T've
already filed - - signed the entry but because of
the e-filing process -

ATTORNEY PETROFF: COkay.

FTR
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JUDGE JAMISON: - we know it slows it
dewn. 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 1 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 Metion for Emergency Custody.

MR. JURADGC: 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 -
- Lhe - - my son experiences whether it is weight
issues or injuries at daycare, they always - - they
always coincide with my ability to be arcund him or
to make decisions for him -~ =~ to make decisions for
him.

JUDGE JAMISON: They always coincide with
your ability to make dec -

MR. JURADC: With my inability to -

FTR
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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, I
was -

JUDGE JAMISON: Ch 1'm sorry, would ycu
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 cath.

MR. JURADO: I was unlawf - - unlawfully
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 lst through
mid January?

JUDGE JAMISON: Of what year?

MR. JURADO: 2012 to 2013.

JUDGE JAMISON: Okay, that’s not imminent

FTR
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so I don’t need any testimony about what happened
there.

MR. JURADO: I know. I was just trying tc
establish time.

JUDGE JBMISCN: That’s not how emergency
custody works.

MR. JURADO: Okay.

JUDGE JAMISON: I don’t - - I don’t do a
pattern.

MR. JURADC: I see.

JUDGE JAMISON: I have to show an imminent
threat.

MR. JURADO: So - - scrry 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 bkrought you down here today?

MR. JURABRO: Yes.

JUDGE JAMISON: That’s the guestion.

FTR
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MR. JURADO: My son has behavioral and
developmental prcoblems 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 fox
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 purpose for
parents to be able to make sure that the facilities
are adequate for their children and to participate
in that process.

JUDGE JRAMISON: 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 {inaudikle).

JUDGE JAMISON: What happened at the new

daycare?
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ATTORNEY PETROFF: Your Honor, objection.
His own testimony said October/November; T don’t
believe that fits the standard of an ex parte
emergency order under this Court’s bhiood, 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: Octocber.

ME. JURADO: October.

JUDGE JAMISON: Okavy.

MR. JURADO: Iminency.

JUDGE JAMISON: 711 allow it.

MR. JURADO: He had -

JUDGE JAMISON: - 17131 -

ATTORNEY PETROFF: Thank ycu.

JUDGE JAMISON: - weilgh it.

ATTORNEY PETRCFF: Uh~huh (affirmative
response) . |

MR. JURADO: He had an accident with the

climbing eguipment.
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JUDGE JAMISON: All of fThese things you're

alleging are occurring at the daycare?

ATTORNEY PETROFF: Yes, they occurred that

the daycare.

JUDGE JAMISON: Okay, so0 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: Cbijection. He - - he’
perpetrating in front of the Court despite the

Guardian’s repeated reguest - - the Court dcesn’'t

S

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

© - 1t is irrelevant.

MR. PETRCFEF: 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
enrclled the child in a second daycare, that’s a
decision for his -

MR. JURADC: Wait, after -

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

ATTORNEY PETRCOFF: Uh-huh (affirmative
response; .

JUDGE JAMISON: - but - - 1711 -

ATTORNEY PETROFF: Thank you.

JUDGE JAMISON: 71l 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 docesn’t work in the new
daycare. Okay.

JUDGE JAMISON: You can cross on 1it,
counsel.

ATTORNEY PETROFFEF: 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: - will 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 tThis is the problem -

MR. JURADO: Uh-huh {(affirmative
respcnse) .

JUDGE JAMISON: - with yocur - - with your
pleading.

MR. JURADO: OQOkay.

JUDGE JAMISON: And I'm geoing to tell vyou
why I can’t grant it.

MR. JURADO: Ckay.

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. JURADCO: 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 unakle 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 enrclled in a
second daycare.

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

JUDGE JAMISON: TIf that i1s 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 loock
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
reascon that you cannct 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. JURADC: But, Your Honor, neither
daycare will allew - - in the daycare - -~ the
daycare that I enrolled him to, on his first day, I
wanted toc 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. Bach
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parent - - it deocesn’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 ke, vou know, go there hecause that’s why
they place them sc close. But the point is the -~ -
based on the pressure -

JUDGE JAMISON: Did you discuss that with
them when you took the child and enrcolled 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
FTR
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straight.

JUDGE JAMISON: (Ckay, let me see what
restrictions you’'re talking - - let me see what
restrictions you’re talking about.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: I know. 1 know.

JUDGE JAMISON: This - - it’s ckay.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: I know,.

MR. JURADC: Okay.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: I’m working on my
patience in tThe New Year.

ATTORNEY BETHEL: It - - it’s an agreed
order.

ATTORNEY PETRCFF: I'm working cn my
patience this year. That’s my New Year’s
resolution.

ATTORNEY BETEEL: ©h, you failed.

JUDGE JAMISCON: Did you agree — - oh, okay
here’s the agreed entry.

ATTORNEY PETROFEF: There’'s an agreed order
that neither party will enter the daycare.

ATTORNEY BLETHEL: It's agreed.

ATTORNEY PETROQFF: It’s an agreed crder of
the Court.

JUDGE JAMISON: Okay. You have an agreed

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

MR. JURADQO: Yes, under duress, vyes, I
agreed to that.

JUDGE JAMISON: O(Okay, hold on. Come back
up here.

MR. JURADO: Yes., Yes, sorry.

JUDGE JAMISON: Come back up here. OCkay.
If you signed an agreement -

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

JUDGE JAMISON: - that you would not go to
the déycare facility -

MR. JURADC: Uh-huh {(affirmative
response) .

JUDGE JAMISON: - neither parent, which I
would never understand why anybody would sign -

MR. JURADC: Uh-huh {(affirmative
response).

JUDGE JAMISON: - then you have to abide
by that order until there’s ancther order put on by
the Court. The premise of daycare -

MR. JURADC: Uh-huh (affirmative

response) .
JUDGE JAMISON: - is to provide care for
the child -
FTR
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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
rasponse} .

JUDGE JAMISCN: 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. JURADC: It wasn’t my decision, Your

Henor.

JUDGE JAMISON: But yecu did enrcll him,
correct?

MR. JURADO: DNo, I'm talking akout the
situation.

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

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

JUDGE JBMISON: - was that your decision?

MR. JURADG: Correct.

JUDGE JBMISON: Okay. Then you need to
trust your decisicn that I have placed him in
daycare that is gcod.

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

JUDGE JAMISON: Children do fall.
Children do hit their head.

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

JUDGE JAMISON: Children do those things.

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

JUDGE JAMISON: I understand. This might
be ydur first child; you're a little hyper-sensitive
mayke.

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, ycu looked at the

classrooms -
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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. JURADOQO: Or even the new - — or even
the new one - - only the first -
JUDGE JAMISON: I --3I--1ockay.

MR. JURADC: 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. Alright.

JUDGE JBAMISON: Ycu’'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 ccncerns?

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
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the problem with your motion.

MR. JURADGC: 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 tc make -
- I can’t assume - - he’s about tc get kicked out of
the new daycare.

JUDGE JAMISON: Which new daycare?

MR. JURADRO: The one that I -

ATTORNEY PETROFF: Listen -

ATTORNEY BETHEL: I'm not aware of that.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: - we’re - - we're not
here abcut 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 gect 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 1it?

JUDGE JAMISON: What is it?

ATTORNEY PETROFF: JIt’'s a restraining
order that my client not contact any daycare

provider from here until 2025.

ME. JURADO: Your - -~ Your Honor, you were
- - last time we were here December 20 - - I -
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that motion because they dismissed it.

MR. JURADO: It’s not a motion.

JUDGE JAMISON: Once they dismissed the
moticn for the restraining ordef -

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

JUDGE JAMISON: -~ I have no more

jurisdiction on that.

24

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 JAMISCON: I can’t hear a motion

that’s not filed.

ATTORNEY PETROFEF: Are you - - my question

is this, he wants fL¢ appreoach ex parte, are you
going to hear it tomorrow?

JUDGE JAMISON: He has the right to
approach ex parte -

ATTORNEY PETROFE: So -
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JUDGE JAMISON: ~ Just like counsel does.

ATTORNEY PETROFEF: - 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 te do. I don’t have a motion.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: Can - - can you help me
out here?

ATTORNEY BETHEL: Ycu - -~ you filed that
motion today, Ari (phonetic)?

MR. JURADO: Can - - yves. 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 -

ATTCRNEY BETHEL: Wait a minute I -

JUDGE JAMISON: Okay. Okay. I cannot talk
about something that was dismissed.

MR. JURADC: 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 intc 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: Ckay.

JUDGE JAMISON: I'm not making any
findings about it; I don’t get to consider it.

MR. JURADO: Okay. So - - he - - there is
my motion you are about to dismiss the fact that it
was -~ -~ basiéally the only reason why we have the
restriction in place for the daycare ig because of
Mrs. Bethel.

JUDGE JBMISON: Okay. I don’t get to speak

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

MR. JURADA: No - - no - — not for now.
JUDGE JAMISON: Neg — - no — - no — - no -
FTR
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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 -

ME. JURADCO: 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 abie to do - - your - - the
assumption 1s they’re able te do certain things.

JUDGE JAMISON: You could have dene 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 wen’t do it then you can’t do it. That
means you can’t do it; that means Ms. Hernande:z
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
e Set Aside a Magistrate’s Order that’s set for 11
(sic) -29; we’re all here right now. Mr. Jurado
said we ccould go forward on that. Would you
entertain -

JUDGE JAMISON: No.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: - going forward on it?

JUDGE JAMISON: DNo.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: Okay.

JUDGE JAMI3SON: Because I haven’t even
seen the transcript or anything tec set it -

ATTORNEY PETROFF: There is no transcript.

JUDGE JAMISON: - aside.

ATTORNEY PETROFF: The Magistrate filed a
sua sponte crder which is in her right to do
limiting the testimony of & trial that’s coming 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: CQkay. So -

JUDGE JAMISON: Yeah, I alresady know that.

ATTORNEY PETROFFE: - so0 1it’'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 1s going to testify?

ATTORNEY PETROFFEF: Well Mr. Golden
subpoenaed him. I don’t -

JUDGE JAMISON: So 1f 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 knew, I - - the problem -
MR. JURADO: (inaudible) ?
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JUDGE JAMISON: Okay. I'm not going to

30

deal with Magistrate Matthews’ issue until I talk to

her -

ATTORNEY PETROFF: Okay.

JUDGE JAMISON: - and see what was going on

with that.

ATTCORNEY PETRCOFF: 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 JBAMISON: But I think really that
should maybe be able to be heard on February 6.

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 Hoencr, -

JUDGE JAMISON: - to bring your witnesses.
You have to be able to present testimony. Now, if
you intend to get ancther attorney you néed 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 1s not an excuse. You
would have to be able to present your case and be
able tc question witnesses, bring your witnesses,
and you’re going toc be held to that standard.

MR. JURADC: The - ~ the point I was
trying to make is there’s no point in me going into
a trial if number one, their moticon filed for
sanctions, so I cannot submit evidence.

JUDGE JAMISCON: What kind of sanctions?

ATTORNEY PETROFF: There’s been multiple
motions. 'The Guardian filed a Motion to Limit
Testimony. We filed. Mr. Jurade viclated a case
management order; we filed a Mction 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 1s the motion?

ATTORNEY BETHEL: I filed two motions,
Your Honeor, as the Guardian, a Motion for Contempt
and a Motion to Preclude evidence. Mr. Jurado owes
over $3,000.00 to my coffice and he said that I'm his
last priority.

ATTORNEY PETRCFF: 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, =o
pursuant to the case - - the Magistrate’s case
management order we filed a Motion in Limine to
limit testimony. So Magisrate Matthews may not
allow Mr. Jurado to present testimony and witnesses,
etcetera.

MR. JURADO: So = - sc at trial =~

JUDGE JAMISCN: 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. JURADCO: 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. JURADC: There are extenuating -

ATTORNEY BEHTEL: He’s -

MR. JURADO: =~ and disturbing
circumstances. I was put on purpcese under - - undo
hardship. I'm about fto lose my Jjob. I shouldn’t

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

representing me because I can’t afford him. I
cannet - - I’'m barely making child support payments.
I canncot afford fo get expert witnesses. 1 mean

soon this is going to continue and I won’t even - -
why go to trial if - - I won’t have a rocof on top -
- to have my son with me because of what they are
doing in this case and that’s why -

JUDGE JAMISON: Ch 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 QOctober and they merely raequire 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
discliosed 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

MR. JURADC: I understand.

JUDGE JAMISON: ~ is the part. But the
problem is, Mr. Jurado -

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

JUDGE JAMISCON: - 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 gcing to have any choice but to grant

the motiocns.
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MR. JURADC: Yeah, I mean -

JUDGE JAMISON: 3o -

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 geoing 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. JURADGC: Yes.

JUDGE JAMISON: - to seven hours.

MR. JURAZDO: 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
FTR
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been continued for payment for - - for both parties,
that’s why I filed it. I -

JUDGE JAMISCON: ©Oh Lord Jesus.

ATTORNEY BETHEL: Your Honor, he’s also
filing - - he advised me -

JUDGE JAMISON: T 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? 1I’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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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS, FRANKLIN COUNTY, OHIO
DIVISION OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS AND JUVENILE BRANCII

The STATE ex rel., JURADO v. ODC, FCCPCJB
Exhibit J5
KATHY HERNANDEZ, 1 )
PLAINTIFF, ; CASE NO. 12 JU 14479
Vs, ] JUDGE JAMISON
ARISTIDES JURADO, | MAGISTRATE MATTHEWS
DEFENDANT. |
ENTRY

This cause came before the Court on January 23. 2014, on the Motion of Defendant for
an Emergency Custody Order and Plaintilt's Motion to Dismiss the Motion for an Fmergency
Custody Order.  Aristides Jurado, Defendant. appeared and requested that the Order continue
until further orders ol the Cowt relative to the Motion Tor Custody filed November 13, 2002,
Ron Petroli appeared on behalf of Plaintiff. who was not present. and Blythe Bethel. Guardian
add fitem appeared lor this proceeding. Due to the number of issues the Court was made aware of
during this hearing. the Court will make additional orders herein,

The Court dealt with Plaintift™s Motion to Dismiss [Trst as a procedural matter. The Court
does not find this motion o be well-taken. Plaintiff™s position is that the Motion for mergency
Custody should not be heard because Defendant was represented by counsel and therclore
Defendant cannot file motions pro se. Counsel. Keith Golden, has filed a Motion to Withdraw
and the Lntry allowing withdrawal has not been processed due to e-filing. The Court finds that
cven though the entry has not appeared in the case fiie that Mr. Golden was discharged by
Defendant. Based upon Rule 1.16{a) of the Ohio Rules of Professional Conduct. which states in
pertinent part. “a lawyer shall not represent a client. or. where representation has commeiced.
shall withdraw from the representation of a client if any of' the lollowing applies:... {3)the fawyer
is discharged.” The Court finds that Mr. Golden was discharged by Delendant and Defendant’s
fiting of the Motion for Emergency Custody is allowed. Therefore. the Court DENIES Plainti(17s
Motion to Dismiss Defendant’s Motion for Emergency Custady.

Bascd on the sworn Allidavit and testimony ol Defendant and the report of the Guardian

adl fitem, an emergency situation does not exist. Firstly, Plaintifl and Defendant have shared

Exhibit J5 1 The State ex rel., Jurado v. OBC, FCCPCJB
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parenting. Secondly. the Court will not issuc the emergency custody order due to the lact that ali
of the injurics seemed to vecur at the child's previous dayeare facility, The Courtireviewed
Delgndant’s exhibits of the various injuries 1o the child. The Courl does find that the number of:
injurics to the head. ‘the black cye. and the unexplainable bruising to the child’s legs troubling.
However, there is no allegation that Plaintift caused the mjuries and the child has been removed
from the facility where the injuries occurred.

The Guardian e Firenr reported o the Court that the minor child has had another ingury at
the current dayecare provider wtilized by Plaintif{T. Detendant has corolted the minor chiid in a
different daycare for care during his parenting time, The Court at first found this unreasonable
but, duc to the fact that the minor chidd has had numerous injuries that are reportediy occurring at
the Plamtifts daycare center. the Court [inds it 1o be a viable alternative. The parties have agreed
that neither of them will utilize the Open Door Policy le ga o the dayeare cenler utilized by
Plaintifl” unannounced. It-is unreasonable to ¢xpeet that o concerned parent wvho has a child in
daveare and that child his experienced several incidents will not want o investigate the ¢ause ol
the injuries. The Court opines that utilizing separate daycares will resolve the issue and allow
Defendant and Plaintiff the ability 1o utilize ‘the Open Door Policy at their respective daycare
faciinties.

The Goardian @ Lien Turther informed the Couwrt that Defendant is nol current on his
obligations as to her fees. The Court opines that the Guardian ad Jitew 1ees are not dischargeable
in bankruptey and are in the nature of child support. Detendant shoukd begin making payment
wward his outstundittg obligation (o the Guardian ad lrem forthwith, Plaintiff paid the total cost
10 obtain ihe psychoiogical custody evaluation, Defendant should begin looking for fuil-time
employment that wil] cnable him to reimburse Plaintifi’ lor his hall’ of the payment to Dr.
amallden for the psychological custody evaluation,

ILis THEREFOQRE ORDERED, ADJUDGED ARD DECREED that Aristides Jurado
Mation for Emergency Custody is DENIED. The Court [trther ORDERS that the partics may
maintain separate daycarc providers. Both parties shall drop the child off at the respective
parent’s child carc center afler exercising parenting time, The party beginning parenting time
shall pick the child up from their child care center. For example. i PlaintitE-Mother is beginning
her time. Defendant-Father shall drop the child off in Hilliard in the morming 1o be picked up by
Plamtiff-Mother in the cvening. I Defendant-Father is beginning his time. Plaintiff=-Mother shali

2
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drop the child ofCai Easton in the morning to be picked vp by Defendant-Father in the evening.
The Court further STRIKES (e language trom the Shared Parenting Agreement that prevents
the partics from contacting the daycare center or utilizing the Open Door Poiicy at thelr
ruspcclivc clayczu‘c centers. The 'Co'ui'l ORDERS tiﬁil' xieilher pﬁi‘ty shali cOhizit:l the ut'hé'r 'pa'l"l\"-s‘
to interfere with the child's '-p!accmeni atthe center. A copy of this order should be delivered to
and placed in the child’s file at cach individual daycare center.

The Court further ORDERS Defendant to begin payments to the Guardian wd firem
immediately. The Court further ORDERS Defendant to make arrangements to reimburse
PlaintifT for the cost of the psychological custady evaluation performed by Dr. Smalldon upon
his receipl of prool that she paid and the amount that she paid.

Motion for Custody is set lor hearing with Magistrate Matthews on the 3 fioor of 373 8.
High Strect. Columbus. OFH 43215 on March 26, 2014, March 28, 2014, March 31. 2014, April

2014, and April 2. 2014 at 1:30 pm. Magistrate Matthews may increase the number of days if
neeessary to accommodate the parties and Lo give both parties the ability to introduce all

evidence. 7

'S SO ORDERED. \
M” V5 Kﬂ/ a/m,

lUDCi‘} ISON
!

Capies 1o:

Ron Petroll. Attorney for Plaintifl’
Aristides Jurado. Defendant
Biyvthe Bethel. Guardian ad litem

Exhibit J& 3 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB
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ExhibiT K1 1

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS, PFRANKLIN COUNTY, OHIO

DIVISION OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS

JUVENILE BRANCH

KATHY J. HERNANDEZ,
PLAINTIFF
V3. : CASE NC. 12JU-11-14479
ARISTIDES JURADOC,

DEFENDANT

TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS HEARD
BEFORE THE HONORABLE JUDGE TERRI JAMISCN
HELD ON THE 13TH DAY OF MARCH, 2014

APPEARANCES:

RONALD R. PETROFF, ATTCRNEY AT LAW, ON BEHALF CF
PLAINTIFF, KATHY J. HERNANDEZ

ERIKA SMITHERMAN, ATTORNEY AT LAW, ON BEHALFE OF
PLAINTI¥EF, KATHY J. HERNANDEZ

BLYTHE M. BETHEL, ATTORNEY AT LAW AS GUARDIAN AD

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

ALSO PRESENT:
KATHY J. BERNANDEZ, PLAINTIFF

ARISTIDES JURADOC, DEFENDANT, PRO SE
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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: Gocecd afterncoon, Your Honcr.
Ronald Petroff, 0081267 on behalf of the petitioner,
Kathy Hernandez; who is seated to my right this
afternoon. |

JUDGE JAMISON: Sir, state your name for the
recerd. State your name for the record, please.

