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STATE OF MICHIGAN CASE NO: 2035695M D01 sM
57TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT REGISTER OF ACTIONS X-REFERENCE #: SD166684
ORIO300250 STATUS: PEND
PIN: 18413-20
JUDGE OF RECORD: BAILLARGEON, WILLIAM P-38047
JUDGE: SKOCELAS,JOSEPH S., P-31714
STATE OF MICHIGAN v
CTN:
HENRY /KATHERINE/LINDSEY TCHN:
SID:
MI 45426 ENTRY DATE: 11/12/20
OFFENSE DATE: 11/03/20 400 PM

ARREST DATE:

DEFENDANT PHONE: ( VEHICLE TYPE: PA VPN: MI CGD815 21
DOB:: SEX: F RACE: w DLN: | COL: N
VEH YR: 2018 VEH MAKE: KIA  VIN: PAPER PLATE:
OFFICER: LANGLOIS/MATTHEW/ DEPT: ALLEGAN CO SHERIFF DEPT
PROSECUTOR: KOCH,MYRENE KAY, P-62570
VICTIM/DESC:
CNT: 01 C/M/F: M 750552 PACC#750.552
TRESPASS
ARRAIGNMENT DATE: 01/11/21 PLEA: PLEA N-GLTY PLEA DATE: 01/11/21
FINDINGS : DISPOSITION DATE:
SENTENCING DATE:
FINE COST ST.COST CON MISC. REST TOT FINE TOT DUE
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
JAIL SENTENCE: PROBATION:
VEH IMMOB START DATE: NUMBER OF DAYS: VEH FORFEITURE:
BOND HISTORY:
200.00 PERSONAL BOND POSTED
DATE ACTIONS, JUDGMENTS, CASE NOTES INITIALS
11/03/20
1 ORIGINAL CHARGE TRESPASS MMC
11/12/20
NAME /DLN/DOB OVERRIDE MMC
FILING DATE 110420 MMC
1 DUE DATE 112320 MMC
MISCELLANEQUS ACTION ALL COUNTS MMC
PROS KOCH,MYRENE KAY, P-62570 MMC
PREV LAST NAME : REED MMC
MISCELLANEOUS ACTION ALL COUNTS MMC
DEF CALLED - I ADVISED HER TO CALL BACK MMC
NEXT WEEK MMC
MISCELLANEOUS ACTION ALL COUNTS DKW
SCHEDULED FOR ARRATGNMENT 011121 816A SKOCELAS,JOSEPH S., P-31714 DKW
MISCELLANEOUS ACTION ALL COUNTS DKW
*hhk k% N PERSON *ok ok ok ok DKW
DEF. STATES WILL BE FILING A SUMMARY DISPOS DKW
ITION (SHE STATED CANNOT DO ZOOM AS SHE DKW
HAS A HEARING DISABILITY) DKW
MISCELLANEOUS ACTION ALL COUNTS DKW
I MATLED HER A COPY OF TICKET ALONG WITH DKW