MR. JURADC: Aristides Jurado, I am the
respondent in this case.

JUDGE JAMISON: Well, actually, yes, okay.
Counsel.

MS., BETHEL: Blythe Bethel, Supreme Court
Registraticn number 00C01373. 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, mcetion to expedite
hearing without referring for removal of guardian ad

litem, and an emergency motion for removal of the

FTR
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guardian ad litem filed by Mr. Jurado. OQkay. 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 befcre we entertain the
substance of Mr. Jurado’s moticn. Namely, I don’t
believe we have standing to move forward today because
I don't believe Mr. Juradoe’s complied with current
court orders, specifically case management order filed
in this case that required certain terms and
conditions tc 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 T don’t believe that Mr. Jurado has standing to
move forward to file any more moticns 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 oxrder to fully prepare for and
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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 thcusands 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
bacause 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 superfliuous motions
entertained and be invelved 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 whatsocever.

And I would like the Court today if it so pleases
to send a message that this will not be teclerated
because after all, what is the point of a Magistrate’s

Order of a judicial decree if there is no teeth behind
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it. Thank you.

JUDGE JAMISON: Thank you. Mr. Jurado?

MR. JURADC: 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 ancother 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 JAMISON: So why are we here today?

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

JUDGE JAMISON: No. I was gquite 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. JURADC: Ah.

JUDGE JAMISON: Was I clear? At the last
hearing -~

MR. JURADO: Uh-~huh (affirmative response).
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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 gquite 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 yocu -

JUDGE JAMISON: -~ and this Couri won't
permit that.

MR. JURADO: I have made four payments to
the guardian ad ilitem.

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 vyou two could go to your respéctive daycare
centers, use the open door policy at your respective
daycare centers. I put in the order that you would
not come kack before this Court before the end of the
month, that you would exchange all discovery, comply

with all court crders, one cf which was becoming
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current on the guardian ad litem’s payment.

The guardian ad litem is nct your problem. Your
problem is now that you are coming up against the
Court, that's your problem now. 3She’s the least of
your problems. This Court won’t stand for that. If
she’s ncot 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
compliaints. 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
doilar 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 reguired 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
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you and her decide what daycare center
has done what she is required to do by

that meets vour specifications or not,

£0 use. She
law; whether

it meets

Superintendent Rule 48.

MR.

JURADC: 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. JURADGC: May -

JUDGE JAMISON: I will be continuing these
motions -

MR. JURADO: - may I -

MS3. SMITHERMAN: Thank you, Your Honor.

MR. JURADO: - just one thing -

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

said what I meant.

MR.

JURADO: Okay.

JUDGE JAMISON: All of these motions will be

continued and
this month if
MR.

that a parent

COURT OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS

there will not be a hearing the end of
the guardian is not paid.
JURADO: The Juvenile Procedure says

should not be affected by his financial

FRANKLIN COUNTY

FTR

COLUMBUS, OHIO 43215




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

status based -

JUDGE JAMISCN: You’re not being affected by
your financial status, but your testimony, your
presentaticon of evidence will be limited if you do not
follow the Court’s orders. It goes to your
credibkility as a witness.

MR. JURADO: You -- you -

JUDGE JAMISON: When you don’t comply with
my orders -

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

JUDGE JAMISCN: - it affects vyour
credibility with this Court. I am very patient. But
at this point, you are trying to cbfuscate 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 1ife I don’t have money to pay my rent. I
paid 1t 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 goling to

work, I —— 1 started -
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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 abkle 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 discovery,
doing what vou’re supposed to do. You want to come
and tell me what they’re not doing, but I'm here
knowing what you’re nct 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 1f 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.

FIR

COURT OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS COLUMBUS, OHIO 43215
FRANKLIN COUNTY




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

11

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.

ME. 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 -

TR
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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
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.
DARLENE QUILES {quil)
OFFICIAL COURT TRANSCRIPTIONIST
FTR
COURT OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS COLUMBUS, OHIO 43215
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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 43219-8086

Fabruary 03, 2014

in Reference To:  Brooksedge Lawsuit
Invoice #15164

Professional Services

1/3/2014 Reviewed copy of Amended Complaint

For professionai services rendered

Previous balance

Balance tiue

PAYMENT IN FULL DUE UPON RECEIPT

WE ACCEPT VISA, MASTERCARD, AND DISCOVER

Exhibit K2

Exhibit K2

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

—Hrs/Rate Amount

0.30 55.50
185.00/hr

0.30 $55.50

$805.50

$861.00

s

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



Blythe M. Bethel, Attorney at Law s
495 South High Street B
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
Invoice #18158

Professional Services

Hrs/Rate Amount

11212014 Briefly reviewed psych custody evaluation from Dr. Smalldon; reviewed e-mail 1.10 203.50
from Kathy re: expired tags; sent e-mail to Attomey Keith Golden re: expired 185.00/hr
tags.

1/3/2014 Reviewing e-mails from counsel and parties re: status of looking for new 0.50 82.50
daycare; removing psych report from formal Court record; sent responsive 185.00/hr

e-mail to counsel and parties re: same; telephone conference with Kathy re:
status of daycare issue,

1/6/2014 Reviewed Motion and proposed Entry to seal psych report; sent e-mail to 0.40 74.00
counsel approving Motion and Entry, sent e-mail to Attorney Keith Golden re: 185.00/hr
payment of fees.

1/1/2014 Exchanged e-mails with Atiorney Keith Golden re: payment of Guardian ad 0.60 111.00
Litem fees; exchanged e-mails with counsel re: dismissai of hearing on 185.00/hr

restraining order; reviewed letter from Dr. Smalidon to Attorney Golden re: use
of Dr. Lowenstein to review psych report,

1/8/2014 Reviewed e-mail from Dr. Lowenstein re: clarification of his role in this case; 0.90 166.50
attended Status Conference before Magistrate Matthews. 185.00/hr

1/9/12014 Reviewed Magistrate's Order re: trial time; payment of Guardian ad Litem fees. 0.10 18.50
185.00/hr

1/10/2014 Reviewed e-mails from Attorney Keith Goiden re: Magistrate's Order limiting trial 0.10 18.50
time. 185.00/hr

174112014 Reviewed e-mails from Ari and Kathy re: registering # for separate daycare; 0.30 55.60
sent e-mail to counsel and parties re: same. 185.00/hr

W—M‘M”WWMHMWM

228-7175

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



Page 2

Aristides Jurado _
Hrs/Rate __Amount

0.30 §5.50

1/13/2014 Reviewed e-mails exchanged between parties re: %= . condition; teiephone
conference with Attorney Erika Smitherman re; day care situation, exchanged 185.00/hr
e-mails with Attorney Keith Golden re: Ari's enroliment of child in separate day

care; reviewed e-mail from Ari to Kathy re: dropping 7= - off at new day care.

1/14/2014 Reviewed e-mail from Kathy Hemandez to Ari Jurado re: 7
daycare; payment for day care; reviewed e-mail from Katﬁy re: daycare costs,
= daycare attendance in Hilliard.

o

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

1/17/2014 Exchanged e-mails with Kathy Hernandez re: how #« s doing at new
daycare; speech specialist for child; exchanged e-mails 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.
1/19/2014 Reviewed e-mail from Kathy to Ari re: MLK Day holiday. 0.10 18.50
185.00/hr
0.40 74.00
185.00/hr

0.10 18.50

7= aftending Hilliard

185.00/hr

2.00 200.00
100.00/hr

0.60 111.00
185.00/hr

1/20/2014 Reviewed e-mails 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 Hernandez keeping child for MLK

Day, reviewed e-mail from Kathy re: issue of =« at daycare.

1/21/2014 Reviewed e-mail from Attorney Ron Petroff re: not agreeing to have Judge
Jamison hear Guardian ad Litem Motions on 1/29/14; sent e-mail to Attorney

Keith Golden re: same; Waiver of Service; reviewed Motion to Withdraw filed
by Attorney 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 filed by Ari Jurado; sent e-mail to counsel and Ari
re: unavailable to attend hearing on 1/22/14; reviewed Memo Contra to Motion

to Set Aside; attended hearing before Judge Jamison.
1/24/2014 Reviewed Entry from Judge re: new trial dates; denial of emergency Motion for

Custody; sent e-mail to counsel re: confiict with new trial dates; reviewed
Motion to Remove Guardian ad Litem filed by Ari Jurado; reviewed multiple

e-mails exchanged between parties re: = being taken to daycare.

0.50 82.50
185.00/hr

2.60 481.00
185.00/hr

0.70 129.50
185.00/hr

1.00 185.00

1128/2014 Exchanged e-mails with counsel/parties re: clarification of hearing schedule;
sent lengthy e-mail to counsel/parties re: providing food for chiid at daycare, 185.00/hr
hearing schedule; fee payments from Ari; telephone conference with Ari Jurado

0.80 148.00

re: same.

1/16/2015 Reviewed Motion to Set Aside filed by Attorney Keith Golden; sent e-mail to
counsel re: misteading statement in Motion to Set Aside; exchanged e-mails 185.00/hr
with Attorney Golden re: same; reviewed and revised Motion for Contempt and

Motion to Preclude Evidence.

The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB
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Aristides Jurado

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

Additional Charges from Primary Client

Hours

Page 3

Amount

13.10 $2,253.50

11712014 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 Arl Jurado.

1/31/2014 Copying costs for month of January

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

Total amount of this bill
Previous balance
Accounts receivable transactions

1/24/2014 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 VISA, MASTERCARD, AND DISCOVER

ClientiSplit bill information % Total
Hernandez GAL 50.00%
50/50
Jurado GAL 50.00%
50/50

Exhibit K2 4

Total

6.55 $1,126.75

28.50

50.10

$78.60
$39.30

—————————

$1,166.05
$2,828.90

($500.00)
($500.00)

($1,000.00}

$2,994.95

Payments

$1,166.05
$1,166.05

$500.00
$1,000.00

The State ex rel., Jurado v, QDC, 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 43218-6086

March 03, 2014

In Reference To:  Brooksedge Lawsuit

Previous balance

Balance due

PAYMENT IN FULL DUE UPON RECEIFT

WE ACCEPT VISA, MASTERCARD, AND DISCOVER

Amount

$861.00

—— e —r—————

$861.00

e

Exhibit K2 5 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 43218

March 03, 2014

In Reference To:  Guardian ad Litem
invoice #15208

Professionat Services

Hrs/Rate Amount

2/3/2014 Exchanged e-mails with Kathy Hernandez re: Ari Jurado dropping e off late 0.0 18.50
to both daycares. ‘ 185.00/hr
2/5/2014 Reviewed texts exchanged between parties re: dropping off %= at daycare, 0.10 18.50
lunch. 185.00/hr
211212014 Reviewed e-mails exchanged between parties re: Ari offering child to Kathy. 0.10 18.50
185.00/hr
2/13/2014 Reviewed trial subpoenas and Motion in Limine filed by Kathy Hernandez. 0.30 55.50
185.00/hr
2/17/2014 Telephone conference with Kathy Hernandez re: issues with scheduling; right of 1.80 333.00
first refusal; sent e-mail to Ari re: same; payment on account; began drafting 185.00/br
final pretrial recommendation.
2/18/2014 Reviewed muitiple motions filed by Ari Jurado re: protective order; removal of 1.20 222.00
Guardian ad Litem; exchanged e-mails with Ari re: work schedule, payment of 185.00/hr
Guardian ad Litem fees.
2/21/2014 Exchanged e-mails with Ari Jurado re: clarification of work schedule. 0.10 18.50
185.00/hr
For professional services rendered 3.70 $684.50
You are respoensible for 50.00% of time charges: 1.85 $342.25

Additicnal Charges :
2/28/2014 Copying costs for month of February 2550

Total additional charges $25.50

W
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

2/19/2014 Payment - Thank You
3/7/2014 Payment - Thank You
Total payments and adjustments

Balance due

PAYMENT IN FULL DUE UPON RECEIPT

WE ACCEPT VISA, MASTERCARD, AND DISCOVER

Page 2

$367.78
$2,994.95

{$250.00)
($750.00)

{$1,000.00)

$2,362.70

I % Total Total _Payments
Hemandez GAL 50.00% $342.25 $0.00
50/50
Jurado GAL §50.00% $342.25 $1,000.00
50/50
7 The State ex rel., Jurado v, ODC, FCCPCJB

Exhibit K2




Blythe M. Bethel, Attorney at Law

495 South High Street
Suite 220
Cotumbus, OH 43215

invoice submitted to:
Aristides Jurado

3963 Easton Way
Columbus, OH 43219-6086

Aprif 04, 2014

In Reference To:  Brooksedge Lawsduit

— . Amount

Previous balance $861.00
Balance due $861.00
F=——- = Nl

PAYMENT IN FULL DUE UPON RECEIPT

WE ACCEPT VISA, MASTERCARD, AND DISCOVER

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



Blythe M. Bethel, Atforney at Law

495 South High Street
Suite 220
Columbus, OH 43215

invoice submitted {o:
Aristides Jurado

3983 Easton Way
Columbus, OH 43219

April 04, 2014

In Reference To. Guardian ad Litem
Invoice #15275

Professional Services

Hrs/Rate Amount

3/5/2014 Reviewed Subpoena and attachments filed by Ari Jurado; sent-mail to Ari 0.60 111.00
Jurado re: filing Motion to Quash; exchanged multiple e-mails with Ari Jurado 186.00/hr
re: Subpoena.
3/10/2014 Organization of Guardian ad Litem case file in preparation for 3/13/14 hearing. 2.00 200.00
[paralegal] 100.00/hr
3/12/2014 Reviewed e-mail from Kathy Hernandez re: Asi Jurado asking her to take 7= 0.10 18.50
on 312114, 185.00/hr
3/13/2014 To Court for hearing before Judge Jamison. 1.00 185.00
185.00/hr
Preparation of Draft of Final Pretrial Recommendation of Guardian ad Litem. 2.20 220.00
100.00/hr
3/16/2014 Reviewed e-mail from Kathy Hernandez re: status of filing Guardian ad Litem 1.60 296.00
Recommendation; Ari Jurado giving up time with = Recommendation 185.00/hr
dictated.
3/17/2014 Revising draft of Guardian ad Litem Recommendation. 1.10 203.50
185.00/Mr
3/19/2014 Reviewed Motion for Stand-By Counsel and Motion for Continuance filed by Ari 0.20 37.00
Jurado. 185.00/hr
3/26/2014 Attended hearing before Magistrate Maithews; obtained new trial date. 2.60 481.00
185.00/hr
3/28/2014 Reviewed e-mail from Kathy Hernandez re: concerns about issues to address. 0.20 37.00
185.00/hr

OO U UUUUPE oS S 10 S PO L
A e i S P o eere  eEia FO TSP S

228-7775

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




Aristides Jurado Page 2

Hrg/Rate Amount

3/31/2014 Exchanged e-mails with Kathy Hemandez re: e . having fever;, going to 0.40 74.00
doctor's office; reviewed e-mail from Kathy re: results of doctor's appointment, 185.00/mr

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:

Additional Charges from Primary Client

12.00 $1,8683.00
6.00 $931.50

3/17/2014 Service Fee Krukowski Legal Courier Service for e-filing Guardian's Final PreTrial 8.50
Recommendation with Court.

3/31/2014 Copying costs for month of March 7.65

Total additional charges $16.15

You are responsible for 50.00% of expense charges: $8.07

Professional Services

Hrs/Rate _ Amount

3/10/2014 Organization of Guardian ad Litem file in preparation for 03/13/14 hearing. 200 200.00

For professional services rendered

Total amount of this bill
Previous halance
Accounts receivable transactions
3/24/2014 Payment - Thank You

Total payments and adjustments

Balance due

PAYMENT IN FULL DUE UPON RECEIPT

WE ACCEPT VISA, MASTERCARD, AND DISCOVER

Exhibit K2 i0

100.00/hr

2.00 $200.00

T p——— ik

$1,139.57
$2,362.70

(3300.00)
{$300.00)

$3,202.27

e —

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




Page 3

Aristides Jurado

ClientiSplit bill information % Total Total Payments
Hgmandez GAL 50.00% $030.58 $500.00
50/50

Jurado GAL 50.00% $930.57 $300.00
50/50

Exhibit K2 11 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB



Ngaankiin County Ohio Clerk of Courts of the Common Pleas- 2014 Feb 18 10:20 AM-12JU014479

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF FRANKLIN COUNTY, OHIO
DIVISION OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS AND JUVENILE BRANCH

KATHY HERNANDEZ,
CASE NO. 12 JU 11-14479
Plaintiff, :
V. JUDGE JAMISON
ARISTIDES JURADO, MAGISTRATE TSITOURIS
; The STATE ex rel., 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 1o the detriment of the well-being
of the child in this custody case.

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

Respectfully submitted,

Respondent-Father Pro Se

By:

ARISTIDES JURADO
3963 Easton Way

Columbus, OH 43219

(305) 799-2212
ari_jurado@qualineconsulting.com

£xhibit K3 1 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB
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CASE NO. 12 JU 11-14479 Kathy Hernandez 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; )
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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CASE NO. 12 JU 11-14479 Kathy Hernandez v. Aristides Jurado

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 harmony, 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 5.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. Hemandez’ 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. Hlinois, 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 1.Ed.2d 49 (2000); In re C.F., 113 Ohio St.3d 73, 2007-0hio-1104, 862
N.E.2d 816, § 28; In rec V.M.B., 2013-Ohio-4298, 437, 50. 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, ] 39, citing

Troxel, 530 U.S. at 65.

Page MROG.03
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CASE NQ. 12 JU 11-14479 Kathy Hernandez v. Aristides jurado

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 lawsait
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 determining 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 concerns, 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 Ad, 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 referral 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 communicaied 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 inferring
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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‘n 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 MROG.44-47) and A7 (pages
MROG 4349) 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 MROG.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
210 and within © 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 MROG.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
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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 Janvary 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 AS, page MROG.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 emails 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
Exhibii All, 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 MROG.65).
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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 harm 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

ARISTIDES JURADO
3963 Easton Way

Columbus, OH 43219

(305) 799-2212
ari_jurado@gualineconsulting.com
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF FRANKLIN COUNTY, OHIO
DIVISION OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS AND JUVENILE BRANCH

KATHY HERNANDEZ, 5
CASE NO. 12-JU-11-144 79
Plaintiff-Mother, &
VS JUDGE JAMISON
ARISTIDES JURADO,

MAGISTRATE TSITOURIS

¥

-

Defendant-Father.

State of Ohio County
of Franklin ... SS.

IO

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 knowtedge and belief.

FURTHER AFFIANT SAYETH NAUGHT.
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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 14" 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

ARISTIDES JURADO
3963 Easton Way
Columbus, OH 43219
(305) 799-2212
ari_jurado@qualineconsulting.com
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Allergics, Special Health or Medical Conditions, and Food Supplements

Filt in this section accurately and completely. Please note thal if your child has a current health or madical conaition requiting child care
staff lo pertorm child specific care, such as: to monitor the condition, provide treatment, care, or to give medication, the JFS 01236
~MedicatPhysical Care Plan” or aquivalent form and/or the JFS 01217 "Request for Agminisiration of Medication™ must be completed

and be kept on file at the center or type A homa.
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From: Ari Jurado

Sent: Thursday, November 15, 2012 8:24 AM
To: Hernandez, Kathrine

Subject: Re: 47, - 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_jurado(@qualineconsulting.com™> wrote:
Hi Kathy,

As I mentioned yesterday, [ 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 T 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
| 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, 1 wouldnt be back until mid or late
afternoon.

Please now that [ 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. 1 didn't want this smal} opportunity 1 have
t0 see susse 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.com

Sent: Friday, November 16, 2012 11:09 AM
To: aristides,jurado@accenture.com
Subject: Re: 227, G.Jurado

Hi Ari. That is correct, we would need some kind of authorization from Kathy. We allow family members 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 =z 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: "ayistides jurado@accenture.com” <aristides jurado@accenture.com>

To: brooksedgehilliard@yahoo.com

Cc: ari_jurado@qualineconsulting.com
Sent: Thursday, November 15, 2012 4:47 PM

Subject: Re: 2. G. Jurado

Hi Jessica and Danielle,

Thank you for answering my question earlier about the procedure Kathy and [ (gff?;”;ﬁ 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 confirm that there is no paperwork for me to filt out or forms to submit?
Thanks,

Ari Jurado
Father of =22 Gabriel Jurado

This message is for the designated recipient only and may contan 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-mail by you is prohibited.

Where allowed by focal law, electronic communications wih Accanture 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 compliance with Accenture policy.

hiip: /hwww. accenture, com/

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.
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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 deny a parent
aceess to their child without proper documentation.

child Abuse Reporting: All staff members are mandated reporters of suspected child abuse. This is the lfaw. 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 childrenis our first concern.

School Delays/Cancellations: Brooksedge will operate a full day program for school age childre whﬁe‘ool
is closed for vacations, delays or cancellations.

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: Qur 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 chiid
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) 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.

Mr. Harris: This is Mr. Ari. Mr. Ari | 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, um, the rules around open door policy, for daycare parents. And, um,
denying access to a parent.

Ms. Wallace: OK.

Ari: | haven’t completely memorized them, but | 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 enroliment 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, | 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?

Ari: On 11/5

Mr. Harris: That’s what 2 months apart?

Ari: Yes. | 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 | 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: | agree. | agree with you. When 1 finally found this on my own, that was almost 3
months later, | discuss with them and they were like: oh yes, you know, if your name is
in the birth certificate then we wil} let you in. And they had to, but 3 months later.

Mr Harris; But. for 3 months vou were demed AI’I, it kmd of sounds to me what you

are Iookang for |s just val:datlon that the course of.action you are gomg we wou!d

agree ‘with you Yes, there is probably some..: somethmg going on somewhere as thmgs
wav they should be.:
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From: Afijurado
Sent: Friday, December 14,2012 3:41 PM
To: LeeAnn Massucci

Cc Eimear Bahnson; Amy Waring
Subject: == G.Jurado: UPDATE

Hi LeeAnn,

Here are some updates that may be relevant and/or 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 lil paragraph B.

On 12/13/2012 Sl
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B

lil. One immediate concern regarding =< that is now causing
sleep (literally).

me to lose

A. At times, it is hard to sit and wait for the legal system/usual process to take its course before sofge OA
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 compiications 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 fow-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 Dactor's prescribed regimen of iron supplements, | started voicing my concerns to
Kathy and her her regular OBGYN Doctor to the point that 1 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 [V with Iron, which is risky because of
known side effects and negative reactions; and a blood fransfusion.

The end result was that Kathy and | 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 ali 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 | find myself at times when, as the father of :
know that he may be at risk, or that | KNOW we are not doing our best for his well being,
and there is little | 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. Nowlam very concerned with ., weight. At over 5 months old, .., weightis between 11
and 12 pounds (at the most). He is so underweight that almost everyone that sees his pictures makes

comments about how light he appears (and he is really light). The national average for a 5 pound baby
is 16 pounds. This is just one of the many items on the list of challenges that | 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, | 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 may start introducing other foods besides breast milk in the next 3 weeks (or close to the
6-month mark). | do not know the reascn for her preference to only feed him breastmilk all this time, when #
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 2%, with me alone for more than 3-4 hours at a
time or not at all). And her eating habits and poor diet make things a lot worse.

| am almost certain that bring it up this topic will set us back. But | do not know what to

do. Imagine how | would feel if later on :em develops any type of heaith/development
issue because of his early nutrition? | will certainly blame myself for not doing more —for not
doing ALL 1 CAN.

V. My availability in January.
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From: Ari Jurado
To: LeeAnn Magsucch; Eimear S8ahnson

Subject: The time has come: GAL involvement
Date: Thursday, February 28, 2013 5:02:21 PM

J R ————

LeeAnn and Eimear,

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
‘wess Health concerns and care.

Can we start the process? What would be the next step?
Thanks,
Ari

---------- Forwarded message «w=-------

From: "KJ Hernandez" <kjxatm(@gmail.com>

Date: Feb 28, 2013 3:44 PM _

Subject: Re: Appointment for s 3/4/2013

To: "Ari Jurado" <ari_j i ing >
Cc:

Ari,

We need 1o 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 1 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 1 don't
have confidence we will anytime soon.

reach out to my attorney this week to inquire about the process of starting to find and agree on
one for our case.

It does, unfortunately, sound like we are going to need to explore the need for a guardian. I can

Kathy

On Thu, Feb 28, 2013 at 4:06 PM, Ari Jurado <ari_jurado@qualineconsulting.com™> wrote:
Kathy,

T have cancelled the appointment for tomotrow at Nationwide Children's. 1 will be in search for
a pediatrician to get the second opinion and let me know if 1 come across several to help me
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decide, or otherwise.

Please cancel the other appointment you made for next week. Thanks,

Ari
On Wed, Feb 27, 2013 at 1:39 AM, Ari Jurado <ari_jurado@qualineconsulting.com> wrote:
Kathy,

1 agree with some of your points, except with your choice of Dr. Hestand at Professional
Pediatrics for evaluating =4 Idon'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 <kixamm@gmail.com> wrote:

Ari,
' This email is a follow up to our conversation last night (2/25/2013) regarding the

~ appointment you made for se on Friday, 3/1/2013, at Children's Close to Home in

~ Dublin with the reason of self-referral for Failure to Thrive. 1 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 1 do not believe that seeing a np&tionist 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, ] 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 m%. 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 was. 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 confirm with me if you will be cancelling the appointment for Friday, 3/1/213, and
agree to attending the one on Monday, 3/4/2013, so that we can finalize next steps.

. Kathy
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Ari Jurado

S PR AR i
From: Blythe Bethel
Sent: Monday, April 29, 2013 11:58 AM
To: ari_jurado@qualineconsulting.com
Cc: Amy Warmg, LeeAnn Massuca Eimear Bahnson
Subject: Re: ; W G. Jurado: M Health Care and Pediatrician

All: 1 just finished a telephone conference with Ari regarding prlmarily a couple of tOplCS First, with respect to
having a custody psych eva]uation done, I believe that Ari is 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 [ also dlscussed gettmg a new pedlatriman mvolved ‘1 know that Ari wanted this to come from me, but
1told him that I do not want to appear aligned with 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
child's health care up to this point in time, would give him a colorable claim for bringing such a Motion. 1
believe that any such Motion to change the pediatrician needs to come from Ari.

Blythe

From: "ari_jurado@qualineconsulting.com" <ari_jurado@qualineconsulting.com>

To: Blythe Bethel <biythebethel@yahoo.com>

Cc: Amy Waring <ALW@mkfamilylaw.com>; LeeAnn Massucci <LMM@mkfamilylaw.com>; Eimear Bahnson
<emb@mkfamilylaw.com>

Sent Thursday, Apnl 25, 2013 2 01 PM

Ms. Bethel,

| had a follow up consult this morning with Dr Jenmfer Mastruserro about my concerns with M - medical
care. She is going to call you to talk to you directiy, most likely tomorrow. 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. m will benefit from the care of a new Pediatrician. She believes a new, fresh face that is more

objective will help the situation overall. It is her opinion that neither Dr. Muresan nor herself are
unbiased enough to care for m objectively as his pediatrician.

When | explained that Dr. Muresan has known Kathy for over 17 years, she
immediately said ‘that explains the reason for his comments when he called me earlier
this moming”. She said the Dr. Muresan called her (unsolicited) to “explain to her the
situation”. and that “dad’s js twisting things” among other comments that she did notgo
into specifics. Dr. Mastruserio answered back that “this is not the impression I.have from
Mr. Jurado™
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2. ltis a bit concerning that -7, has only gain 1 ounce in the last month.

3. She cannot say that .77 is or has been doing HIS BEST.

4. During the first 6 months, there was something wrong or missing. Her best guess is that L= was
not getting enough breast milk.

When | 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. | explained to her that most of the time, gm cries when he is done with a
bottle of breast milk (because he is still hungry).

She will aive us a referral to a specialist in this area of research (pediatrician MD specializin

nutrition and growth).

5.

6. With the limited information she has, it is difficult to say m is not being cared adequately by his
pediatrician. It could boil down to her opinion vs Dr. Muresan’s opinion.

When | asked if there were a panel of § pediatricians reviewing this case, what wouid bethe
consensus?: The answer was: The consensus would be that something was definitely wrong or
missing during the first 6 months (or. more should have been done).

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, | know that | 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 .27, 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, | will leave it all
in your hands and trust that you will use the fuli scope of your authority to address these concerns. | only hope
that we dor't have to wait until the next hearing in July in order to make any changes that you cansider
necessary.

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

| iook forward to hearing from you. Thank you.
Ari

Ari Jurado

Principal HCM Consultant, Qualine Consulting
(308) 799-2212
ari_jurado@qualineconsulting.com

Jurado's profile on LinkedIn" sre="cid:1.3209445914@web165005.mail.bf1.vahoo.com" width=160
height=25>

2
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From: Blythe Bethel [mailto:blythebethel@yaheo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 23, 2013 7:11 AM

To: ari 3urado@guatmeconsultmg com

Subject: Re: % G. Jurado: % needs your intervention

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@gualineconsulting.com” <ari_jurado@guatineconsulting.com>

To: Blythe Bethel <blythebethel@yahoo.com>

Cc: LeeAnn Massucci <L MM@mkfamilylaw.com>; "Eimear Bahnson @ M&K" <emb@mkfamilvlaw.com>
Sent: Tuesday, April 23, 2013 6:30 AM

Subject: RE: ;2= G Jurado: ;=% needs your intervention

Yes, that makes sense. | will pray that she would be willing to for 5% - sake.

Ari Jurado

Principal HCM Consuitant, Qualine Consulting
(305) 798-2212

ari_jurado@qualineconsulting.com

Jurado's profile on LinkedIn" sre="cid:2.3209445914(@web163005. mail.bf l.vahoo.com” width=160
height=25>

From: Blythe Bethel [mailto:blvthebethel@vahog.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 23, 2013 5:36 AM

To: ari_jurade@qualineconsulting.com
Cc: LesAnn Massucc: Eimear Bahnson @ M&K
Subject: Re: . G Jurado: 2, " needs your intervention

Ari, 1 think that it is important for you to ask Dr. Mastruserio if he wants to actually be a potential witness in
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, ari_jurado{@qualineconsulting.com wrote:

Ms. Bethel,

I will follow your recommendation. In fact, | believe that for the most part | have already accomplished
that with Dr. Mastruserio. What 1 will be doing next is setting up a follow up appointment to share the
latest information regarding o5 and explicitly ask the question “Is o= being appropriately cared for by
his current pediatrician?”

Thank you for your quick response turnaround and | will keep you posted.

Ari

Ari Jurado

Principal HCM Consultant, Qualine Consulting
(305) 799-2212
ari_jurado@gualineconsulting.com

<image007.gif>
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From: Blythe Bethel [mailto:hiythebethel@yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, April 22, 2013 11:57 AM
To: ari_jurado@qualineconsulting.com

Cc: Imm@mkfamilylaw.com _
Subject: Re: ==, G. Jurado: 57, needs your intervention

Ari: Thank you for your email. Here is what I think. Obviously, T am certainly not qualified to
determine if the current pediatrician is doing an adequate job, and addressing your concerns
about é’;’; health. Tdo think that if you are still concerned (which you clearly are) you should
g0 to the current pediatrician's office and obtain a copy of e 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 m is being appropriately cared for by Dr.

Muresan.

Blythe

From: "ari jurado@aqualineconsulting.com” <ari_jurado@qualineconsulting.com=>
To: Blythe Bethel <blythebethal@yahoo.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 | 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 | during my time with .2

So, | will leave the topic of parenting visitations alone for now and would like to bring up {again) an even
more important topic: 7% health care. Specifically, .., needs a new pediatrician. Although | have

known this for a while, there is nothing | have been able to do so far.

This is a conversation | would rather have with you in person, but with your busy schedule and my intense
travel schedule for the next 3 weeks, | don't want to keep postponing this topic anymore. For this
purpose, | 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 | would become a parent,
because | would always want to give the best to my child. But even as we were expecting é“;“;,é for those
9 months, | knew | 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 Iwas ina
desperate position in my career that | was forced to accept a job far away from home and mm only 3
weeks before his birth. Still these proved to be small chalienges compared to what was to come next: a)
Getting stripped from my parental rights and unrestricted access to my son overnight b) My inability to

be there for m when he needed me the most in regards to his health and safety.

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 | have had regarding his health during
his first 6 months of life still need to be address to avoid any repeats. | believe you aiready have a copy
of the printed paper regarding ‘. . - weight and growth chart | gave LeeAnn during the court hearing
(included below). Dr. Mastruserio (2 d opinion pediatrician) already confirmed my fears, and what was
obvious to anyone close enough to see .77 size and weight: There was something wrong with his
weight and growth during the first 6 months 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 2= health since then could easily change that opinion: e persistent cold and/or viral-infection
symptoms (numerous visits to the Dr. and ultimately the ER) as well as a drop in weight as of this past
Eriday 4/18 (8 Oz lost).

| can’t deny that Dr. Mark Muresan, ﬁf;,“jd current pediatrician, is a nice guy. But being a nice guy is
simply not enough and | cannot trust a doctor that did not raised congerns or attempted to do more when
4
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ﬁm was continuously tosing weight, in a way that most other pediatricians, like Dr. Mastruserio, wouldn't
have hesitated to look further into the problem.

m although = little person, was sending us many signals that he needed our help —my heip, and | 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 finishing a bottle of expressed
milk, because he is stilt hungty; his continuous cough, and stuffy nose that have persisted for 4+ months;

and now his weight loss of 9 OZ. (more than ' pound).

What type of father | am if | can’t help my son?? Up until today, | have not being able to have any
saying on his heaith care or his diet/nutrition. | want my son to be doing his best, not just “OK”.

Please tell me what you need me to do: Should | look for an expert witness? This is so important that if |
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
e dad.

Ari furads

Exeion HR Merger Project - Accentura
Mobile: (305) 799-2212

Aristides. Jurado@Exelgncorp.com

Aristides.Jurado@Accenture.com
ari_jurado@gqualineconsulting.com

<image001.gif>
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From: Bivthe Bethel

To: art juradeo@aualineconsulting.com

Cc LeeAnn Massuccl; Eimear Bahnson

Subject: Re: Jurado-Licona; 5/22 Meeting Notes
_ Date: Tuesday, May 28, 2013 7:31:21 AM

LA A SHI S G S M S G SR S Giue aifle Sl GHIL SHA SN G S S I GH S Ghh SE G T S G S

Ari, yes I believe that this email accurately summarizes our recent _
meetmg Just to Iet you kng : i

Ka - rding the fact that you have scheduled
medlcal appomtments for : 222, In the future, I believe that you should
notify Kathy of these appom ments, 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
s 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_jurado@qualineconsuiting.com” <ari_jurado@qualineconsulting.com>

To: Blythe Bethel <blythebethel@yahoo.com>

Cc: LeeAnn Massucci <LMM@mbkfamilylaw.com>; Eimear Bahnson <emb@mkfamilylaw.com>
Sent: Tuesday, May 28, 2013 12:41 AM

Subject: Jurado-Licona: 5/22 Meeting Notes

Dear Blythe,

| 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 fopics: MY BAD; that was an
incomplete sentence so please don’t be perplexed. © Here is my revised statement:

| am glad that we are on the same page regarding all the topics that | went
fo falk to you about.

As you may remember, | brought a list with me of topics | wanted to cover, and those
topics were the reason | requested the meeting. Certainly, my latest decision to not accept
any settlement offers at this point was not on my list, neither was the topic of daycare and
your resolve of having strict times for M" | made it a point not to try to rehash those
issues that has been already discussed too many times even if | still don’t agree. | knew
that it would not be the best use of the time we had for the meeting.

Also, | took notes throughout the meeting as you may recall. | am sending you a recap of

what was discussed/covered based on my notes. Please feel free to correct me if | got
anything wrong/misinterpreted, incomplete or missing. Keep in mind that | paraphrase
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throughout the notes.

Because there is a good amount of information here, please feel free to skip 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 | found more useful is your explanation under point (9)
below.

Best regards,

i

l. Topics/Questions in my list that were discussed:

1. Psych Evaluation & Jeff Smollen: You are recommending Jeff because he is
one of the best and appropriate for this case and that you STRONGLY feel iike a
Psych evaluation now is a must (just like before). You expiained 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 | may be open to the possibility of re-negotiations after the
psych eval. report is issued and before trial).

2 Your position regarding your recommendation for 50/00 A
wait for trial and the psych evaluation: 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. \What | CAN DO TO ELIMINATE/minimize THE DRAMA? | first clarified that 1
have heard you loud and clear that | should simply IGNORE Kathy. But!
explained how sometimes that is not enough —during exchanges for example. |
also recounted my last experience at =55 = 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 | was pulling back (and the
result of such a distraction when we thought that 22 had swallowed the band aid
on his finger). You suggested: "Let's do all the exchanges at school". | explained
that it may be possibie 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
thought about using those facilities in cases like this one {(when there is no
imminent danger), and that i ion i 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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| 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. My concerns regarding the consistency of ‘=l
mentioned during the first meeting/interview, there has been 3 or more times that
=7 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. |
asked you to please support me in enforcing a strict schedule for 257 at nights in
the same way you have been voicing your recommendations for strict schedules
during the day. | understood that you agreed with me that it was not appropriate to
take <. out that late at night in the examples | gave you. But, | am not certain
that | got a final answer from you on this request to help me enforce it.

Il. Other topics/items mentioned or discussed:

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 | wouid take ﬁf;‘:";g away, and | 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.

¢) 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 |
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 Jeff's 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;
| don’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 m she is entitied 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) Your position regarding strict times during daycare: You brought up this
topic as one that you and LeeAnn don’t see eye-to-eye. Because right now
Kathy and | are not getting along, you believe that the best is to keep the
drop-offipick-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 5%, 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 | mentioned it happened recently. (! hope that this is only a temporary
measure})

h) Dr. Rogers: This is a pediatrician you would recommend if we were to
change his current pediatrician.

i) 1 brought up my observation of how Kathy is able to manipulate so many
people, including ‘<%=, * pediatrician and the caretakers at daycare. | also
gave you a few examples of why | would like to ask for a different daycare for
m | 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) Exchange Info Sheet: You brought this up and asked why something so
simple have to be a problem. Then | responded that it has to be put into

context: In the past, | 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. |
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 / will
continue following your recommendations as always).

k) Decision to go to trial: You made a comment regarding some parents that
are willing to continue the struggle and litigation process as opposed to just try
to focus on parenting. Because | 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 | met her in 2010. | gave you just one example of
harassment/stalking and said that there are many, many more examples that |
can provide and that | am extremely concerned with her potential to escalate
this behavior when | decide to get into a serious relationship and what couid be
the implications for ﬁ,;‘; (as in - he will be used as a tool for her to get to me).

lil. ACTION ITEMS:
1. Get the Psych evaluation started.

2. Decision on June 3™ 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 included/attached from representatives of
these two facilities.