4



NAME: HENRY/KATHERINE/LINDSEY CASE NO: 2035695M PAGE 2
DATE ACTIONS, JUDGMENTS, CASE NOTES INITIALS
NTA - ACR & CARA PAPERWORK DEW
NOTICE TO APPEAR GENERATED
ALL COUNTS DKW
11/13/20
MISCELLANEQUS ACTION ALL COUNTS DEW
WENT OVER TICKET WITH DEF & ADVISED THAT I DXW
MAILED HER COPY AS WELL DKW
12/18/20
MISCELLANEQUS ACTION ALL COUNTS KGE
TRANSFERRED DEFENDANT TO CLG. WANTS TO KGE
KNOW HOW WE ACCEPT PLEADINGS. KGE
DEF CALLED FOR A MOTION DATE - TRANSFERRED CLG
TO MJA. CLG
PER JUDGE SKOCELAS, DC NOT GIVE MOTION DATE MJA
SHE MUST BE ARRAIGNED FIRST. CALLED TO MJTA
ADVIESE. MJA
01/11/21
COURT PROCEEDING RECORDED BY KELLY MIKLUSICAK CER 8570 KSM
ARRAIGNMENT HELD ALL COUNTS AJB
JDG SKOCELAS,JOSEPH S., P-31714 AJB
JUDGE OF RECORD/MAGISTRATE CHANGED AJB
FROM: 00000 NO SPECIFIC JUDGE AJEB
TO: 38047 BATLLARGEON,WILLIAM A., AJRB
PLEAD NOT GUILTY AJB
SCHEDULED FOR PRE-TRIAL 020921 200P BAILLARGEON,WILLIAM P-38047 AJB
PERSONAL AJB
BOND POSTED $ 200.00 AJB
ADVISED OF RIGHTS AJB
DEMAND JURY TRIAL AJB
WAIVER OF RIGHT TO HAVE COURT APPT ATTY/ OR RIGHT TO HAVE ATTY PRESE AJB
NOT TO BE AT 44231 12TH STREET AJB
NOTICE TO APPEAR GENERATED
ALL COQUNTS AJB
PRETRIAL RELEASE ORDER GENERATED
ALL COUNTS AJB
1(a) Release on personal recognizance shall ATB
be ordered as required by MCR 6.106(C). AJB
IT IS ORDERED: AJB
3(a} The defendant shall post a new bond AJB
and comply with the terms and conditions AJB
in item 4. AJB
4, The defendant shall comply with the AJB
following terms and conditions that are AJB
checked: AJB
a. Personally appear for any examination, AJB
arraignment, trial, sentencing, or at any AJB
time and place as directed by this court AJB
if represented by an attorney in this AJTB
case, any notice to appear may be given AJB
to the defendant's attorney instead of the AJB
defendant. AJB
b. Abide by any judgment entered in this AJB
AJB

case and surrender to serve any sentence

5



NAME: HENRY/KATHERINE/LINDSEY CASE NO: 2035695M PAGE 3

DATE ACTTIONS, JUDGMENTS, CASE NOTES INITIALS
imposed. AJB
c. Do not leave the State of Michigan AJB
without the permission of this court. AJB
d. Do not commit any crime while released. AJB
e. Immediately notify this court, in AJB
writing, of any change of address oxr AJB
telephone number. AJB
u. Other: AJB
NOT TO BE AT 4421 12TH STREET AJB
AJB AJB
DEF TO FILE MOTION TO DISMISS FCR 2/4/21 @ MJA
9:00 CT B. MJA
NOTICE TO APPEAR GENERATED

ALI: COUNTS AJB
NTA, 200M, & PTR PERSONALLY GIVEN TO DEF AJB
PER AGREEMENT AT THE COUNTER, MOTION WILL LL.IL.
BE IN PERSON - APPROVED BY JUDGE LLL
BAILLARGECON. NC OTHER PECPLE WILL BE LLL
ALLOWED IN CTROOM. MUST WATCH VIA ZOOM. LLL
PRETRIAL WILL BE BY ZOOM AND THE PROSECUTOR LLL
AND DEFENDANT (WHO IS ALSO AN ATTORNEY) LLL
CAN USE THE VIDEQO AND BREAKOUT ROOM TO LiL
FACILITATE HER ADA REQUEST FOR ACCOMODATION LLL

01/14/21

MISCELLANEQUS ACTION ALL COUNTS CLC

SCHEDULED FOR MOTICN HEARING
020421 ©S00A SKOCELAS,JOSEPH 5., P-31714 CLC

MISCELLANEOUS MOTION CLC
NOTICE OF HEARING FILED CLC
PROCF OF SERVICE FILED CLC
MOTION TO DISMISS THE COMPLAINT. BRIEF IN CLC
SUPPORT OF MOTION FILED W/ EXHIBITS. CLC
MISCELLANEOUS ACTIOCN ALL COUNTS CLC
REMOVED FROM DOCKET 020421 900A SKOCELAS,JOSEPH S., P-31714 CLC

SCHEDULED FOR MOTION HEARING
020421 9$01A SKOCELAS,JOSEPH S., P-31714 CLC

01/26/21
MISCELLANEQUS ACTION ALL COUNTS CLC
PROOF OF SERVICE FILED CLC
PA FILED PEQOPLE'S RESPCNSE TO DEF'S MOTION CLC
TO DISMISS W/ THE COURT AND ATTY. CLC
01/27/21
MISCELLANEOUS ACTION ALL COUNTS CLC
REMOVED FROM DOCKET 020421 901A SKOCELAS,JOSEPH &§., P-31714 CLC