4. Your support/answer on helping me enforce consistent bedtime scheduies
for 5%

---------- Forwarded message ------~~-=

From: Blythe Bethel <blythebethel@yahoo.com>

Date: Thu, May 23, 2013 at 7:02 AM

Subject Re: Jurado / Hernandez: JUNE 3rd Meetlng

TO n ”:a] @: !3] 18 ::5];1 (';:::“<a|:| :ﬂj:@; E]EJS:CH‘]]EKEE]; >
CC !u]”] EEBJ}kaa”]]E:’la‘!z :CI]] I]]]!]]SQD ::i;f@ ]]Il: !E Z ;;: > ||: ]]E: iéézg:}]!;ta :]‘]E: |§:§f ;:u] "
<gmb@mkfamilylaw.com=>

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 1 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. | want the psych evaluations done and I have other work to do.

From: "ari_jurado@qualineconsulting.com” <ari_jurade@gualineconsulting.com>

To: Blythe Bethel <hlythebethel@yahoo.com>; LeeAnn Massucci
<LMM@mkfamilylaw.com>

Cc: Amy Waring <ALW@mkfamilylaw.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, | found it helpful to speak with you,
especially In person. | am glad that we are on the same page on all topics.

Regarding the June 3™ time slot, LeeAnn will let you know the answer. In the meantime, | 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, | will work with your
assistance to choose another date for a 30 minutes touch base.

If you agree, | 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 18t interview and one phone call we had.
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Sincerely,

Ari

Ari Jurado
Principat HCM Consultant, Qualine Consulting

Jurado's profile on LinkedIn”
sre="cid:1.3528115088@web165005. mail.bfl.yahoo.com"” width=160 height=25>

From: Blythe Bethel [mailto:blythebethel@yahoo.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 22, 2013 1:51 PM

To: LeeAnn Massucci; Ronald R. Petroff, Esq.; brn@petrofflawoffices.com
Cc: Amy Waring; Eimear Bahnson; mmga@ggaﬂnﬂmnsum KHernandez@express.com
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 <L .MM@mnkfamilylaw.com>
To: Blythe Bethel <blythebethel@yahoo.com>; "Ronald R. Petroff, Esq." <up@petrofflawoffices.com>;

brn@peteofflawoffices.com

Cc: Amy Waring <ALW@mkfamilylaw.com>; Eimear Bahnson <gmb@mkfamilylaw.com=;
arl_jurado@gualineconsulting.com; LeeAnn Massucci <LMM@mkfamilylaw.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 22, 2013 1:31 PM

Subject: RE: Jurado / Hernandez

Blythe-

My Jurado has always been extremely reluctant to settle this case under the
circumistance in which he has had to endure over the past 8 montbhs.

He strongly believes that decision making (particularly with respect fo health
care, daycare, efc) are going to continue o be extraordinarily difficnlt to
manage in a shared custody situation and be believes that the decisions made

%M

to date by Kathy have not bem . best interest.

Sa, yes, he believes it is in  best interest that he have decision making
(custody). |
Unfortunately, he believes that his opinions [ suggestions as | _' father
have not been met with any measure of cooperation and he is mmemed that
without a full custody that will continue for the rest of . life.

He also believes the psychological evaluations are necessary.

Exhibit K3 41 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB



That being said, Ron indicated that if Ari did not agree 1o Kathy's proposal
she was pursuing full custody 50 it looks as though both parents have the
same position on 1his.

Absent an agreement for a 50-50 parenting time schedule, we will prepare
1o try the issue on July 3rd as 1 do not believe affidavits will suffuce.
Thank you.

LeeAnn M. Massucci
Massucci & Kline LLC
250 Civic Center Drive
Suite 630

Columbus, OH 43215
Phone: 614.484,0177
Fax: 614.484.0181

FROM THE LAW OFFICE OF MASSUCC! & KLINE LLC

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail message is intended onty for the person or entity to
which it is addressed and may contain confidential andfor 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 [mailto: blythebethel@vahoo.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 22, 2013 1:20 PM

To: LeeAnn Massucci; Ronaid R. Petroff, Esq.; bin@petrofflawoffices.com
Cc: Amy Waring; Eimear Bahnson; ari_jurado@qualineconsulting.com; KHernandez@express.com
Subject: Re: Jurado / Hernandez

All, T 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 50/50, I 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

From: LeeAnn Massucci <L MM@mbkiamilylaw.com>
To: "Ronald R. Petroff, Esq." <rp@petroffiawoffices.com>; Blythe Bethel <blythebethel@yahoo.com>;

bra@petroflawoffices.com

Cc: Amy Waring <ALW@mkfamilylaw.com>; Eimear Bahnson <emb@mkfamilylaw.com>,
ari_jurado@aualineconsuiting.com; LeeAnn Massucci <LMM@mkfamilylaw.com>

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 Biythe 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 m 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" < i > wrote:
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From: Hernandez, Kathy

To: ar_jurado@qualineconsulting.com

Ce: bivthebethel@yahoo,com: @ petrofflawoffices.com; ems@petroffiawoffices.com
Subject: RE: Daycare facilities

Date: Tuesday, December 31, 2013 4:38:47 PM

If you have suggestions you can certainly provide them. Tt is not my understanding that there are any deliverables for court.

Kathy Hernandez
Manager, Associate Services
614-474-4991

From: Ari Jurado [ari_jurado@qualineconsulting.com]
Sent: Sunday, December 29, 2013 1:13 PM

To: Kathy Hernandez @ home; Hernandez, Kathy
Subject: Daycare facilities

Ms. Hernandez ignores Judge
Jamison's order from Dec 20, 2013

Hi Kathy,

I am going to attermnpt to do what 1 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=<
[mailto:ari_jurado@quatine i
Sent: Monday, October 14, 2013 1:12 PM
To: Kathy Hernandez (@ home; Hernandez, Kathrine @ Express
Subject: RE: Daycare facilities

Kathy,

1 sent you an email last Friday and was hoping we could try to figure out the next daycare facility for ﬁ%‘” * on our own—ihe keyword here
is “Try™. 1read 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 location. 1have a lot of other
information there. Please let me know your thoughts. Because we both have aiready seen/evaluated Goddard locations, I don’t think it is
necessary for you to see the location 1 proposed, and vice versa. But 1 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) 799-2212
ari_juradof@qualineconsulting.com<

[cid:image001.giti@01CF0497.COTAF490]<

From: Ari Jurado [mailto:ari juradoiiqus
Sent: Friday, October 11, 2013 2:04 PM
To: Kathy Hernandez @ home; Hernandez, Kathrine (@ Express
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Subject: Daycare facilities

Please tet 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 emai} by any other party is prohibited. If you

have received this email transmission in error, please delete this e-mail and ali copies.
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From: Hernandez, Kathy

To: Ari Jurado

Cc: Blythe Bethel; Frika Smitherman; Ronald B. Petroff Fsa.

Subject: Re: Hernandez-Jurado: % g Daycare A6
Date: Monday, January 13, 20?%‘6“:"12:35 PM

m 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 any
sort of opinion as you have stated in your email from last Friday that indicates emee- placement in the Hilliard
Goddard School was not in his best interest.

It is also not reasonable for you to assume 1 am responsibie for all January fees or even the total cost of the
Hilliard daycare as far as I am concerned.

Based on my inquiry of g?:@z 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 zﬁf’; daycare were due on 12/25/2013. Youhad a responsibility fo
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.

Here Ms. Hernandez is sabotaging the
child's attendance to Mr. Jurado's
daycare and ignores/denies Judge

Sent from my iPhone Jamison's opinion.

On Jan 13, 2014, at 11:56 AM, "Axi Jurado™ <ari_jurado@qualineconsulting.com> wrote:

Kathy,

Could you please confirm that you wili be dropping off Fe= tomorrow morning at the Goddard School in
Westerville?

| would like to let both daycare administrators know what is going on, but i am unable to if | don’t hear
from you.

Thanks,

Ari

From: Ari Jurado [mailto:ari_jurado@qualineconsulting.com]
Sent: Friday, January 10, 2014 6:15 PM

To: Hernandez, Kathrine @ Express

Cc: Keith Golden; Blythe Bethel

Subject: Hernandez-Jurado: 5= Daycare

Kathy,

As of today, ﬁﬁf; 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 thatitis not in e best interest to be enralled in
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the Goddard school in Hilliard.

| 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 ﬁm and | am still open fo 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, | 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 iocation 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. Itis also reasonable to say that the daycare expenses
from the Hilliard location are your responsibility starting this week, and | will assume responsibility for the

tuiticn of this second daycare.

Let me know if you have any questions.

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.
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From: Keith E. Goiden

To: Blythe Bethel; Ari Jurado

Cc: Ari Jurado (ari jurade@qualineconsuiting.com}

Subject: RE: Hernandez-Jurado: #e¢ s Daycare A7
Date: Monday, January 13, 2014 T1:47:27 AM

Blythe

In ari's defense | submit that you have forgotten or overlooked something when you say there was no .ad\'fa_h:f;_e"'\nfa_r.fﬁ_'i ng:.
we did try and work this out some time ago s initiated by my email to everyone asking If we could “work this out
together” when ari was offered the new position—Kathy flatly rejected the request as well as you.. Further, Kathy.
filed an ex-parte emergency restraining order in response to try and prevent it Z{even though procedurally defective it
worked)...ifien when the judge makes it clear as to_ where she was going (once she heard the truth) on this issue and
assigns the chore to both parties of looking at geographically central daycare centers Kathy dismissed her motion
thereby taking the daycare location issue off of 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 cpportunity...
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 1
e will be fine 11
keith The GAL escolded Mr. Jurado for the
rightful daycare enrollment 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: Hernandez-Jurado: 7% Daycare

All: 1just wanted to let everyone know that | am disappointed to see this email. | 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 Jggx Giving absolutely no advance
notice to at least Kathy of your intention to enroll ﬁm in a separate daycare is not explicable to me. To my knowledge,

Judge Jamison never issued a final decision on this issue.

1 will be monitoring the situation closely to see how ;‘“‘” ; copes with this change, which } believe is disruptive, and will
consider ail information | coliect 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 | may contact
them directiy.

Blythe
From: Ari Jurado <ari_jurado@qualineconsuiting.com>
To: "Hernandez, Kathrine @ Express” <khgrnandez@express.com>

Ce: Keith Golden <keg@golmeiz.com>; Blythe Bethel <blythebethel@yahoo.com>
Sent: Friday, January 10, 2014 6:14 PM

Subject: Hernandez-Jurado: .25 Daycare

Kathy,
As of today, g;m 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 Mm«f best
interest to be enrolled in the Goddard school in Hilliard.
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| 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.

| know two daycare facilities is not ideal for g;% and | 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, | 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
Waesterville 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. ltis also reasonable to say that the
daycare expenses from the Hilliard location are your responsibility starting this week, and | will
assume responsibility for the tuition of this second daycare.

l.et me know if you have any questions.

Ari

"EXHIBIT
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From: Blythe Bethel [mailto:blythebethel@yahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 25, 2013 8:05 AM

To: LeeAnn Massucci; Ronald R. Petroff, Esq.

Cc: Eimear Bahnson; Amy Waring

Subject: Re: Hernandez / Jurado - Follow Up

Counsel: T have had the opporiunity to review the draft of the proposed amended T.0. from Lee Ann, and T do
have some immediate comments. First, 1 think that it is very important that we have a strict schedule that both
parents must follow, $0 10 say that Ari will be picking the child up at the carliest time possible for day care is
not acceptable to me. I am certain for a myriad of reasons that the day care, and certainly Kathy, would like o
know exactly the time that Ari will be picking up the child from day care. 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 s 1 alos would like to have Ari's pick-up time coordinate
with 2% nap schedule. What would be ideal is for z<a to pick up the chils after his mid-day nap. That
way Ari could go right into having qualty, interraction time with a5, Ttalso allows for s2a to be rested and
ready to be with his father. So, 1 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 morning. Again, this is not about what is best for each of the parents here. 225, needs a routine, a set
schedule. Parenting and convenience do not always go hand in hand. So, again, 1 would expect the parents to
communicate and determine, based on sz daily routine, what is the most appropriate time for s to be
returned to daycare in the morning. ' '

Finally, and to be consistent with the Local Rule, I would have Ari return g‘.’;‘f:;‘; to Kathy at 8:00 pm.

Since T unfortunately did not get to participate in the discussions at Court regarding the rest of the schedule, 1 am

going to wait to see what Ron's comments are. It sounds like asme agreements were reached in that regard, and
far be it from me, ‘especially in this case, to interfere with any agreement that these folks may reach. If it works
or them, that is great.

Blythe

From: LeeAnn Massucei <. MM@mkfamilylaw.com>

To: "Ronald R. Petroff, Esq. " <gp@petroffiawoffices.com>; Blythe Bethel <blythebethel@yahoo.com>

Cc: Eimear Bahnson <emb@mifamilylaw.com>; Amy Waring <ALW@mkfamilylaw.com>; LeeAnn Massucci
<LMM@mkfani > ari | @ ; i

Sent: Thursday, April 25, 2013 1:41 AM

Subject: Hernandez / Jurado - Foliow Up

Counsel-

Please find attached the draft Agreed Amended Interim Order.

Lapologize - the delay in getting this 1o you has been mine; consequently, I am sending this
to Mr. Jurado simultaneously to avoid further delay.

Ron, please let us know at your earliest convensence if this comports with your notes as the
proposed schedule is already underway.
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From: L.eeAnn Massucd

To: ari wrado@aualineconsuiting con

Cc: LeeAnn Magsucdl; Eimear Bahnson; Amy Wering
Subject: FW: Hetnandez / Jurado - Follow Up

Date: Thursday, April 25, 2013 2:55:41 PM
Importance: High

Please see below.

LMM

LeedAnn M. Massucci
Massucci & Kline LLC
250 Civic Center Drive
Suite 630

Columbus, OH 43215
Phone: 614.484.0177
Fox: 614.484.0181

www.mkfamilvlaw.com

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 and/or 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: 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 | could have used the “Track Changes” feature and sent you back my client’s redlined version, but to
expedite this process, my client would like the following changes to be made to the Agreed Amended Temporary
Order:

e My client agrees with the GAL and would like Father's pick up time from daycare to be no sooner than 4PM
(e typically naps from 2PM ~ 4PM and then drinks a bottle at SPM};

e 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 time o225 eats breakfast and the time which my client typically drops him off at daycare;
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s My client also agrees that all non-overnight parenting time should conclude at 8PM, the child’s normal
bedtime;

e My client believes your client should have an extra 30 minutes in paragraph 1(f) to ailow M to finish hisg
lunch. Please change the end time to 12:30 PM, since that time would be better for gz, per the GAL's
instructions;

e Also, iny client believes the tentative agreement reached in court contemplated a return time on Sunday, May
12 at 3:00 PM, to allow my client to see the child for a short period of time before he has to go to bad at
8PM.

e 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 151 1y 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 | W 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;

Addltmnally, this goes without saymg, but this schedule does not go into effect until both partles have mgned 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 | 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. | look forward to your prompt response.

EXHIBIT

A8

Very truly yours,

Ronald R. Petroff, Esq.

tfanaging Partner

Petroff Law Offices, LLC

140 East Town Sireet, Ste. 1070
Columbus, Ohio 43215

Tel: 614-222-4288

Direct: 614-222-4282

Fax: 614-222-428S

email: rrp@petrofflawoffices.com
website: www.petrofflawattices.com

Confidentiality Notice: This electronic mail message, together with any attachments herein, contains information of Petroff Law
Offices, LLC that moy be confidential and/or legally privileged, and is intended solely for the use of the individual or entity named on this
message. If you are not the intended recipient, und 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 call our office at the
number listed above. Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter,
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From: Bivthe Bethel

To: ari_jurado@qualineconsutting.com

Cc: [mm@mkfamilvlaw.com; emb@mkfamilvlaw.com
Subject: Re: :Ms pediatrician appt UPDATE

Date: Friday, May 17, 2013 7:51:40 AM

Ari, T think that T have made myself pretty clear about the fact that M 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: "ari_jurado@qualineconsulting.com” <ari_jurado@qualineconsulting.com>
To: Blythe Bethel <blythebethel@yahoo.com>

Sent: Thursday, May 16, 2013 7:24 PM

Subject: RE: .7 pediafrician appt UPDATE

Hi Blythe,
i need to know that you are ok with this; meaning that | can spend the day with e now that | 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
possible. | always said | wanted the same opportunity Kathy had when she spent 3 months with him at home before she
went back to work. | never expect to have 3 full continuous months, but any opporiunity that | could get counts.

| 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 goif with my friends before picking
up &7 or after drop offs, or times that allow me to recuperate of a hang over after partying all night. Quiet the contrary,
right now 2% is all | have and all | 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 | are adults and should be able to take care of == needs on our days. And |
don't believe there are any examples where | have shown | am not capable of that or of making the right decisions for é‘gg

This past Monday for example, it was in zﬁ; best interest to have been able to stay at home with Kathy after the doctor’s
appointment. However, he spent over haif 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 e during the day. Atthe end, = is paying the price. There is no
reason why % couldn'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 | can finalize my plans and share drop offs and pick up times.

REGARDING OUR APPOINTMENT NEXT WEEK: Ca

Best regards,

Ari

Ari Jurado
Principal HCM Consultant, Quafine Consuiting
(305) 789-2212

g ”'\*V%ew rr;gi;mr'ile ah Lin“édﬁ I
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From: LeeAnn Massucci [mailto:LMM@mkfamilylaw.com}
Sent: Thursday, May 16, 2013 4:14 PM

To: Ronald R. Petroff, Esq.

Cc: Amy Waring; Eimear Bahnson; AJ; LeeAnn Massucci; Blythe Bethel
Subject: RE: % pediatrician appt UPDATE

Ron-

Thanks very much.

1 have been in mcetings all day and will not be able to get onr counter propasal to counsel

until tomorvow.

As for the request to know the specific time in which 2= will be picked up I will check
with Mr. Jurado.

However, please note that we acknowledge the current Agreed Magistrate's Temporary
Order entered into Jannary 23 contains the "as soon as Father is available” language and
"until DAY morning daycare”

While I understand that GAL has suggested "specific times'" be noted, we have yet to
obiain agreement on ALL of the GAL's recommendations.

Consequently, I do not believe Mr. Jurado should lose the limited valuable time with
that was agreed upon on January 231d.

1 will get the connter proposal to you as soon as possible.

Thank you.
I.MM

LeedAnn M. Massucci
Massucct & Kline LLC
250 Civic Center Drive
Suite 630

Columbus, OH 43215
Phone: 614.484.0177
Fax: 614.484.0181

http://www.mkfamilylaw.com/

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 and/or 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
medijum, please so advise the sender immediately.
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From: Ronald R. Petroff, Esq. [mailto:rrp@petrofflawoffices.com]
Sent: Thursday, May 16, 2013 12:45 PM

To: LeeAnn Massucd

Cc: Amy Waring; Eimear Bahnson; 'Al’

Subject: RE: 77 pediatrician appt UPDATE

LeaAnn:

Please see below email from my client regarding your request,

The doctor wanted & weight check after a month from his ¢ month appointment rather than walting untit his next well
baby at 1 year, which was the purpose of today’s visit.

The weight check results were: 20lbs 6 0z — this puts g5 in the 51.95 percentile,
Height is 28 in — this puts 25 in the 15.73 percentite.

Height and weight combined puts 257 in the 77.57 percentile.

His head circumference is 18.11 in — this puts 2275, in the 67.38 percentile.

Since tomorrow begins the new schedule and with communications completely eliminated - Please advise if l am
permitted to know when 22 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, Chic 43215

Tel: 614-222-4288

Direct: 614-222-4282

Fax: 614-222-4285

email: rrp@petrofflawoffices.com

website: http://www.petrofflawoffices.com/

Confidentiality Notice; 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. If 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 call our office at the
number listed above. Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter.

From: LeeAnn Massucci [mailto:LMM@midfamilylaw.com]
Sent: Thursday, May 16, 2013 12:11 PM
To: Ronald R. Petroff, Esq. ; brn@petrofflawoffices.com; AAA AAA assistant

Cc: LeeAnn Massucci; Amy War:ng, Eimear Bahnson; Al
Subject: [Norton AntaSpam] .. pediatrician appt UPDATE
Importance: High

Hi Ron-
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For some reason I am having difficulty locating the e-mail you sent with
pediatrician update information.