SCHEDULED FOR MOTION HEARING
020421 901A BAILLARGEON,WILLIAM P-38047 CLC

HEARING WAS SCHEDULED W/ THE WRONG JUDGE. CLC
02/02/21

MISCELLANECUS ACTION ALL COUNTS CLC

PROQF OF SERVICE FILED CLC

DEF FILED REPLY BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF DEF'S CLC

MOTIN TO DISMISS THE COMPLAINT W/ THE COURT CLC

AND PA. CLC



NAME: HENRY/KATHERINE/LINDSEY CASE NO: 2035695M PAGE 4

DATE ACTIONS, JUDGMENTS, CASE NOTES INITTALS
02/03/21
1 MISCELLANEOUS ACTION TRESPASS CLC
REQUEST AND NOTICE FOR FILM & ELECTRONIC CLC
MEDIA COVERAGE OF COURT PROCEEDINGS FILED CLC
BY M33TV/KENNETH THOMPSON. FWD TO JUDGE CLC
BATILLARGEON TC REVIEW. CLC
MISCELLANEOUS ACTICN ALL COUNTS CLC
REQUEST AND NOTICE FOR FILM & ELECTRONIC MEDIA COVERAGE OF CT PROCEE CLC
ORDER REGARDING REQUEST FOR FILM/ELECTRONIC MEDIA COVERAGE -CT PROCE CLC
M33TV. CLC
ORDER IS5 DENIED FOR THE REASON THAT THE CLC
REQUEST WAS FILED LESS THAN 3 DAYS BEFORE CLC
THE PROCEEDINGS WAS SCHEDULED TO BEGIN. CLC
MISCELLANEOUS ACTION ALI. COUNTS CLC
NUMBER PRCVIDED FOR M33TV/KENNETH A CLC
THOMPSON IS NOT IN SERVICE. THERE IS NOT CLC
AN ADDRESS PROVIDED ON THE REQUEST. PLACED CLC
MEDIA'S COPY IN THE FILE. CLC
EMAILED MR. THOMPSON AND INFORMED HIS CLC
REQUEST WAS DENIED. TRIED CALLING BUT THE CL.C
NUMBER PROVIDED WAS NO LONGER IN SERVICE. CcLC
02/04/21
COURT PROCEEDING RECORDED BY CARCLE CARR CER 4885 CAC
HEARING ON MOTION HELD ALL COUNTS MMC
MOTION DENIED PROS TO PREPARE ORDER MMC
RECD TRANSCRIPT REQ FROM DEF; CER D. MEADE CAC
ASSIGNED TO TYPE SAME CAaC
02/05/21
ORDER DENYING DEF'S MOTIC TO DISMISS FILED CLC
FWD TO JUDGE BAILLARGEON. CLC
MISCELLANEQUS ACTION ALL COUNTS MMC
ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT MOTION TO DISMISS MMC
FILED AND MAILED TO DEFENDANT MMC
02/08/21
PRE-TRIAL HELD ALL COUNTS MJA
SCHEDULED FOR SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE
042321 B00A BAILLARGEON,WILLIAM P-38047 MJA
SCHEDULED FOR JURY-TRIAL 042821 900A BAILLARGEON,WILLIAM P-38047 MJA
MAILED NTA & ZOOM INFO TO DEF. MJA
02/09/21
ON THE RECORD RE PT CAC
COURT PROCEEDING RECORDED BY CAROLE CARR CER 4885 CAC
02/10/21
NOTICE TO APPEAR GENERATED
ALL COUNTS MJA
PER JUDGE, SET FOR ZOCM SC & JT IN APRIL. MJA
MISCELLANEOUS ACTION ALL COUNTS DKW
CORRESPONDENCE FILED DKW
REPORTER/RECORDER CERTFICATE OF ORDERING OF DKW
TRANSCRIPT ON APPEAL FROM DEBRA MEADE - FIL DEW
ED IN FILE DKW
02/11/21
MISCELLANEOUS ACTION ALL COUNTS DKW
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NAME: HENRY/KATHERINE/LINDSEY CASE NO: 2035695M PAGE 5

DATE ACTIONS, JUDGMENTS, CASE NOTES INITIALS
CORRESPONDENCE FILED DKW
REPORTER/RECORDER CERTFICATE OF ORDERING OF DKW
TRANSCRIPT ON APPEAL FROM DEBRA MEADE - FIL DKW
ED IN FILE DKW

02/12/21
MISCELLANEOUS ACTION ALL COUNTS CLC
PROOF OF SERVICE FILED CLC
BY PA. CLC
VM FROM DEF; I RETURNED DEF'S CALL & CAC
ADVISED SHE MUST SUBMIT ANOTHER TRANSCRIPT CAC
REQUEST FOR 2/9/21 CAC
02/16/21
MISCELLANEQUS ACTION ALL COUNTS cLC
PROOF OF SERVICE FILED CLC
DEMAND FOR DISCOVERY FILED. CLC
RECD TRANSCRIPT REQ FROM DEF FOR 2/9/21; CAC
CER D. MEADE ASSIGNED CAC
COURT PROCEEDING RECCRDED BY CAROLE CARR CER 4885 CAC
DATA ERROR; NOTHING PLACED ON THE RECORD CAC
2/16/21 CAC
02/18/21
MISCELLANEQUS ACTION ALL COUNTS CLG
RECEIVED TWO COPIES OF EACH TRANSCRIPT FOR CLG
PROCEEDINGS DATED 1/11/21, 2/04/21, 2/098/21 CLG
AND AMENDED REPORTER/RECORDER CERTIFICATE CLG
OF ORDERING OF TRANSCRIPT OF APPEAL FROM CLG
DEB MEADE VIA MAIL. ONE SET OF TRANSCRIPTS CLG
FORWARD TO PROSECUTORS OFFICE VIA INTER CLG
OFFICE MATIL. CLG
MISCELLANEQUS ACTION ALI COUNTS CLG
ALSC RECEIVED COPY OF NOTICE OF FILING CLG
OF TRANSCRIPT AND AFFIDAVIT OF MAILING CLG
FROM DEB MEADE CLG
02/22/21
MISCELLANEQUS ACTION ALL COUNTS DKW
CORRESPONDENCE FILED DKW
COPY OF REPORTER/RECORDER CERTIFICATE OF DKW
ORDERING TRANSCRIPT (DUPLICATE) FILED DKW
03/01/21
DEFENDANT REQUESTED THE REGISTER OF ACTIONS LLL
BE EMAILED TC HER. I SENT HER AN EMAIL LLL
EXPLAINING THE LAC FOR REQUESTING COURT LLL
COPIES/$1 PER PAGE AND GPN INFORMATION. LLL
SHE REQUESTED PERMISSION TC ALLOW EMAIL LLL
COMMUNICATION ON THIS CASE,. LLL
03/02/21
APPEARANCE AS CO-COUNSEL HAND-DELIVERED TO LLL
THE COQURT. LLL
ROBERT J. BAKER AND STEPHEN J. VARGO, LLL
ATTORNEYS AT LAW, OF R.J. BAKER & ASSOC. LLL
PLLC, HEREBY ENTER THEIR APPEARANCE AS CO- LLL
COUNSEIL FOR AND ON BEHALF OF KATHERINE LLL
LINDSEY HENRY. FILED W/ PROOF OF SERVICE. LLL

8



NAME: HENRY/KATHERINE/LINDSEY CASE NO: 203569SM PAGE 6
DATE ACTIONS, JUDGMENTS, CASE NOTES INITIALS
ROBERT J. BAKER (P57964) LLL
STEPHEN J. VARGO (P76963) LLL
225 HUBBARD STREET, ALLEGAN, MI 49010 LLL
269-686-9448. LLL
EMAIL EVERYTHING TO DEFENDANT AND HER LLL
CO-COUNSEL PER EMAIL REQUEST. LLL
RJIBAKER@RIBAKER-LAW.COM AND LLL
STEVE . VARGO@RIBAKER-LAW.COM AND DEFENDANT LLL
03/03/21
NOTICE TO APPEAR GENERATED
ALL COUNTS LLL
RECD EMAIL TO PROVIDE CLARIFICATION ON LLL
APPEARANCES FILED YESTERDAY. PER DEF., NOT LLL
ON HER BEHALF, BUT RATHER A STAND-BY LLL
COUNSEL. IF POSSIBLE, INCLUDE THEM IN ALL LLL
COMMUNICATIONS AND SEND EVERYTHING GOING LLL
FORWARD BY EMAIL WITH HER AS THE PRIMARY LLL
CONTACT PERSON. LLL
SENT EMAIL WITH EXISTING NOTICE TO APPEAR LLL
COURT DATES. LLL
03/30/21
MISCELLANEOUS ACTION ALL COUNTS MMC
MOTION DATE GIVEN OF 04/08/21 @ 11:00AM MMC
TG DEFENDANT MMC
DEFENDANT STATED THIS WILL BE AN IN PERSON MMC
MOTTON MMC
03/31/21
APPEAL TO LEAVE WAS FILED IN CIRCUIT COURT. CLG
04/01/21
1 MISCELLANEOUS ACTION TRESPASS CLG