Wonld you please resend ASAP as I am curvently meeting with Mr. Jurado and of conrse
he is interested in that data.

I realize he can 0[?&‘612'%’ the records, but a brief synopsis would be helpful.

Also, the child support payment was made this morning by their normal procedures - which
requires Kathy's acceptance of the payment via e-mail.

Thanks-
LMM

LeeAnn M. Massucci
Massucci & Kline LLC
230 Civic Center Drive
Suite 630

Columbus, OH 43215
Phone: 614.484.0177
Fax: 614.484.0181

N 1AW

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 and/or 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: Blythe Bethel ‘

To: anl jurado@qualineconsulting.corm; LeeAnn Massucch emb@mifamilylaw,com
Subject: Re: Fathe_r"s_Day & Summer Schedule
Date: Tuesday, June 18, 2013 7:27:07 AM

Ari: First, | am glad to know that you had a good first Father's Day with .72

Regarding your request for documentation, etc., that backs up my recommendation for a strict adherence to m daycare
schedule, et me just say that you and Kathy, and your continued inability to co-parent without continued conflict and

drama are the reasons. And, | believe that you have misunderstood my position as far as when your, and for that matter,
Kathy's parents are in town. | have been consistent in recommending that % have a strict daycare schedule, because,
quite frankly, that appears right now to be the only place that is the most stress free for him, and | know that he will have the
same daily schedule as far as naps, feedings, etc. Thatis very important for a child his age, and | believe that any child

development literature would back me up.

| 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 /2 and them. |f you are not
treating the time as your vacation time, then the daycare schedule should be adhered to.

Ari, | have been in this business for over 30 years. | have learned valuable information from the multitude of professionais
that | have worked closely with over the years. | have seen what works and what doesn't work with high conflict cases.

Unfortunately, this is an extremely high confiict case, Usually, as time passes the conflict will diminish, but for some reason
that is not the case here. So, until | see that, | am going to continue to recommend what i have been recommending.

Blythe EXHIBIT
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From: Bivthe Bathel

To: ar_jurado@qualineconsulting.com
Subject: Re: 75:;“ Jurado & Brooksedge Daycare
Date: WedSasday, July 10, 2013 11:56:39 AM

Ari: | spoke with Amy on the morning of our last Court hearing. | was returning a voicemail left by her while | was out of town
for the long holiday weekend. | did not speak with Jessica on Friday, and | do not know how you got that impression. | have
spoken with Jessica in the past, but not last Friday.

| 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 wani to have to
choose sides here. They love gm and think he is doing very well. They know that you and Kathy each love ﬁm very,
very much and that 2 foves you both very much.

Amy said that your frequent visits to the daycare (sometimes as much as 2 times every day) is disruptive for m (he gets
distressed when you leave and it fakes 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. | 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 unfortunately learned to be cautious of persons that you do not

know being around your children.

If you want my opinion, | would really limit your visits to the daycare. | would not be asking the workers there for advice. |
would simply let them do their job, and that is to provide care for Je= . and the other children without interruption from
parents.

Blythe

GAL Adds New Reasons for Daycare Restrictions

EXHIBIT
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From! Blythe Bethel

To: ari_jurado@qualineconsulting.com
Subject: Re: % Jurado & Brooksedge Daycare
Date: Thuredsy, July 11, 2013 11:25:48 AM

Ari:| cannot give you advice. But | can say that | believe the proposal is pretty darn close to my recommendation. VWhen |
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 haif 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. | would assume the magistrate would
follow my recommendation, but again you would be waiting for her to write her decision. | would recommend that ﬁm goto
daycare everyday from 9:00 or 9:30 am to 4:00 pm just to keep his daily routine, and | would also recommend limited visits 1o
the daycare. Not sure if you are going to hire a lawyer, but that is what | am thinking for my recommendation. Blythe

From: "ari_jurado@qualineconsulting.com" <ari_jurado@qualineconsulting.com>
To: Blythe Bethel <biythebethel@yahoo.com>

Sent: Thursday, July 11, 2013 11:09 AM

Subject: RE: .72% Jurado & Brooksedge Daycare

Blythe,

Before responding to that proposal, my first question would be: Do you think it is in ;%“‘ best interest? | certainly do not
think what they propose is in his best interest... and based on your prior recommendations, | would think you agree. But

please confirm.

Avri
The Final recommendation from the GAL
Ari Jurado regarding stipulations for the new Temporary
Principal HCM Consuitant, Qualine Consulting Order under negotiations (July 2013).
(305) 799-2212
i Daual ,
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From: Blythe Bethel

Sent: Sunday, October 13, 2013 11:19 AM

To: keg@golmeiz.com; rrp@petrofflawoffices.com; ems@petrofflawoffices.com
Cc: ari_jurado@qualineconsulting.com; KHernandez@express.com

Subject: Daycare for ars.

All: At this point, | have received information from Kathy regarding a new daycare for o Kathy is proposing that m
attend daycare at The Goddard Schoo! on Parkmeadow Lane in Hilliard. | have reviewed the school's website and all of the
information that kathy provided to me. It appears fo be a very good facility. | encourage Mr. jurado to research this facility. The
website is: hitp//www.goddardschool. com/columbus/hilliard-parkmeadow-lane-oh.

| believe that Kathy makes two excellent points in choosing a facility in Hilliard, and | 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 227 in a facility in Hilliard reduces the amount of time that e 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.

| am going to be in the Family law seminar on Monday. | have re-thought my position regarding going to Court on this issue if
we do not have an agreement between the parties. | doubt very seriously that Magistrate Matthews will do anything cother than
tell me to choose the facility that 72 is to attend. It does not make sense to spend time and money going to Court on an
emergency basis on this issue. So, | 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 | guess my
choice will be easy. But, this issue is too important to keep waiting.

Blythe
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From: Blythe Bethel

To: Ari Jurado
Subject: Re: Returning items from daycare during weekend exchanges
Date: Monday, November 25, 2013 1:40:48 PM

Ari: thanks for the explanation. | now understand there was a prior email that was being referred to. Blythe

From: Ari Jurado <ari_jurado@gualineconsulting.com>

To: Biythe Bethel <blythebethel@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 <ZZ. she would wait until the next
weekend exchange, up to a week sometimes, to return my clothing items. When |
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.
| 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" <blythebethel@yahoo.com> wrote:

Ari | do not believe that | am. If | 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.

GAL critical of Mr.
Jurado's writing skKills.
Her assessment of the
facis is also innacurate

On Mon, Nov 25, 2013 8:37 AM EST Ari Jurado wrote:

>Blythe,

>

>Now you are confusing the emails. What you refer to theffirst email was
>meant to be only for =%, food items.

>

>Ari

>On Nov 25, 2013 7:38 AM, "Blythe Bethel” <
>

>> Ari: | am confused. No where in your first email to Kathy did you

>> mention clothing items. You just mentioned items relating to e

>> eating. If you meant clothing items as well, you should be more specific
>> so there are no misunderstandings. blythe

>>

>> *From:* Ari Jurado <ari_jurado@qualineconsuiting.com>
>> *To:* "Hernandez, Kathy" <KHernandez@express.com>
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>> *Cc:* Blythe Bethel <blythebethel@yahoo.com>

>> *Sent:* Sunday, November 24, 2013 10:17 PM

>> *Subject:* RE: Returning items from daycare during weekend exchanges
a2

>> 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, | already have something figured.

>

>> Thank you for offering.

>

>> Ari

>>

>> *From:* Hernandez, Kathy [mailto:KHernandez@express.comj

>> *Sent:* Sunday, November 24, 2013 10:12 PM

>> *To:* Ari Jurado

>> *Cc¢:* Blythe Bethel

>> *Subject:* RE: Returning items from daycare during weekend exchanges
g

>> Based on your attached email last week | assumed you no longer wanted me
>> to take your items from daycare, so | left them there. If that is not what
>> you intended for me to do, then | misunderstood.

>

>> | 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 - | can take care of providing | =z ' food and milk for tomorrow and
>> drop it off before | head downtown, even though you are notifying me at a
>> late hour.

>

>> Please advise me ASAP so that | can get things prepared.

>

>> Kathy Hernandez

>> Manager, Associate Services

>> Office; §14-474-4991

>> Cell: 614-270-3549

>> Fax: §14-474-7553

>

>> *From:* Ari Jurado

{mailto:gﬂgmam@guaﬂwMaﬂ:ju@gm@qmﬂnma&uEMMH
>

>> *Sent:* Sunday, November 24, 2013 9:50 PM
>> *To:* Hernandez, Kathy
>> *Ce:* Keith Golden; Blythe Bethel
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>> *Subject:* Returning items from daycare during weekend exchanges
>>

>> Kathy,

>

>> Today | found myself not having lunch containers, sippy cups etc, for
>> e daycare tomorrow. This weekend was the first time that you did not
>> bnng a2=, 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

>> he 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. | did not purchase extra items before as | 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

>> fransmission in error, please delete this e-mail and all copies.

>

>

>
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From: Arf Jurado

To: " 4"

Subject: g‘m G. Jurado: This Monday

Date; Monday, January 20, 2014 11:31:00 AM
Riythe,

There is ancther possibte angle that this could be viewed: I was trying to explain to the daycare why | told them
before that m was going to be attending today. | did notimply that Kathy was not in compliance. | just stated how
linterpreted the order. In fact, as per Kathy's insistence last time, they had to consuft with thelr legal department to
interpret and decide how far they would be responsibie for. itis assumed that even in this case, that is what they
would have resorted to. There is littie control | have on how Kathy reacts to her ego getting streaked.

Ari

From: Blythe 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: 1 would agree with you that it is important that you and Kathy agree on issues relating to @"’f;jjw but if the two of you
agreeing is the most important thing here then | 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 &L As | read the email that you sent to the daycare, it appeared at least to me, to
paint Kathy in a negative light. | wish that we could all just keep the daycare facilities out of this case, but | guess we cannot.

| certainly appreciate that you do not need to be personally served with the two Motions that | recently filed, but | still need for
Keith to confirm that he will sign and e-file a Waiver of Service.

Blythe

From: Ari Jurado <ari_jurado@qualineconsuiting.com>

To: Blythe Bethel <blythebethel@yahoo.com>; "Hernandez, Kathy" <KHemandez@express.com>
Cc: Keith E. Golden < ' >

Sent: Monday, January 20, 2014 9:17 AM

Subject: 7% 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 m”’;;"; 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 | 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 gﬁf’; at any daycare depending on the answer
she gets? My point is, &5 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 | interpret the Order one way or
the other should be a moot point.

Ari
Erom: Blythe Bethel [mailto:blythebethel@yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, January 20, 2014 7:24 AM
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To: Hernandez, Kathy, Ari Jurado

Cc: Erika Smatherman (ems@petrofflawoffices.com); Ronald R. Petroff, Esq. (rrp@petrofflawoffices.com); Keith E. Golden
Subject: Re: .77 G. Jurado: This Monday

All: | do not helieve that the requirement that,,,u “<. 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 | of the current Orders.

Also, Keith would you let me know if | have to arrange for formal service on Ari of the two Motions that | recently caused to be
filed, or if you will sign and file a Waiver of Service on behalf of Ari. | just want to take care of this housekeeping issue.

Thanks,

Blythe

From: “Hernandez, Kathy" <KHernandez@express.com>.

To: Ari Jurado <ari_jurado@qualineconsulting.com>

Cc: "plythebethel@yahoo.com" <blythebethel@yahoo.com>; "Erika Smitherman (ems@petrofflawoffices.com)”
<ems@petrofilawoffices.com>; "Ronald R. Petroff, Esq. (mp@petrofflawoffices com)" <rrp@petrofflawoffices.com>

Sent: Sunday, January 18, 2014 9:05 PM

Subject: RE: % G. Jurado: This Monday

Per Section 1B of our Temporary Order “unless otherwise agreed to in writing between the parties, the
parties shall foltow 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, | 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 | 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 and/or my attorneys determine that the court order reqwres W tobein
daycare tomorrow on a holiday because the daycare is in fact open, then | will take him to the Hilliard
Goddard School after | pick him up from you at SAM.

| will pick m up 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 [mailto:ari, jurado@qualineconsulting.com]
Sent: Sunday, January 19, 2014 7:19 PM

To: Westervllle ill, OH - The Goddard School®; Hernandez, Kathy
Subject - (3. Jurado: This Monday

Hi Jennifer,

Although | said = M .. 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 closmggf_ the facility), | feel strongly about parenting time and that it comes
before daycare time. In short, z.z: will not be attending daycare tomorrow.

Kathy, as you requested, you can come get m in the back of my building if you prefer that over

Exhibit K3 66 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB



Macy's.
Thanks,

Auri

Notice of Confidentiality: The canfidential 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 67 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB



THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK



. I'The STATE ex rel., JURADO v. ODC, FCCPCJB
-1 Exhibit K4

 ARISTIDES JURADO
1963 Edston Way
_Colunbus, O 43219
sy 992212
arl_jurado@qualiseconsuliingeom



















F :;?S‘,‘.

25y "‘
; 34
4 13
: lii‘l
it
) e,




Franklin County Ohio Clerk of Courts of the Common Pleas- 2014 Feb 18 10:20 AM-12JU014479
0A244 - N94

Exhibit K4 8 The State ex rel,, Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB






THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK



Franklin County Ohio Clerk of Courts of the Common Pleas- 2014 Feb 18 10:20 AM-12JU014479

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF FRANKLIN COUNTY, OHIO
DIVISION OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS AND JUVENILE BRANCH

KATHY HERNANDEZ,
CASE NO. 12 JU 11-14479

Petitioner-Mother,

v. JUDGE JAMISON
ARISTIDES JURADO, MAGISTRATE TSITOURIS
Respondent-Father. 'gt; ;ITE;IE K% rel., JURADO v. ODC, FCCPCJB

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

=

— P s
e o e
/’/f L / :
o 7
- -

By: ‘:/”5»6{, A
ARISTIDES JURADO
3963 Easton Way
Columbus, OH 43219
(305) 799-2212
ari_jurado@qualineconsulting.com

Exhibit K& 1 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

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-11378 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.
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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 and/or collateral litigation, the domestic
relations djvision 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.
Id. at 911 citing Price v. Price, 16 Ohio App. 3d 93 (8th Dist. 1984). Id. at §12 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 31117; (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.
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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 ODJF'S 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.” In conflict with such finding, the civil
lawsuit filed against Respondent-Father by Brooksedge Day Care Center-Hilliard states as a
claim that “Ms. Hernandez 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 child'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.
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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 permanently 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).
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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

Tt 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 confidential and prevent it
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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
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ARISTIDES JURADO

3963 Easton Way

Columbus, OH 43219

(305) 7992212
ari_jurado@qualineconsulting.com

By:
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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 18" 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

- P ‘ oy
P
s e AL
e i gt P -
By: Ely L e .

ARISTIDES JURADO

3963 Easton Way

Columbus, OH 43219

(305) 799-2212
ari_jurado@qualineconsulting.com

Exhibit K5 g The State ex rel., Jwado v. QDC, FCCPCJB



On Wed, Mar 5, 2014 at 10:51 AM, Blythe Bethel <blythebethel @ yahoo.com> wrote:

Ari: Itis not that simple. And, given the amount of paperwork in my file, | 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. | am simply notin a position to finance your case for you. fam

also not in a position to bear the cost of making thousands of copies for you.” And, 1 will not release to you, absent an

Order from the Court, my entire file. | have to complete my final pretrial recommendation, and | need to have access
to my file. | guess we will see what the judge has to say. blythe

On Wednesday, March 5, 2014 8:32 AM, Ari Jurado <ari iurado@gqualineconsulting.com> wrote:
Hi Blythe,

Thank you for the heads up. Just for clarification and before you spend time filing motions: | am not asking
you to release the file o me. | am asking you to bring them to the hearing next week so that the court can
determine this very same issue, as | 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, 1 get paid myself this Friday and that same day | intend to issue payments to you, and
to Kathy for both child support and reimbursement of Dr. Smalidon fees.

Ari

From: Blythe Bethel [mailto:blythebgthei @ yahoo.com]

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: | 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. | 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, | will be filing & Motion to have the Judge decide

what | need to do. Blythe

On Tuesday, March 4, 2014 4:51 PM, Ari Jurado <ari jurado @ qualineconsulting.com> wrote:
FY1... Just a heads up.

Ari U
From: efiling @ franklincountyohio.gov [mailto:efiling @ franklincountyohio.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, March 4, 2014 4:44 PM

To: ayj_jurado@qgualineconsulting.cam
Subject: Received Notice: Your filing, Re: 12JU014479 - KATHY J HERNANDEZ -VS- ARISTIDES JURADO -

EXHIBITS, was received

Exhibi} L2 2 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB



To: ARISTIDES JURADO art iuradoi@gualineconsulting.com

From: efiling@franklincountyohjo.gov

Date: 2014-03-04 16:43:57.46

Subject: Your electronic filing, Re: 12JU014479 - KATHY J HERNANDEZ -VS- ARISTIDES
JURADO - EXHIBITS, was received by DOMESTIC RELATIONS AND JUVENILE,
COURT OF COMMON PLEAS.

Case Number:  12JU014479

Case Type: CUSTODY/SUPPORT/VISITATION/PARENTING TIME
Document Type: EXHIBITS

Document Type: EXHIBITS

Document Type: SUBPOENA ISSUED - SHERIFF

Exhibit L2 3 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPC.JB
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COURT OF COMMONS PLEAS, FRANKLIN COUNTY, OHIO

Subpoena — Division of Domestic Relations and Juvenile Branch

Kathy Hernandez
Plaintiff/Petitioner Case No. 12JU014479
-VS/AND (Example: 11DR012345)
Aristides Jurado - [ IWit. Fee on e R G v, ODC, FOOPCAB
Defendant/Petitioner -
The State of Ohio Exhibit L3
Franklin County, ss .
To |_|Attorney [_]Process Server [] sheritt of Franklin County, Ohio Greetings:

YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED TO SUBPOENA THE FOLLOWING NAMED PERSON, To wit:

(® Person (OBusiness
495 SOUTH BIGH STREET
Bethel STREET ADDRESS
Last Name / Business Name SUITE 220
Blythe ADDRESS LINE 2
First Name Mid. Init Designation

ADDRESS LINE 3

COLUMBUS OH 43215-00
CITY STATE  ZIP CODE

To be and appear before the Court of Common Pleas of the County of Franklin, Domestic Relations Division and Juvenile Branch, 373 South High Street, Columbus, OChio 43215, OR at

3963 Easton Way, Columbus, OH 43219 onthe 3 dayof June 2014 2 9:00 A mof
LOCATION
said day in courtroom # o

ATTEND AND GIVE TESTIMONY AT A TRIAL, HEARING OR DEPOSITION ON THE DATE, TIME AND AT THE PLACE
SPECIFIED ABOVE.

D ATTEND AND PRODUCE DOCUMENTS, ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION OR TANGIBLE THINGS AT A TRIAL, HEARING OR
DEPOSITION 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
DESIGNATED DOCUMENTS OR ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATIONTHAT ARE IN YOUR POSSESSION, CUSTODY OR CONTROL.

PRODUCE AND PERMIT INSPECTION AND COPYING, TESTING OR SAMPLING, ON THE DATE AND AT THE TIME AND
PLACE SPECIFIED ABOVE, OF ANY TANGIBLE THINGS THAT ARE IN YOUR POSSESSION, CUSTODY OR CONTROL.