SCHEDULED FOR MOTION HEARING

040821 1100A BAIXILLARGEON,WILLIAM P-38047 CLG

MOTION TC CCMPEL DISCOVERY, MOTION FOR CLG
IMMEDTATE CONSIDERATION, BRIEF SUPPORT, CLG
NOTICE OF HEARING AND PROQOF OF SERVICE CLG
FILED. CLG
1 MISCELLANECUS ACTION TRESPASS CLG
MOTION TO STAY PROCEEDINGS, MOTION FOR CLG
IMMEDTIATE CONSIDERATION, BRIEF IN SUPPORT, CLG
NOTICE OF HEARING (ALSO SCHEDULED AT CLG
4/08/21 @ 11:00 AM) ,AND PROOF OF SERVICE CLG
FILED. CLG
04/06/21
MISCELLANEQUS ACTION ALL COUNTS CAC
REMCOVED FRCM DCCKET 040821 11002 BAILLARGEON,WILLIAM P-38047 CAC
ORDER FILED CAC
ORDER & COVER LTR EMAILED TO PROS, DEF, CAC
CO-COUNSEL BAKER, & CO-COUNSEL VARGO, AS CAC
WELL AS MAILED TC DEF, CO-COUNSEL BAKER, & CAC
CO-COUNSEL VARGO CAC
DEFENDANT'S MCOTION TC STAY PROCEEDINGS IS ATB
DENIED PER JUDGE B AJB
04/07/21



NAME: HENRY/KATHERINE/LINDSEY CASE NO: 2035695M PAGE 7

DATE ACTIONS, JUDGMENTS, CASE NOTES INITIALS
MISCELLANEOUS ACTION ALL COUNTS CAC
SCHEDULED FOR MOTION HEARING

040821 1100A BAILLARGEON,WILLIAM P-38047 CAC

PER JUDGE BATLLARGEON, ONLY MOT TO STAY WAS CAC
TO HAVE BEEN REMOVED; EMATIL SENT TO CAC
EVERYONE ADVISING MOT PLACED BACK ON DOCKET CAC
FOR TOMORROW CAC
PER JUDGE BAILLARGEON, COURT IN PHASE I AND LLL
ALL PROCEEDINGS WILL BE BY ZOOM W/VERY FEW LLL
EXCEPTIONS. LLL
***SENT EMAIL TO DEFENDANT AND ADVISORY LLL
COUNSEL & PROSECUTOR NOTIFYING THEM THE LLL
4/8/21 MOTION HEARING WILL BE BY ZOOM. LLL
EMAILED ZOOM INSTRUCTIONS TO ALL. LLL
RECEIVED COPY OF ORDER DATED 4/05/21 FROM CLG
48TH CIRCUIT COURT. APPLICATION FOR LEAVE CLG
TO APPEAL DENIED. CLG
DISTRICT COURT CARBON COPIED ON PLEADINGS CLG
TO CIRCUIT COURT FOR ANOTHER APPLICATION CLG
FOR LEAVE TO APPEAL. CLG

04/08/21
COURT PROCEEDING RECORDED BY CAROLE CARR CER 4885 CAC
MOT HRG HELD; NO EXHIBITS & NC WITNESSES CAC
SWORN CAC

1 MISCELLANEOUS ACTION TRESPASS MJA
SCHEDULED FOR MOTION HEARING
042221 1100A BAILLARGEON,WILLIAM P-38047 MJA
PER JUDGE, RESET FOR HRG IN 2 WEEKS @ 11:00 MJA
MAILED & EMAILED NTA & ZOOM INFO TC DEF & MJA
CO-COUNSEL. MJA
1 MISCELLANECUS ACTICN TRESPASS MJA
REMOVED FROM DOCKET 042821 900A BAILLARGEON,WILLIAM P-38047 MJA
REMOVE JT PER CAC MJA
1 NOTICE TO APPEAR GENERATED
TRESPASS MJA

04/09/21
DISTRICT COURT CARBON COPIED ON DOCUMENTS CLG
FILED IN COURT OF APPEALS ON APPLICATION CLG
FOR LEAVE TO APPEAL. CLG
MISCELLANEQUS ACTION ALL COUNTS CLG
MOTION TO COMPEL DISCOVERY, MOTION FOR CLG
IMMEDIATE CONSIDERATION, BRIEF IN SUPPORT, CLG
NOTICE OF HEARING AND PROOF OF SERVICE CLG
FILED. CLG

*%%** END OF REGISTER OF AEEFONS **xk%x 04/13/21 15:17



OPEN
21-064029-AR JUDGE BAKKER
ALLEGAN COUNTY

P 001 STATE OF MICHIGAN

ATY : KOCH, MYRENE KAY

(APPELLEE) ,

CASE REGISTER OF ACTIONS

FILE 04/08/21

04/13/21 PAGE 1

VS D 001 HENRY,KATHERINE, L, (APPELLANT)

I
I T 49426

Judgments,

Case Notes

P-62570 269-673-0280
Actions,
Num Date Judge Chg/Pty

1 04/08/21 BAKKER

04/09/21

o

ooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo

RECEIPT#H#

APPEAL

APPLICATION FOR LEAVE TO

APPEAL

PRCOF OF SERVICE

SUMMONS AND COMPLAINT
00175015
APPLICATION FOR LEAVE TO

CLK PLP
AMT $150.00
CLK
CLK
CLK DLP
CLK

CLK

PRCOF OF SERVICE FOR IMMEDIATE
CONSIDERATION OF APPEATL

MOTICON FOR IMMEDIATE CONSIDER-
ATION APPELLANT'S APPLICATION
FCR LEAVE OF PROCEDURAL DUE
PROCESS VIOLATIONS

APPENDIX TABLE OF CONTENTS FOR
APPELLANT'S APPLICATION FOR

CLK
CLK
CLK
CLK
CLK
CLK
CLK DLP
CLK

LEAVE TO APPEAL PROCEDURAL
DUE PROCESS VIOLATIONS

PROCF OF SERVICE FILED
PLAINTIFF~-APPELLEE'S SPECIAL
MOTICN TO DISMISS APPLICATION
FOR LEAVE TO APPEAL

END OF SUMMARY

11
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CLOSED FOJ
21-064004~-AR JUDGE BAKKER
ALLEGAN COUNTY

CASE REGISTER OF ACTIONS
FILE 03/31/21

04/13/21
ADJ DT 04/05/21 CLOSE

PAGE
04/05/21

1

SCAO:SEC A LINE 02

P 001 STATE OF MICHIGAN{APPELLEE),, VS D 001 HENRY,KATHERINE, L

ATY:KOCH, MYRENE KAY

I <0426

(APPELLANT)

DISPOSITION 04/05/21 DEN MAJ

Judgments, Case Notes

3]

P-62570 269-673-0280
Actions,
Date  Judge Chg/Pty
03/31/21 BAKKER
04/01/21
04/05/21 D 001
04/08/21
04/09/21

SUMMONS AND COMPLATINT

RECEIPTH# 00174788 AMT $150.00

(Appeal from 57th District Ct)
APPLICATICN FCR LEAVE TO
APPEAL

DEFENDANT'S APPLICATION FOR
LEAVE TO APPEAL DISTRICT
COURT'S DENIAIL OF DEFENDANT'S
MOTION TO DISMISS THE COMPLANT
{a.k.a. MOTION FOR SUMMARY
DISPOSITION) ORAL ARGUMENT

NOT REQUESTED

APPENDIX TABLE OF CONTENTS FOR
APPELLANT'S APPLICATION FOR
LEAVE

EXHIBITS

MOTION FOR IMMEDIATE CONSIDER-
ATION OF APPELLANT'S
APPLICATION FOR LEAVE

PROOF QOF SERVICE

PRCOF OF SERVICE

APPEALS FROM CIRCUIT COURT

RECEIPT# 00174819 BAMT $25,00

MISCELLANEOUS ACTION BY JUDGE
DENTIED

FINAL ORDER OR JUDGMENT FILED
APPENDIX TABLE OF CONTENTS FOR
APPELLANT'S APPLICATION FOR
LEAVE ON SUBSTANTIVE DUE
PROCESS GROUNDS PAGES: 001 TO
159