D 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 QF ITEMS TO BE PRODUCED: Documents, emails. notes, records, electronically stored information—~in printed form or provide in electronig
i ] isted jn Exhibit A1

Aristides Jurado, 3963 Easton Way Columbus, OH 43219 (305-7992212) Defendant
ATTORNEY/PRO SE ADDRESS/PHONE # (REQUIRED) (SUPREME COURT #)  PLAINTIFF/DEFENDANT OTHER (SPECIFY)

Witness my hand and seal of said court Maryellen O’Shaughnessy, Clerk of Court of Commons Pleas

WG}«X@«O’{%%//

s RETURN OF SERVICE***

Sheriif’'s Fees | received this subpoena on , and served the above party
Service by on

Mileage | was unable to complete service for the following reason:

Copy

Total

Signature of Serving Party
Check one-()Depuly Sheriff ) Attorney
COC-DR-79 (Rev, 3-2012) OProcess Server Cibaputy Clerk

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

Exhibit L3 1
NOTE: READ ALL INFORMATION ON THE SECOND PAGE OF THIS SUBPOENA.
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CIVIL RULE 45 (C) PROTECTION OF PERSONS SUBJECT TO SUBPOENAS.

(1) A PARTY OR AN ATTORNEY RESPONSIBLE FOR THE ISSUANGCE AND SERVICE OF A SUBPOENA SHALL TAKE REASONABLE STEPS
TO AVOID IMPOSING UNDUE BURDEN OR EXPENSE ON A PERSON SUBJECT TO THAT BUBPOENA.

(&) (a) A PERSON COMMANDED TO PRODUCE UNDER DIVISIONS (AY(1)(B)(I1}, (1), (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 GOMMANDED TO PRODUGE UNDER DIVISIONS (A)1)(B)({), (1), (IV), OR
(V) OF THIS RULE MAY, WITHIN FOURTEEN DAYS AFTER SERVICE OF THE SUBPOENA OR BEFORE THE TIME SPECIFIED FOR
COMPLIANCE (€ SUCH TIME S 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 GOURT BY WHICH THE SUBPOENA WAS ISSUED. IF OBJECTION
HAS BEEN MADE, THE PARTY SERVING THE SUBPOENA, UPON NOTICE TO THE PERSON GOMMANDED TO PRODUCE, MAY MOVE AT ANY
TIME FOR AN ORDER TO COMPEL THE PRODUCTION. AN ORDER TO COMPEL PRODUCTION SHALL PROTEGT 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 PRODUCTICN 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;

{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 GLAIM OF UNDUE BURDEN THROUGH DISCUSSIONS WITH THE ISSUING ATTORNEY. A MOTION FILED
PURSUANT TO DIVISION (C}(3){d) OF THIS RULE SHALL BE SUPPORTED 8Y AN AFFIDAVIT OF THE SUBPOENAED PERSON OR A
GERTIFICATE 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 CANNCT 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 SUEPOENA.

(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 DOGUMENTS OR ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION PURSUANT TO A SUBPOENA FOR THEM
SHALL PERMIT THEIR INSPEGTION 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 PRODUGE THE INFORMATION IN A FORM OR FORMS IN WHICH THE INFORMATION 1S 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 PRODUGTION IMPOSES
UNDUE BURDEN OR EXPENSE. ON MOTION TO COMPEL DISCOVERY ORt FOR A PROTECTIVE ORDER, THE PERSON FROM WHOM
ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION 1S SQUGHT 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 PRCDUCED THAT IS SUFFICIENT TO ENABLE THE DEMANDING
PARTY TO CONTEST THE CLAIM.

{5) IF INFORMATION (S 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 REGCEIVED THE INFORMATION OF
THE GLAIM AND THE BASIS FOR IT. AFTER BEING NOTIFIED, A RECELVING 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 PRODUGED THE INFORMATION MUST PRESERVE THE INFORMATION UNTIL THE CLAIM IS RESCLVED.

Exhibit L3 2 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB
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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. ODC, 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., JURADQ v. ODC, FCCPCJB

Exhibit L4
KATHY HERNANDEZ,
CASE NO. 12 JU-11-14479
Plaintiff,
V.
JUDGE JAMISON
ARISTIDES JURADO,
MAGISTRATE MATTHEWS
Defendant.

RESPONDENT-FATHER’S MOTION TO SET ASIDE MAGISTRATE’S ORDER

Now comes Respondent-Father, Aristides furado, 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

/‘/‘ -
s S
& v

r3 / Va - - ', ~get

= . o

ARISTIDES JURADO

3963 Easton Way

Columbus, OH 43219

(305) 799-2212
ari_jurado@qualineconsulting.com

By:

Exhibit L4 1 The State ex rei., Jurado v, ODC, FCCPCJB
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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 known—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 [ 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, Respéndent—
Father had all the intentions to file the Affidavits duc 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™ 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 meritorious defense to the judgment." Lambert v. Lambert,
2005-Ohio-6145, 9§ 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 full oral evidentiary hearing on these matters.

Respectfully submitted,

Respondent-Father Pro Se

By:

ARJSTIDES JURADO

3963 Easton Way

Columbus, OH 43219

(305) 799-2212
ari_jurado@qualineconsulting.com

Exhibit L4 4 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 was served via

the court’s electronic filing system on this 23th day of June, 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, Chio 43215
Guardian Ad Litem

Respondent-Father Pro Se

ARISTIDES JURADO™

3963 Easton Way

Columbus, OH 43219

(305) 799-2212
ari_jurado@qualineconsulting.com

Exhibit L4 5 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

KATHY HERNANDEZ, ‘
: CASE NO. 12-JU-11-14479
Plaintiff-Mother, :
-vs- JUDGE JAMISON
ARISTIDES JURADO, '
MAGISTRATE MATTHEWS

Defendant-Father,

State of Ohio
County of _ Franklin _ SS.

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

Arjstides Jurato

SWORN to before me and subscribed in my presence this 23" day of June, 2014.

Kol

Notary Public

KARLTON FLOOD
Notary Pubfic, State of Ohio
My Commission Expires
November 28, 2017

Exhibit L4 6 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPC.JB
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF FRANKLIN COUNTY, OHIO
DIVISION OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS AND JUVENILE BRANCH

KATHY HERNANDEZ, :
:  CASENO.12-JU-11-14479
Plaintif f-Mother, :
-vs- *  JUDGEJAMISON
ARISTIDES JURADO,

ar w= aw

MAGISTRATE TSITOURIS
Defendant-Father.

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 YETH NAUGHT.

7

/_’,/-"'f /,/j’,',/-“’
//: e ////’/ /
- -
i i zf:;’g;?{ / -

Aris}ﬁes Juradlo -

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

ROGER RILL Nq;ém%abm
Notary Public, State of Ohio ’\\‘w

$ My Commission Expires (3-14-15

Exhibit K5 11 The State ex rel., Jurado v, ODC, FCCPCJB
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. OHIO CIVIL RIGHTS COMMISSION
CHARGE OF DISCRIMINATION

CHARGE NUMBER: (Agency Lise Only)
COL G1(40390)07102013

Completely Fill in the Fellowing

Aristides Jurado

Brooksedge Daycare Center

Name of Charging Party {First Middle Last}
3963 Easton Way

Name of Company
2185 Hiltiard-Rome Rd.

| A2

Address Address
Columbus OH 43219 Franklin Hilliard OH 43026 Franklin
City State  ZipCode  County City Siate  Zip Code County
(305) 799-2212 (614) 529-0077 e ission
Telephone Number ' ' Telephone Number ’ ’;af{d?ﬁfﬂ ;
11/6/12 through 7/10/13 {(present) e

e IR B RN

Ll 4 ™

Date(s) of Discrimination

— =y — g - ‘,f& x_)g“ ?&
| believe | was discriminated against because of my: (Please identify) _clumbus ReGEY

Race/Color D Religion
Sex Male E} National Origin/Ancestry  Hispanic
Disability - [] Retatiation

Military Status

Ape (Over 40 years old only - Date of birth)
FOR AGE CASYS ONLY: | have o0 commenced 30y action Gnder seciions 411214 of 47112.02(N}, Revised Code with respect 1o the subjett matier of the
affidavit. 1 understand that upon filing of this charge with the @hio Civil Rights Commission, | am bazred from instituting any such civil action and thal any
monetasry award or financial benehit | may receive may be limited to back pay and/or resioration of employment fiinge benefits and may nol include other
dumages to which | may be entitled as a result of such civil acuon.

ooox

Type of Harm:

|Z] Public Accommodation D Higher Education - Disability Only

D Credit

Please write a brief byt detailed statement of the facts that you believe indicate an unlawful discriminatory practice. Please write legibly.

Ongoing discriminatory practices thal have already caused significant harm and there is a substantiai threat of imeparable
damage if it continues. The discriminatoty practices include:

1. Between Nov'12 and Jan'13 administrators denied me access to the facility in violation of their own policies and ODJFS
licensing rutes for the benefil of my son's mother (whiteffemae).
2. In January 2013, the administralors acknowledged that their aclions were against policy, and stilt did not report it to ODJFS
as required. In addition, | was stifl unabie to access the facility while my infant son was there due to the administrators failure
to provide a written statement that showed 1 was allowed in the premises (given the existing thread of issuing a
restraining/protective order—aithough unfounded).

3.Since access was restored until present, the administrators engaged in a unilateral practice of monitoring my visits and

reporting details; near real ime in many cases, to my son's mother {white/female), despite the fact that | have been exercising

a shared parenting agreement {issued by the court).

4. On 7/2/13, an employeelcareta Isified information on a daily log sheet with the purpose of influencing a child custody
court case in favor of mother (whiteffemale) and to my detriment. This took piace oniy days before a scheduted court hearing.
5. From 7/3/13-current (7/10), Amy LeBlanc, the owner/Administrator ignored my attempls lo contact her for the past days
including calls and messages, requesting for us to 1alk in order 10 address/clarify concerns, all while she made herself
available to mother (white/caucasian). Furthermore, Ms. LeBlanc communicated with the Guardian Ad Litem the morning of

7/8, minutes before the court hearing, 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 refationship with the daycare staff.

Notaty sr Ohin Civil Righis Commistion Represemative

[ declare under penahy of perjury that § have read the above churge and that il % true to
the best ofmy knowledge, information and belief. 1 will advise the apency(ics) il

change my address or lelephong ber and that } will cooperate fully with them in the
processing of gL i, BT thgipprocedures.

Ty e //‘D/?n‘ F J1o f2el 3
(%Mzgﬁamu - Ehate 4

on this

Subscribed and swom o befbre.
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Ohio Department of Job and Family Services
CHILD ENROLLMENT AND HEALTH |NFORMAT|ON
FOR CHILD CARE CENTERS AND TYPE A HOMES

This form shall be completed priof to the child's first day of attendance and updated annually and a8 needed.

Child's Name, | Dete of Birlh -'/U )7 First Day at Cenlerq ’;27’ 12
e Rasess ik T )LD
State m ,J, 7/ (0 tome e}laah% zvlgurpk?:%,a I |
parentGuardian Name )‘ZA’TH{’NE ” Z{\fﬂrf\f?)m Retatonship to Child Fials ﬂ%ﬁ@ COTITE
Home Telephone Number W : o

IR ey
Home Address \
< w_ 3
Eraall Address {¥ applicable) - }( ﬂ W ’ “ i - i Cell Phone (D ,(_'[ - }K (17-7 gg
Barents Work/Schoot Telgpho Umbﬂ' q{q Sarent's Work/School Name 57’ 47 Q E@S

54y~ - - S
Parent's WorScnoo! Address ,6 A l/ U,)SS ] V m b’d

Please indicate if this name should pe released ifa parer/\géuardian, of a child attending the centerfhome, requests contact
Y

information for other parents!guardians. es
1f you answeared yes. please indicate which aumber(s} above fo include on the list

Where can you beé eached while youl chitd s in this program? . — - —
L, K- O 2. el § HDI\J‘ e
e Relationship to Child WC/K_
Home Telephone Numbar 3 OS,' ,7 ﬁ? -
g & LA

CIwork 8 [Dcelt# [ Home # 3 Emall

N/;IQ-

Parent's Wo ﬂr T gmone Number
Patents work/Schoo Address AL /14,
| I

Please indicate if this name shoulid be released if 3 parent/ vardian, of a child attending the oe’n@i'm& requesis contact

information for other parents!guardians, ) Yes o 3
if you answered yos, piessd indicate which number(s) above to inciude on the list Mwork # ocel# (] Home # ) Ematl

Whore can you be Toached while your child Is in this program? oy

Contacts. parants cannot be listad as emeigency contacts. Listihe name of af lossl one persgn who can be contacted
ted should be able to assistin conlacting you. At loast

in the eveni of an emergency of finess i you cannot be reached. Any person lis
one parson listed must be within one hour of the centerhome. able to 1ake responstbility for tha child in case the parenﬂguardian cannot
t least 18 years of age.

be contacied and should De

Emargency

Name

JFS 0127M (Rev. a2011)

Exhibit K&
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P EXHIBIT

ons, and Food Supplements

ely. Please note that if your child has & current health or redical condition requiring child care
ior ine condition, provide freatment, care, o7 to give medication. the JF S 01236
Administration of Medication” must be completed

Child's Name FCNF’ DENTIA ..

Allergies, Special Health or Medicat Conditi

Fill in this section accurately and complet
staff fo perform child specific care, such as: to mon
*Med|catPhysical Care Plan” or pquivalent form and/or the JES 01217 "Request for

and be kept on file at the center or type A homa.
Does your child have any food, medication or en

No
%\eﬁ . check ali thatapply ~ [[] Food ) Medication [} Environmental Please lis{ and explain:

vironmental allergies? (check all that apply}

& staff 1o monitor child for symptoms, take action if a reaction occurs, of

Does your child’s allergy/allergies require child car
?? emergency medisafion o your child? (check one)

No

Yes - a JFS 01236 "Medical/Physical Care Plan" or equivalent form and i administering medication, a JFS 01217
"Request for Administration of Medication” must be compleied.

your child have a special health or medical condition? (check one)

Does
4
es - please explain

perform a procedure, or perform child specific care

ndition require child care staff to
s? (check one)

Does the special health or medicai co
oms or administer medication during child care hour

sugh as: to monitor your child for sympt
| No

{ ] Yes - a JFS 01236 "Medical/Physical Care Plan” of equivalent form and if administering medication, a JFS 01217
"Request for Administration of Medication™ must be completed.
ical food (such as electrolyte solution)? {check one)

No

%yaur child curently using any medicafion, food supplement or med
Yes - please explain

If yes, does this medication, food supplement, or medical food need to be administered at the chiid care center/type A

me?
41 No
es - a JFS 01217 "Request for Administration of Medication” must be completed and kept on file for each medication,

food supplement or medical foed.
[} N/A - program does not administer any medications.

ges your child have any dietary restrichions, including

those for medical, religious or cultural reasons? (check ona)

No
Yes - please explain

types of fluid milk or an entire food group?

No
Yes - written instructions from the ¢

s Medication.”
LXB;N!A - child does not attend a fuli time program.

"Request for Administration of

/?éaes this dietary restriction require a modified diet that eliminates all
hild's health care provider must be on the JFS 01217

JFS 01234 {Rev. ¥2011) Page 2ol
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=== | CONFIDENTIAL } AL
List any history of hospﬂamié'mn.u ' e orarevousfealth concerns that woulld be neaded 1o assist the staff or medical
personnet in an emergency situation.

pfA
List any additional information about your child thal would be L=aful for staff 1o kpow, such as fears, aating or sleeping habits. or spacial
routines. This informalion should not be medical or heaith related, as that information snould be included on the previous page.

Diapering Statement

Is your child toilet trained? [ Yes (If yes. skip to Emergency Transportation Aulhotization section} /EQ No (If na, fill out the
following) Q

The program's policy is so check diapers every
centertype A home's policy or another:

/[6 | agrea with the program's schedule [ | do not agree, please chack my child's diaper avery nours.

hours. Pleass indicate if you want your child's diaper checked according to the

Emergency Transportation Authorization
Give Penmigsion to Transport Do Not Give Permission to Transport

Center o Type A Home Name Centar of Type A Home Name
Blrostob e DANCAEL

has permission 1o secure emergency transportation for OR | does not have permission to secure emergency

tny child in the event of an iliness or injury which transporlation for my child in the event of an iiness or
requites emergency treatment. The emetgency Do | injury which requires emergency treatment. | wish for the
transportation service will determine the facility to which ':‘" following action to be taken:

. . sign
my child witl be transporied. Both

] l/
thmue Date Parents Signature Date
{ i 99
4 Acknowledgement of Policies and Procedures
| have reviewed and received a copy of the center's or type A home's policies and procedures/handbook. %Yes O no
(check ons)

This form. after being completed and signed by the parent/guardian, must be Teviewed for completeness and signed by the
administrator/designee prior to the child receiving care. After the child is atending the program the administrator shafl have
the parent/guardiar review and initial the form when any changes/updates are made and at least annually. The parent/

guardian and the adminisiralor or designee shall initial and date the form in the section below to indicate when the form was
last reviewed. 7

Parant/Gua

F Tt ramandh T 74712

Adminis:lfﬂg]i Signature

The form is lo be Inttialed and dated, &t laast annually, aftar [t has been reviewad by the parent/guardian. This is
has stayed the same or changes have bean noted. |f significant changes are needed, ploase complete a new form.

[ Parent/Guardian [nitials Date of Review Administrator/Designee initials Daie of Review
ParentGuardian Initials Date of Review Adrministrator/Designes Inttials Date of Review
Parent/Guardian initials Date of Review AaminisratoriCesignee Infials | Date of Review

Note- This is 8 prescnbed form which muyst be used by centers and type A hames fo meet the requirements of niles 5101 2.12-37 and 5101,2.13-37. This
form must be on fle at the center of typa A homs on or befare the child's first day of attendance and (heraafter whila {he child is enrolled.

JFS 01234 (Rov. 92011} Page 1 of 3
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Ohio Department of Job and Family Services
OLLMENT AND HEALTH INFORMATION

[CONFIDENTIA!.‘E CARE CENTERS AND TYPE A HOMES

This ferm shall be completed prior to the chitd's first day of attendance and updated annually and as needed,

Child's Name NO‘*/lLH[ I f‘f'D o 1 D"?.;"'?}"B -rZO} 2 First Day at Center

HomeAdd!eSSa?)(p‘/ UJ%&)@\/ Dic. : Cin/L,L,IMD
State 67'1(' ijcoéquég_cp Homae Telephons NumberQ / (1[*__99/@_75/3 ra

ParentGuardian Name ) & 4 \{ LHELN, A IDE T Retationship fo Child 10 HELL
Home Addess g Al A / Home Telephona Number (_DIL/— }S/(e __r?% W

City Stats Zip

Ema Addrwss (1appicabie) jc.; f qtn@epaay [ cond CePrane /) f - R8W ¥ 3p
Parant’s Work/School Telepnon{;N}.:Ln}Eeé/_? L/.— (./ q q / Parent's Wark/School Name &L "P’Z ES S

ri

Parent's Work/School “ e - _; . City af)[ o M S
"Ple s hould be released ff a parent/guardian, of a chil the centerhome, requests contact
Larents/guardians. ] Yes ‘No
vome # [ Emad

[l arawered yus, please indicate which numbar(s) above lo-include on the fist

fWhare can Jou be reached while your child is In this program?y; [/ y)hm Qdﬂ,woy j 4 p

R .
P arent/Guardisn Name Retationship to Child

Home Address Home Telephone Number

City State Zip

Emall Address (i appllcabie} '

Cell Prione

Parent's Work/School Name

city

xJ Parents WonUschool Telephone Numbar

d be released f & 'parenﬂguardian, of a child aftending __g e, requests contact

nformation for ofher patemisiguardians. [ Yes £1 Mo
Whoro you ba roochod whiillo your child Is In this progrom?

sy Ocele  Homer [ Emal

Emergency Contacts: Parents cenniot be listed emergency coniacts. List the name of at least one parIon who can be contacted
in the event of ah smergency of {finess If you cannot ba reached. Any person imsted should be able io assistin contacting you. Al loont
one person isted must be within ofe hour of the center/homae. able to responalbility for chiid m case parsnt/guardian cannol

be conlacted and shouid be at least 18 years of 8ge.
Name Name
JORDAN KLersi .
Stale City State

T

City

LoLUMBUS -

Telepho Number% Relationship to Chi ' Telephon-e Number
00193l %2 AL 1&nJD of Gt

Retationship to Child

e ced TF appicabio) |

- TAfer nUMbers where oniacl Can be reached (i applicable) o Pambers where amergency contact can be
[rd-JR0-0 s . .
NlmaofPhpldanofC‘im Hospital D£ ‘ ) ? M £ /4"/‘-/ . | ”

tS!-metAddro 5’0 Mk_ué bﬁ
City H!L‘f/! fﬁhﬁb St;t%_.)L TelepWNumbar Llf;?/ 52q’q)&0 ]

Exhibit K&
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==%=__| CONFIDENTIAL (AT

Aliergics. gpécnat Heallh or mearenConditions, and Food Supplements

Fiil in this section aceurstely and compietely. Please note that if your child has 2 current health of medical condition requiring child care
staft {o perform child specific care, such as: te monitor the condifion, provide treatmenl, care, of to give medication. the JES 01236
s\edical/Physical Care Pian” of equivalent form and/or the JFS 01217 “Request for Administration of Medication” must b compheted

andbaireptonﬁie af the center of type A home.
% your child have any tocd, medicalion of env

fal
(] Yes - check all that apply ] Food [ Medication " ] Environmental

Tonmental aliergies? {check alt that apply)

Please list and explain:

Y

Does your child's aliergy/allergies require child care slaff to moniter chitd for symptoms. lake action if a reaction ocours, of

give emergency medication to your child? {check one)

o ,
1] Yes - a JFS 01236 "Medical/Physicat Care Pian” or equivalent formn and # administering medication, a JFS 01217
"Request for Administration of Medication™ must be campleted.

Does your child have a special health or medical condition? (check one)

JETNo |
] Yes - please explain

care staff to perform a procedure, or perform child specific care

Does the special health of medical condition require chitd
edication during child care hours? {check one)

such as: fo monitor your chiid for symptoms or administer m
e : o o -
[J Yes -a JFS 01236 "Medical/Physical Care Plan” or eguivalent form and if administenng medication, a JFS 01217

"Request for Administration of Medication” must be completed.
Temeni or medical food (such as electrolyte solution)? (check one)

Is your child currently usirg any medication, food supp!

Mo

[} Yes - please explain

If yes. does this medication, food sup
home?

] Neo

] Yes -a JFS 01217 "Request for Administration of Medication” must be com

food supplement of medical food.
| CLIN/A - program does not administer any medications.
hid have any dietary restrictions, including those for medicai, Teligious or cultural reasons? (check one)

ASO

plement, or medical food need to be administered at the chiid care centerftype A

pleted and kept on file for each medication.

=

Does this dietary restriction require 2 modified diet that eliminates all types of fluid milk or an entire food group?

[JWNo
7] Yes - written insiructions from the child's heaith care provider must be on the JFS D1217 "Request for Adrninistration of
Medication.”
() N/A - child does not aftend a full time program. q}.
[ TR FRTEER TV L Ll L . : é‘i%—’%&k
TR R moam A
| - |

Note- This is 8 prescribed lorm which musl ba used by centers and hype A homes to mast the requirements of rules 5101:2-12-37 and 5101:2-1337. This
form rnusl be on fve at the ceater of typa A horne on of before the child's first doy of attendance onc thaeatier whils the child is enroiled.

Exhibit K5 7
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TRids Name CONF’D ENT’ L m_

- hcems that would be neaded !0 assist the staff or madical

List any history of hospialt Ry
per'sonne[ In an emergency sttuation.

uch as fears, eating or sieeping habits, of spedcial
be includad on the previous page.

List iny paditional information about yous thild that would be useful fof ataff to know, §
routines. This nforraation should not be medical or health related, as that information should

Dinpsring Statament
{s your chitd tollel wained? L[] Yes (If yes, skip to Emergency Transportation Authorization section)

foliowing}
The program’s policy Is fo check diapers every 2 nours. Please indicate
cantarftype A home's policy or another o

&No {If no, fiil out the

you want your child's diapar checked according fo the

} agree with the program'’s scheduie [0 i do nol agres, plaase check my chid's disper every . hours.

" Emeorgency Tranaportation Authorization
Give Pamusgion to Transport e Wﬁi&ﬂto Transport

.17 T center or Type A Home Name

Conter or Type A Hame NaTe

portation for OR [ does not have Fermission to secure emergency

has permission to secure emergency frans
‘| transposrtation for my child in the event of an iiness ofF -

my child in the event of an illness or injury which N
requires emergency weatment. The emergency bo
fransportation service will determine the facitity to which | ‘Pt .
my chitd will be transported. zﬁ

' injury which requires emergency treaiment. 1 wish for the
follawing action to be taken: o

] PN

-5 124 .. ‘

Acknowiedgement of Policies and Procedures o
policies and procedures/handbook. Yes [_INo

Date

T

i /

| have reviewed and received a copy of the center's of type A home's
{check one}

This form, after being completed and signed by {he parent/guardian, must be raviewed for completeness and signed by the
administrator/designes prior o the child receiving care After the child is attending the program {he administrator shall have

the parent/guardian review and initial the form when any changes/updates are made and af least annually. The parent/
guardian  the administrator or designee shall initial  7d date the form in the section below to indicate when the form was

jast reviewed. .
Date

ParenvGs Sigpatura(s) — _—
—W W : / /-5 12
AamineatorDesignee’Signature : Dale

- (12

D WL O AN L(LL [
[ \ Cra - ,\ ” Caa s o oy g ™ - o sam

™he M iﬂ'hbyhﬂnliﬂ mdﬂ’qbd at lé'_'ast annually, efter i hanbnmmvmv-dby the paremt/guacdian. This is to Indicate all
has s_tn;y_np.ltaq same of changes have been noted. It significant changes are neaded. piease complefe a frew form. D

ParenvGuardian Intials Gaia of Review AdmnisEalorDesgnee Intials | Date of Reviow ]
parenUGuardian [nitials - Dale of Review Administrator/Designes nfiats | Date of Review
ParentGuardian tnitials Date of Review AadministratoriDesignee Initials Dale of Review

Note This is 8 prascribed formn which must ba sed by centers and fype A homes 1o tnaet fha requirements of rles 5101°2-12-37 and 5101.2-13-37. This
T e st bo on file 8LIhG canter of typa A homia on of befora tha child's first day of attendance and thoreafter white the child is anroiled.

Exhibit K& 3
20 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB

a wm



Franklin County Ohio Clerk of Courts of the Common Pleas- 2014 Feb 18 10:20 AM-12JU014479
AriJurado

From: Ari Jurado

Sent: Thursday, November 15, 2012 8:24 AM
To: Hernandez, Kathrine

Subject: Re: 2, - 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(@gualineconsulting.com=> wrote:
Hi Kathy,

As I mentioned yesterday, T 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 T actually purchase my airline ticket last night less than 1 hour prior to the flight departure time (flight
Jeft around 9:20p cst). Therefore, T really didn't have time to call you and confirm, By the time | 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. 1 didn't want this small opportunity I have
to see ,—3:;; 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

Exhibit K& 21 The State ex rel., Jurado v. QBC, FCCPCJB
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From: brooksedgehilliard@yahoo.com
Sent: Friday, November 16, 2012 11:09 AM
To: aristides jurado@accenture.com
Subject: Re: &%, G.Jurado

Hi Ari. That is correct, we would need some kind of authorization from Kathy. We allow family members 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 m 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 -
EXHIBIT

From: "aristides. jurado@accenture.com” <gristides.jurado@accenture. com>

To: brooksedgehilliard@yahoo.com A1

Cc: ari jurado@quatineconsulting.com
Sent: Thursday, November 15, 2012 4:47 PM
Subject: Re: 2%, G. Jurado

Hi Jessica and Danielle,

Thank you for answering my question earlier about the procedure Kathy and I (m;m 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 confirm that there is no paperwork for me to fill out or forms to submit?
Thanks,

Ari Jurado

Father of z.z.. Gabriel Jurado

This message is for the designated recipient only and may cantain privileged, proprietary, or otherwise private information. if vou have received it in error, piease notify the
sender immediately and delete the original. Any other use of tha e-mail by you is prohibited.

Where aliowad by local law, electronic communications with Accenture and its affiliates, including e-mail and instant messaging (including content), may be scanned by our
sysiems for the purposes of information security and assessment of internal compliance with Accenture poitey.

it fiwww acceniurg, comd — - - -
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.

Exhibit K& 22 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB
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Brooksedge Day Care Center - Parent Handbook

Table of Contents

AV EECOITIE vurnvesvessesseneseesansreseesessseasasassneseataness s msensanhhsabsanshabare£E S hE RS LB L e nen L b L E LTS E LR LRSS 2
VA ISSION STATEIMENE 1.vveveeeeertesteasseessissaesbesssrasesabert s ers metsntanarneakeenarronfaeEaaEE LT EA L P T e T EL L HEHE AL TS e L L LT LSS 2
T Tt auTe £ T O P PSP ST T T L 2
HOUFS OF OPEIATION . .....evervsssseeserersreersssssanssessstssess st s e R L0 e 2
REGISTEEEION 111v1eeseesessceserssassiomssses e ns e bR LB 3
LICERSIN 1-.oveveeserasserersseserseresscesbenssasesses e e s bs s oL SR L 3
GEATE CRII RALIOS «vveevreseereneesesasiesessnssesesesseressesssmiasssaeres s a bt A e e b e s o b b A SRR ISR LT LIS s 4
TUILION, FEES MA PAYMENT POCIES ... vuvuirseeesitsssersesies sttt L e 5
A DOUL UE ClaSSTOOMIS eueeereeverersrnsesssaesarsnesssstorsaees bistsrssaasesssnessss b400EE LI e LI e R LS e bbb E LS4 E L4 LTI LS b e 7
DisCIPliNe aNd GUIAANCE PONECY cvu.vvet s eeremerists et rins b 11
MBNAZEMENT OF HIFESS .ovoeieiuieessrusans s s b1 ST LS iz
ACCIHENTS AN EIMBIEENCIES 1 irievsreececitrtsiensserssrss e e e s ah oA a £ E R4S L n L LSS LTS e 13
IVEEAIS BI10 SITECKS 1vveeerereeereeeeetaesissseasesesssssesesesabsassassshesaesas s hd b baE S eE e AR 4SS4T H e R e L E L L LS I TS S S 14
OUEAOOE PEAY ovvvoevecosseseesesssess essesssmsssses st s8R E 08488 L 14
TranspOrtation OF CHIUrEN ... it e b eSS 14
Swimming and Water Safety INFOrMETION ..ot b 15
GENEIA] PONCIES oo evvvrseeeeioserassesnssesreeessasssasseseeseaneeeaddsbE oA Ee e aae e e eE € aE 4 E L HE AL L8R 28RS L e E oS e L n M e 15
PArENT ACKNOWIEOIEMENT . oo.rv it reutetieers e eaes e ieb e e d bbb i8
EXHIBIT

A1

L
-
mymnd

Exhibit K& 23 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
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 chitdren’s safety is our first priority!
Brooksedge staff will not release a child to anyone who appears to be under the infiuence of drugs and/for
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 provnde 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. Thisis 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 whAsv‘ool
is closed for vacations, delays or cancellations.

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, 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
lazz 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/Compilaint 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 wili be happy to incorporate it into our day.
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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.

Mr. Harris: This is Mr. Ari. Mr. Ari | 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, um, the rules around open door policy, for daycare parents. And, um,
denying access to a parent.

Ms. Wallace: OK.

Ari: | haven’t completely memorized them, but | 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 enroliment 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... {'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. S0 what... So
my guestion is the daycare just supposed to allow that parent to change that
information? To restrict, and basicaily to abuse that, or is there a specific rule that
prevents that from happening?

Ari: So for example here, my son gets enrolied 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?

Ari: On 11/5

Mr. Harris: That's what 2 months apart?

Ari: Yes. | 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 | guess, to his question is there is no court documentation showing you
can’i come in.

Ms. Wallace: They can't do that

Ms. Simonson: They can’ t"do';thét

Ari: | agree. | agree with you. When | finally found this on my own, that was almost 3
months later, | 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 Harns But for 3 months you were denied Arl, |t kmd of sounds to me what you
are iooklng for is jLISt vaildatmn that the course of actlon you are gomg we would

agree with you Yes, there is probab}y some.., something going on somewhere as thtngs
i way they should be.

Exhibit K5 26 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB



Franklin County Ohio Clerk of Courts of the Common Pleas- 2014 Feb 18 10:20 AM-12J1014479
0CT-31-2813 11:28 From: To: 2535871 Pase: 276

FRANKLIN COUNTY COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
FRANKLIN COUNTY, OHIO

AS. LECLAIR COMPANY, INC.,,

Plaintiff,
Vs,
ARISTIDES JURADO,
Defendant.

NOTI DEPOSITION

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that pursuant to a Subpoena Buces Tecum under Rule 45(A)
of the Ohio Rules of Civil Procedure, Plaintiff A.S. LeClair Company, Inc, will take the
deposition of Blythe Bethel, as custodian of the records. The deponent is requested to produce
the items listed on the attached Subpoena Duces Tecum. The deposition will be held on
Wednesday, November 20, 2013 at 10:00 a.m.,, at the sffices of Perez & Morris 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 completed and may be used in discovery and as
evidence at the trial of the within action. In lieu of appearing, the deponent may produce the
requested documents to Perez & Morris LLC, 8000 Ravine’s Edge Court, Suite 300,

Columbus, Ohio 43235 on or before November 20, 2013,

-y

& MORRIS LLC

~

PE

L

£
(0030400)

Juan Jose Perez
jperez{@perez-morris.con

Angela Alexander Savino (0060440)
asavino({@perez-morris.com

8000 Ravine’s Edge Court, Suite 300
Columbus, Ohio 43235

P: (614) 431-1500, F: (614) 431-3885
Attorneys for Plaintiff
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CERTIFICATE @F SERVICE

The undersigned hereby certifies that on October 28, 2013, a copy of the foregoing was served
upon U.S. Mail, postage prepaid, and via electronic mail, on this date, upon Axistides Jurado,
3963 Easton Way, Columbus, Ohio 43219.

Angela Aféxander Savino

"EXHIBIT

A3
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COURT OF COMMONS PLEAS, FRANKLIN C®UNTY, OHIO
Subpoena — Civil

A.S. LeClair Company, Inc.

Plainti{fPetitioner Case No. 13CV-10-011378

-VS/AND (Example: 11CVO12345)

Aristides Jurado

Defendant/Respondent
The State of Qhio
F in County, \

I:]Shcriﬂ' of Franklin County, Ohio Greetings:

To 1LiAttorney ﬁi’mccss Server

YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED YO SUBPOENA THE FOLLOWING NAMED PERSON, Yo wit:

(® Person (O Business )
495 S, High Street
Bathel STREET ADDRESS
L4st Nama / Buginess Name Suite 220
Blythe M ADDRESS LINE 2
First Nate Mid. Init Desfgnation
ADDRESS LINES
Columbus OH 43215
Ty STAYE  ZIP GODE

To be ww appear before the Cou tof Common Fleas of the County of Franklin, General Division 345 South High Street, Columbus, Ohio 43215, OR 8t
3008 Ravine's Edge Ct., Ste. 300, Columabus, Oh 43235 anthe 20 qay of November 2613 410:00 A mor

LOCATIBN

saig day in courtroom # to:

ATTENR AND GIVE TESTIMONY AT A (TRIAL) (HEARING) (DEPOSITICN) ON THE DATE, TIME AND AT
THE PLACE SPECIFIED ABOVE.
TTEND AND PRODUCE (BOCUMENTS) (ELECTRONICALLY STOREW INFORMATION) (TANGIBLETHINGS) AT A (TRIAL) (HEARING}
DEPOSITION) 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 SPECIFIE® ABOVE, OF ANY
ES[(H\]ATBD DOCUMENTS OR. ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION THAT ARE IN YOUR POSSESSION, CUSTODY OR CONTROL.
HE TIME AND PLACE SPECIFIED ABOVE, OF ANY TANGIBLE THINGS THAT ARE IN YOUR POSSESSION, CUSTOBY OR CONTROL.

ERMIT ENTRY UPON THE FOLLOWING DESCRIBED LAND OR OTHER PROPERTY, FOR THE PURPOSES BESCRIBED
N C/VIL RULE. 34(4)r3), ON THE DATE AND AT THE TIME SPECIFIED ABOVE.

DESCRIPTI®ON OF LAND OR OTHER PREMISES!
D/ES?!IPTiON}EIFE%TO BE PRODUCED: _Sce Exhibit A, astached hereto and jocosporated herein by eference.

(ﬁm%{d&%uavi‘n‘o 0040660 Plaintift
OTHER (SPEC] F'!')

ATTORNEY {(SUPNEME COURT #)  PLAINTIFF/DEFENDANT

EFKOIUCE AND PERMIT INSPECTION AND COPYING, TESTING OR SAMPLING, ON THE DATE ANB AT

Witness my hand and seal of said court Maryetlen O*Shaughnessy, Clerk of Court of Commons Pleas
Mgl Stk
{ v

et RETURN OF SERVICE™*
, and served the above pany

Sheriff's Fees i received this subpoena on
Service by on
Mileage | was unabie to complete service for the fallowing reasory
Copy
Tota!
Signature of Serving Party

Check ong: {JBaputy Sheriff () Atomey
COC-OR78 {Rav. 22012 OProcess Server  (ODeputy Clark
)

NOTE: READ ALL INFORMATION ON THE SECOND PAGE ®F THIS SUBPOENA.
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OCT-31-2013 11:28 From: To: 2535671 FPage:S5-5

CIVIL RULE 45 [C) PROTECTION OF PERSONS SUBJECT TO SUBPOENAS.

(1) A PARTY CR AN ATTORNEY RESPONSIBLE FOR THE {SSUANCE AND SERVICE OF A SUBPOENA SHALL
STEPS TO AVOID iIMPOSING UNDUE BURDEN OR EXPENSE ON A PERSCON SUBJECT TO THAT SUBPOENA.

(2) (s) A PERSON COMMANDED TO PRODUCE UNDER DIVISIONS (A)1)(B)(I), (). (IV), OR (V) OF THIS RULE
IN PERSON AT THE PLACE OF PRODUCTION OR INSPECTION UNLESS COMMANDED TO ATTEND AND GIVE TESTIMONY AT A DEPOSITION,
HEARING, OR TRIAL.

(o) SUBJECT TO DIVISION (D)(2) OF THIS RULE. A PERSON COMMANDED TO PRODUCE UNDER DIVISIONS (AN1){B)(I), (), (1v), 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.

(% 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 GF THE FOLLOWING:

(8} FAILS TO ALLOW REASONABLE TIME TO COMPLY;
(b) REQUIRES DISCLOSURE OF PRIVILEGED OR OTHERWISE PROTECTED MATTER AND NO EXCEPTION OR WAIVER

APPLIES;

{¢} REQUIRES DISCLOSURE OF A FAGT KNOWN CR 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 OFINION 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) EEFORE FILING A MOTION PURSUANT TO DIVISION (i (3){d) OF THIS RULE, A PERSON RESISTING BISCOVERY 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 1S MADE UNDER DIVISION {C)(3){g) OR (C)A(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) BUTIES 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 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 18 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(8)(4) WHEN DETERMINING IF GOOD CAUSE EXISTS. (N 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 18 WITHHELD ON A CLAIM THAT [T 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 GLAIM,

{5) IF INFORMATION IS PRODUCED IN RESPONSE TO A SUBPCENA 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, GUSTODY 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.
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Civil Subpoena to Blythe Bethel
Exhibit A

Produce or permit inspection and copying, of the feliowing 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,” “Transeripts”), filings, pleadings,
motions, ‘and -exhibits ‘pertaining ‘to the ‘action ‘filed in Franklin County. Domestic
Relations and Juvenile Branch Count, titled Kathy Hernandez v. ‘Aristides Jurado, and
identified as Case No. 12-JU-11-14479 (the “Action”).