PAGES: 160 TO 367

DEFENDANT'S APPLICATION FOR
LEAVE TO APPEAL DISTRICT
COURT'S DENIAL OF DEFENDANT'S
MOTION TO DISMISS COMPLAINT
{aka MOTION FOR SUMMARY DISPO)
APPELLANT'S MCR 7.205 (G) (1)
STATEMENT RESPONDING TO
CIRCUIT COURT'S FINDING THAT
APPELLANT FILED APPEAL LATE
MOTION FOR IMMEDIATE
CONSIDERATION OF APPELLANT'S
APPLICATION OF APPELLANT'S
APPLICATION FOR LEAVE TO
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Original - Court 2nd copy - Defendant/Attorney

Approved, SCAD 1st copy - Plaintiff/At 2y 3rd copy - Extra
STATE OF MICHIGAN CASE NO.
o i NOTICE TO APPEAR S
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT OFFENSE :
1)TRESPASS
Court address 113 CHESTNUT-COUNTY BLG-2ND FL Court telephone no.
ALLEGAN, MI 49010 (269) 673-0400

STATE OF MICHIGAN

YOU ARE DIRECTED TO APPEAR AT:

The court address above, courtroom

O
Flaintiff DPersonal service :
v **%* REQUESTED IN PERSON *k k%
Judge: JOSEPH S. SKOCELAS P-31714
HENRY/KATHERINE/LINDSEY
I FOR THE FOLLOWING PURPOSE:
I 49426
DAY DATE TIME
Defendant DPersonal service DProbable CHUEE COHE |
(269) 673-0280 P-62570 [J preliminary Exam
MYRENE KAY KOCH
113 CHESTNUT ST [ pre-trial cont.
ALLEGAN, MI 49010
DJury Selection
Plaintiff's attorney/People DPersonal service DJury Trial
|:| Nonjury Trial
Sentencimn
O g
Motion
= A
Defendant' tt [:]Personal service I
e [X] Arraignment MONDAY 1/11/21 8:16
LANGLOIS/MATTHEW/ [J 1aformal Hearing =
officer [J Formal Hearing [T
If you require special accommodations to -
use the court because of a disability O of
or if you require a foreign language Sl
interpreter to help you fully partici- . L =
pate in court proceedings, please con- [J The above matter is adjourned from e
tact the court immediately to make @)
arrangements. DN (]2
Date issued: NOV. 12, 2020 Clerk of the Court a1
o
IMPORTANT: READ THIS CAREFULLY RS
1. Bring this notice with you. 4. FATILURE TO APPEAR in a criminal case may Eg
2. No case may be adjourned except by auth- subject you to the penalty for contempt of X
ority of the judge for good cause shown. court, and a bench warrant may be issued o
3. FAILURE OF THE DEFENDANT TO APPEAR in HGE PaieCiei g

a civil case may cause a default
judgment to be entered. FAILURE OF
THE PLAINTIFF TO APPEAR may result in
a dismissal of the case.

MC 06 (6/19) NOTICE TO APPEAR

5. If you intend to employ a lawyer, he or she>
should be notified of the date at once.

6. Fines, costs, and other financial obligatiéWs
imposed by the court must be paid at the t

14 of assessment, except when the court allowd>

otherwise, for good cause shown. Z



L4
/ Approved, SCAD

Original - Court 2nd copy - Defendant/Attorney

1st copy - Plaintiff/at; ' 3rd copy - Extra

STATE OF MICHIGAN CASE NO.

2035698M SM
SiHE JUDICIAL DESTRECT NOTICE TO APPEAR X-REF: SD166684

JUDICIAL CIRCUIT OFFENSE:
: 1)TRESPASS
Court address 113 CHESTNUT-COUNTY BLG-2ND FL Court telephone no,
ALLEGAN, MI 49010 (269) 673-0400 %2

STATE OF MICHIGAN

YOU ARE DIRECTED TO APPEAR AT:

The court address above, courtroom

O
Plaintiff [:]Personal gervice ZOOM HEA_RING (DEF READS LIPS)
v **NO PHONE CALL**
Judge: WILLIAM A. BAILLARGEON P-38047

HENRY /KATHERINE/LINDSEY

FOR THE FOLLOWING PURPOSE:

ALLEGAN, MI 49010

Plaintiff's attorney/People D Personal service

Defendant 's attorney D Personal service I:I A ’ N
irraignmen
[J informal Hearing
LANGLOIS/MATTHEW/
Gfficer ]:] Formal Hearing