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 messages or any other form of
social media communications (collectively, “Communications”), photographs,
surveillance and audio recordings (collectively, “Recordings”), documents, notes,
summaries, evaluations, reports  including but not limited to psychological reports,
recommendatons, and any other documents. relating to. the -Action . and/or -Aristides
hurado, from July 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, Ohjo 43026 from July 10,

2012 to present,

4. All documents, Recordings, Transcripts, Communications,  notes, summaries or other.
documents relating to or involving Aristides Jurado’s attempts to remove and/or 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 andfor psychological professionals involved in any manner with the Action,
Kathy Hernandez and/or %% Jurado.

6. All Recordings, Communications, docurnents 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 from 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/B/A BROOKSEDGE DAY CARE : CASE NO. 13CV-011378
CENTER-HILLIARD, :

Plaintiff,
JUDGE TIMOTHY S. HORTON
VS.
ARISTIDES JURADO,
Defendant.

PLAINTIFF A.S. LECLAIR COMPANY INC. D/B/A BROOKSEDGE DAY CARE
CENTER-HILLIARD’S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES, REQUEST FOR
PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS, AND REQUE "ADM (
DEFENDANT ARISTIDES JURADO

Pursuant to Civ. R. 33, 34 and 36, Plaintiff A.S. LeClair Company, Inc. d/b/a/
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

I. 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, cach
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 produced 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
1. “You,” “your,” and/or “Mr. Jurado” means Aristides Jurado.
2. “Brooksedge” and/or “Plaintiff” means A.S. LeClair Company, Inc. d/bla/

Brooksedge Day Care Center-Hilliard.
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3. “Ms. Hernandez”” means Kathy Hernandez, the Infant’s mother.
4. “QCRC” 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.

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 ail 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; appointmernt
books; forecasts; accountants' work papers; drawings; graphs; chartg;
maps; diagrams; blueprints; tables; indices; pictures; photographs; films,
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 al! 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.  Asused 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 idenity 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 communication or contact
shall mean to indicate whether it was oral or written, and to identify cach 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:
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. Describe with particularity when and in what manner, 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 and/or had
conversations with during your visit, including the content of any such discussions and/or

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.

ANSWER:

9. Identify any and all Charges you have made and/or 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.

ANSWER:

10.  State with particularity ail facts which support your Charges filed with ODJFS,
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 and/or 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:

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.  TIdentify 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.

ANSWER:

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:

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 and/or Infant.

ANSWER:
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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:

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 all 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

and/or filed with EEQC 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 and/or Infant.

ANSWER:

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, EEQC,
including the dates of all such communications, the particulars of the discussions and all persons
present during such communications.

ANSWER:

20.  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 assignments during all such time.

ANSWER:
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31.  Identify any and all psychiatrists, psychologists, counselors, licensed social
workers, certified counselors and/or 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:

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 aunticipated 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 , 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

1. All documents relied upon in answering the foregoing Interrogatories.

2. All Court filings and discovery exchanged by the parties involved with your child custody
dispute(s) concerning Infant.

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 documents concering communications with the guardian ad litem, including without
limitation, all drafts, correspondence, notes, memoranda and communications concerning the
Infant’s removal from Brooksedge.

6.  All documents concerning 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 Brooksedge.
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9. All documents concerning communications with the Franklin County Children’s Services,
including without limitations, all drafts, correspondence, notes, memotanda and communications
oncerning complaints filed against Brooksedge and its employees.

10.  All documents concerning communications with the EEOC, including without

limitations, all drafis, correspondence, notes, memoranda and communications concerning
complaints filed against Brooksedge and its employees.

11, All documents concering or evidencing any communications between you and Ms.
Hernandez regarding Infant’s day care arrangements or your desire for Infant to be moved from

Brooksedge to a day care center of your choosing.

which have provided medical care o the Infant, together with the addresses and phone numbers
for all such doctors, medical providers and 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 and/or 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 excrcise 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.

REQUEST 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?

ANSWER:

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?

ANSWER:
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:

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:
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Juan Jose Perez (0030400)

jperez(@perez-morris.com
Angela Alexander Savino (0040660)

asavino(@perez-morris.com

PEREZ & MORRIS LLC

8000 Ravine’s Edge Court

Columbus, Ohio 43235

Telephone: (614) 431-1500

Facsimile: (614) 431-3885

Attorneys for A.S. LeClair Company, Inc.
dba Brooksedge Day Care Center-Hilliard

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
This is to cestify 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, Gelden &

Meizlish Co., LPA, 923 East Broad Street, Columbus, Ohio 43205.

Angela Alexander Savino
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HIPAA COMPLIANT A UTHORLZE fri*}g\]? }I“TO?M PURSUANT TO 45 CFR 164.508

Name of Patient: Medical Record #
Date of Birth: Approximate Dates of Treatment: Social Security #: ______
Phone # Patient Address:
1. I authorize the following health care provider or facility TO DISCLOSE my patient information:

Name:

Address:
2. 1 authorize the following person or organization TO RECEIVE my patient information:

Name: PEREZ & MORRIS LIL.C

Address: 8000 Ravine’s Bdge Court, Suite 300, Columbus, Ohio 43235

3 Please disclose the following information:
History and Physical Physician’s Notes/Office Correspondence
Discharge Summary Notes Regarding Patient
Treatment Plans Psychological Evaluation HIV/AIDS Results
Radiology and Lab Educational Reports Medication records
Reports Psychosocial History Clinical Notes
Diagnostic Test Consultation Reports Therapy notes
Reports & Images Billing/Account Records Emergency Room
Insurance Records Operative Reports Treatments
Pathology Reports Progress Notes Patient forms &
& specimens All computer entries, notes & questionnaires

emails

4. I 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 litigation.

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 alcoho! 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 11.5.C. ss 290ee-3,

8. I understand that T 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 T 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. [ expressly request that all health plans and all health care providers disclose full and conplete protecied
medical information spanning the time period of BIRTH to PRESENT:

Signatutre of Patient or Representative Date

Patient’s Name Name of Personal Representative (if applicable)

Exhibit K5 51 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB



THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK

Exhibit K& 52 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB



Franklin County Ohio Clerk of Courts of the Common Pleas- 2014 Feb 21 4:40 PM-12JU014479

MARYELLEN O'SHAUGHNESSY

FRANKLIN COUNTY CLERK OF COURTS
DOMESTIC RELATIONS AND JUVENILE, COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

Case No. 12JU014479

Case Style:
KATHY J HERNANDEZ -VS- ARISTIDES JURADO

FILINGS TO BE SCHEDULED:
MOTION Filed: 2014-02-18
PROPOSED FILINGS TO BE SCHEDULED:
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 ] HERNANDEZ -VS- ARISTIDES JURADO
Case Number: 12JU014479

Type: NOTICE OF HEARING
So Ordered

Hearing Set by Assignment

Electronicatly signed on 2014-Feb-21  page 2 of 2
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wxwirk IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION #*##%%
NOTICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE: 12JU014479
Judge: TERRI B JAMISON
Magistrate: JILL A MATTHEWS

Official File Stamp (except Proposed Orders): 03-03-2014 15:00:15

Court: COURT OF COMMON PLEAS DOMESTIC RELATIONS DIVISION
JUVENILE DIVISION
Case Title: KATHY J HERNANDEZ - VS- ARISTIDES JURADO
o REQUEST FOR SERVICE - CERTIFIED MAIL Re Hearing Scheduled for
Document(s) Submitted: 03/13/2014 for Respondent's Motions flled on 02/18/2014
Filed by or on behalf of: ARISTIDES JURADO

You may review this filing by clicking on the following fink to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the Court's e-Filing system.

The following people were served electronically:
ERIKA M SMITHERMAN for KATHY J HERNANDEZ

RONALD R PETROFF for KATHY ] HERNANDEZ
JILL A MATTHEWS

MELINDA $ CARLSON, ESQ

BLYTHE M BETHEL for ‘sz, - G JURADO
ARISTIDES 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

BLYTHE M BETHEL
BLYTHE M BETHEL

hittps: /efiting . egpiincreniyohi o.g ovnotifyf425175 tnotification.hiri ?pag eAction=DowgloadNotification&notiffgz4gEAE5dy rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB
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RONALD R PETROYF

BLYTHE M BETHEL
BLYTHE M BETHEL
RONALD R PETROFF
BANK OF AMERICA
BLLYTHE BETHEL
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0A260 - M6l COURT OF COMMONS PLEAS, FRANKLIN COUNTY, OHIO

Subpoena — Division of Domestic Relations and Juvenile Branch

Kathy Hernandez
Plaintiff/Petitioner Case No_121U014479
=-VS/AND (Example: 11DR0L2345)
Aristides Jurado DWit Fee o The STATE ex rel., JURADO v. ODC, FCCPCJB
Defendant/Petitioner Exhibit L1
The State of Ohio
Franklin County, 58 . .
To [jAttomey DProccss Server Sheriﬁf of Franklin County, Okio Greetings:

YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED TO SUBPOENA THE FOLLOWING NAMED PERSON, To wit:

(® Person (OBusiness
495 SOUTH HIGH STREET
Bethel STREET ADDRESS
Last Name / Business Name SUITE 220
Blythe ADDRESS LINE 2
First Name Mid. Init Destgnation
ADDRESS LINE 3
COLUMBUS OH 43215-00
CITY STATE  ZIP CODE

To be and appear before the Court of Common Pleas of the County of Franklin, Domestic Relations Division and Juvenile Branch, 373 South High Street, Colunsbus, Ohio 43215, OR at

373 South High Street, Columbus, Ohio 43215 onthe 13 dayor March 2914 4 130 P wMof

LOCATION -

said day in courtroom # 65 1o

ATTEND AND GIVE TESTIMONY AT A TRIAL, HEARING OR DEPOSITION ON THE DATE, TIME AND AT THE PLACE
SPECIFIED ABOVE.

ATTEND AND PRODUCE DOCUMENTS, ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION OR TANGIBLE THINGS AT A TRIAL, HEARING OR
DEPGSITION ON THE DATE, TIME AND AT THE PLACE SPECIFIED ABOVE.

PRODUCE AND PERMIT INSPECTION AND COPYING, ON THE DATE AND AT FTHE TIME AND PLACE SPECIFIED ABOVE, OF ANY
DESIGNATED DOCUMENTS OR ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATIONTHAT ARE IN YOUR POSSESSION, CUSTODY OR CONTROL.

PRODUCE AND PERMIT INSPECTION AND COPYING, THSTING OR SAMPLING, ON THE DATE AND AT THE TIME AND
PLACE SPECIFIED ABOVE, OF ANY TANGIBLE THINGS THAT ARE IN YOUR POSSESSION, CUSTODY OR CONTROL.

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:
DESCRIFTION OF ITEMS TO BE PRODUCED: Produce for inspection and copving, or in-camera review® as determined by the court, of the documents

0 that ar ted in Fxhibit Al (*Based on case law as shown i Exhi
Aristides Jurado, 3963 Easton Way Calumbus, OH 43219 (SNSRI 2} Defendant
ATTORNEY/PRO SE ADDRESS/PHONE # (REQUIRED) (SUPREME CQURT #) PLAINTIFF/DEFENDANT OTHER (SPECIFY)

Witness my hand and seal of said court Maryelien O’Shaughnessy, Clerk of Court of Commons Pleas

s RETURN OF SERVICE*™*

Sheriff's Fees | received this subpoena on , and served the above party
Service by on

Mileage | was unable to complete service for the following reason:

Copy

Total

Signature of Serving Party
Check one: ) Deputy Sheritf O Atorney
COG-DR-79 {Rev. 3-2012} OProcess Server Deputy Clerk

NOTE: READ ALL INFORMATION ON THE SECOND PAGE OF THIS SUBPOENA.
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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 PERSCN SUBJECT TO THAT SUBPOENA.

2) (a) A PERSON GOMMANDED TO PRODUCE UNDER DIVISIONS (AY1MB)IL, (11}, V), OR {V) OF THIS RULE NEED NOTY APPEAR iIN
PERSON AT THE PLACE OF PRODUGTION OR INSPECTION UNLESS COMMANDED TO ATTEND AND GIVE TESTIMONY AT A DEPCSITION,
HEARING, OR TRIAL.

{b) SUBJECT TO DIVISION (D)(2) OF THIS RULE, A PERSON COMMANDED TO PRODUGCE UNDER DIVISIONS (A)(1)(B)(I). (1T}, (IV), OR
(V) OF THIS RULE MAY, WITHIN FOURTEEN DAYS AFTER SERVICE OF THE SUBPOENA OR BEFORE THE TIME SPECIFIED FOR
COMPLIANCE F SUCH TIME IS LESS THAN FOURTEEN DAYS AFTER SERVICE, SEAVE UPON THE PARTY OR ATTORNEY DESIGNATED IN
THE SUBPOENA WRITTEN OBJECTIONS TO PRODUCTION, IF OBJEGTION 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 PERSCN COMMANDED TO PRODUCE, MAY MOVE AT ANY
TIME FOR AN ORDER TO COMPEL THE PRODUGTION. AN ORDER TQ COMPEL PRODUCTION SHALL PROTECT ANY PERSON WHO ISNOT A
PARTY OR AN OFFICER OF A PARTY FRCOM 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 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 CPINION
DOES NOT DESCRIBE SPECIFIC EVENTS OR OCCURRENGES IN DISPUTE AND RESULTS FROM STUDY BY THAT EXPERT THAT WAS NOT
MADE AT THE REQUEST COF 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)@){d} OF THIS RULE SHALL BE SUPPORTED BY AN AFFIDAVIT OF THE SUBPOENAED PERSON QR A
CERTIEICATE 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 (CH3Nd) 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 SUBFOENA
IS ADDRESSED WILL BE REASONABLY COMPENSATED.

CIVIL RULE 45 (D} DUTIES IN RESPONDING TO SUBPOENA.

(1) A PERSON RESPONDING TO A SUBPCENA 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 INFCRMATION 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 ELECTROMICALLY 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 1S 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 GOURT MAY NONETHELESS
ORDER PRODUCTION OF ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION IF THE REQUESTING PARTY SHOWS GOOD GAUSE, THE COURT
SHALL CONSIDER THE FACTORS IN CIV. R. 26(B){4) WHEN DETERMINING IF GOOD CAUSE EXISTS. IN ORDERING PRODUCTION CF
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 1S 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 1S 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 GLAIM 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 GOURT UNDER SEAL FOR A DETERMINATION OF THE CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE OR OF PROTEGTION AS TRIAL-PREPARATION MATERIAL.
iE 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 1S RESOLVED.
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Description of ltems 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.
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[Cite as Hogan v. Hogan, 2003-Ohio-4747.]

IN THE CCOURT OF APPEALS
TWELFTH APPELLATE DISTRICT OF OQHIO

BUTLER COUNTY

KATHLEEN A. HOGAN,

Plaintiff-Appellee, : CASE NCS. CA2002-09-216
CA2002-09-225
- vs - OPINION
: 9/8/2003

CLIFFORD F. HOGAN,
Defendant-Appellant.
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.

{91} 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 gquash a subpoena issued to

her by Hogan, and ordering Hogan to pay the guardian's attorney
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fees. 1In Case No. CA2002-00-225, Hogan appeals from the Butler
County Common Pleag Court's decision granting the guardian's motion
to guash 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.

{42} 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.

{43} On August 4, 2000, Eogan moved €O 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.
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{5} On June 5, 2002, Hogan issued a subpoena duces tecum to
Yauch, ordering her to bring to the court "[ylour 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 "wlould] 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 guash, finding that "Hogan is not entitled to the notes in the
guardian's file because (1) the notes are not a recordl,] (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} oOn August 15, 2002, Hogan issued a second subpoena to
Yauch, ordering her to bring the following documents to court:

{98} " (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.

{49} " (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
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the ground that she felt "harassed and threatened" by Hogan.

{11} 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 guash Hogan's August 15" 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.

{912} 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. 1

{13} "THE TRIAL COURT ERRED TO THE PREJUDICE OF DEFENDANT-
APPELLANT WHEN IT QUASHED EACH SUBPOENA ISSUED TO THE GUARDIAN AD
LITEM."

{014} 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 gquash 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 guash a subpoena,

and its decision will not be reversed on appeal absent an abuse of
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discretion. See Dirksing v. Blue Chip Architectural Products, Inc.

(1994), 100 Chio 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.

{916} 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.

{417} 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 Cciv.R. 26{(B) (3), which states, in
pertinent part:

{918} "(3) Trial preparation: materials. *** [A] party may

obtain discovery of documents and tangible things prepared in anti-
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cipation of litigation or for trial by or for ancther 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.®

{919} 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.

{920} Civ.R. 75(B) (2) provides that "[wihen 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 tc act as their legal counsel.

See In re Clark, 141 Ohio App.3d 55, 60 {"[aln appointment to act

as [guardian ad litem] *** does not constitute an appointment to
act as the children's lawyer without an express appointment alsoc to
act as guch"). Consequently, Yauch's files are not entitled to any
protection from disclosure under the work product doctrine.

{921} In granting Yauch's motion to gquash, the trial court
initialiy 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
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to disclosure under the parties' agreed entry of February 26, 2002.
The agreed entry states in pertinent part:

{422} "IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that each parent shall have equal
access to the children's schocl, 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.”

{423} This provision essentially tracks the language in R.C.
3109.051(H), which provides, in pertinent part:

{424} " (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]lubsequent to the issuance of an ordexr 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

Exhibit L1 10 The State ex rel., Jurado v. ODC, FCCPCJB



Butler CA2002-09-216
CA2002-09-225

igs not the residential parent to have access to the record under
the same terms and conditions under which access is provided to the
reaidential parent ¥** v

{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.

{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.

{428} The trial court cited two grounds for granting the guar-
dian ad litem's motions to guash. 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
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to any privilege under the work product doctrine of Civ.R. 26(B)-
(3).

{929} The trial court alsc found that it would not be in the
children's best interest to require the guardian to disclose her
files. We agree that a trial court has discretion to. grant a
motion to ‘quash ‘a subpoena for'a guardian ad litem's files if the
court finds that it would not be within the children's best inter-
est to allow disclosure of the files. But in order to make such a
finding, the trial ‘court must first make an in camera inspection :of
the files sought. In this case, the trial court never requested
Yauch to make her files available to it for an in camera inspec-
tion. Therefore, the triai 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.

{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 fileg, 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.

{931} Hogan's first assignment of error is sustained.

Assignment of Error No. 2
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{432} "THE TRIAL COURT ERRED TO THE PREJUDICE OF DEFENDANT-
APPELLANT WHEN IT ORDERED HIM TO PAY ATTORNEY FEES TO THE GUARDIAN
AD LITEM."

{933} 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,
+he trial court will determine whether it would be in the chil-
dren's best interest to grant Hogan access to the guardian ad
litem's files. If it decides access would not be in the children's
best interest, the trial court may reconsider the isgsue 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

{435} "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."

{36} In 1ight 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.

{937} Hogan's third assignment of error is sustained to the
extent indicated.

{938} 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.

{939} Because I would affirm the trial court's decision, I
respectfully dissent from the majority opinion.

{940} 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 propositiomn,
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.

{441} 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 guash 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
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the trial court's decigion.
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The STATE ex ret., JURADO v. ODC, FCCPCJB
From: Blythe Bethel Exhibit L2
Sent: Wednesday, March 5, 2014 3:13 PM
To: Ari Jurado
Cc: Esqg. Ronald R. Petroff; Erika Smitherman
Subject: Re: Notice of Subpoena Issued

All: | 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 matter. | am not in a position to continue to
finance this case for either party. | am going to bring the file to the hearing next week, and leave it at that. Blythe

On Wednesday, March 5, 2014 12:23 PM, Ari Jurado <ari_jurado@qualineconsuiting.com> wrote:
Blythe,

You keep referring to all those copies you need to make for me. There is a reason why | did not
ask for you to produce the file/documents before the hearing: Because | may not need your whole
file. In fact, | 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 | requested 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: The judge may need to see specific documents
that are in your possession during the hearing.
As you can see, the your file and documenis 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. |f 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 | 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 electronic form. in other.
words, if you want to bring your emails in a USB drive, and that is easier for-you, | will not object.

Thanks,

Ari
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