If you require special accommodations to

use the court because of a disability OJ

or if you reguire a foreign language
interpreter to help you fully partici-

pate in court proceedings, please con- DThe above matter is adjourned from

tact the court immediately to make
arrangements,

Date igsued: JAN. 11, 2021

49426
DAY DATE TIME
Defendant DPerscnal service Dprobable Cause Conf
(269) 673-0280 P-62570 [J preliminary Exam
MYRENE KAY KOCH
113 CHESTNUT ST [ pre-trial Cont. TUESDAY 2/09/21 2:00 PM

D Jury Selection
D Jury Trial

D Nonjury Trial
D Sentencing

[OJmotion

Date

Clerk of the Court

IMPORTANT: READ THIS CAREFULLY

1. Bring this notice with you.
2. No case may be adjourned except by auth-
ority of the judge for good cause shown.
3, FAILURE OF THE DEFENDANT TO APPEAR in
a civil case may cause a default
judgment to be entered. FAILURE OF
THE PLAINTIFF TO APPEAR may result in
a dismissal of the case.

MC 06 (6/19) NOTICE TO APPEAR
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coﬁrt, and a bench warrant may be issued
for your arrest.
5. If you intend to employ a lawyer, he or shf;
should be notified of the date at once.
6. Fines, costs, and other financial obligatipius
imposed by the court must be paid at the e
15 of assessment, except when the court allowf>
<
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otherwise, for good cause shown.



Approved, SCRO

Original - Court

2nd copy - Defendant/Attorney
3rd copy - Extra

~"STATE OF MICHIGAN
57TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT

lst copy - Plaintiff/Atto:

NOTICE TO APPEAR

JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

CASE NO.

2035695M SM
X-REF: SD166684

OFFENSE:

1)TRESPASS

Court address 113 CHESTNUT-COUNTY BLG-2ND FL
ALLEGAN, MI 49010

Court telephone no.
(269) 673-0400

STATE OF MICHIGAN

Plaintiff E:l Bersonal service
v
HENRY/KATHERINE/LINDSEY .)
49426 ﬁs
Defendant D Personal service
(269) €73-0280 P-62570

MYRENE KAY KOCH
113 CHESTNUT ST
ALLEGAN, MI 49010

—J

Plaintiff's attorney/Pecple I:] Personal service

Defendant's attorney D Personal service

LANGLOIS/MATTHEW/

Officer

If you require special accommodations to
uge the court because of a disability
or if you require a foreign language
interpreter to help you fully partici-
pate in court proceedings,; please con-
tact the court immediately to make
arrangements.

Date issued: FEB. 10, 2021

YOU ARE DIRECTED TO APPEAR AT:

The court address above, courtroom -

Judge: WILLIAM A. BAILLARGEON P-38047

FOR THE FOLLOWING PURPOSE:

D Probable Causs Conf.

[j Preliminary Exam
[j Pre-trial Cont.
E] Jury Selection
Jury Trial @
[]Nonjury Trial

[j Senteancing
[Omotion

D Arraignment

[j Informal Hearing
D Formal Hearing

SETTLEMENT @

[:]T‘ne above matter is adjourned from

IMPORTANT: READ THIS CAREFULLY

1. Bring this notice with you.

2. No case may be adjourned except by auth-
ority of the judge for good cause shown.

3. FAILURE OF THE DEFENDANT TO APPEAR in
a civil case may cause a default
judgment to be entered. FAILURE OF
THE PLAINTIFF TO APPEAR may result in
a dismissal of the case.

MC 06 (6/13) NOTICE TO APPEAR

DAY DATE TIME
WEDNESDAY 4/28/21 9:00 AM
0
[T1
9
LL
<
T
FRIDAY 4/23/21 8:00 AM
<
<
Date
o
Clerk of the Court ol
-
=
N
N
4. FATILURE TO APPEAR in a criminal case may o
subject you to the penalty for contempt of PN
court, and a bench warrant may be issued -
o1

for your arrest.
5. If you intend to employ a lawyer, he or she i;

should be notified of the date at once.

6. Fines, costs, and other financial obligations

A

imposed by the court must be paid at the timg

160f assessment,
ctherwise,

except when the court allows
for good cause shown.

NV



Original - Court z2nd copy - Defendant/Attorney

Approved, SCRAO lst copy - Plaintiff/Atto: 3rd copy - Extra
STATE OF MICHIGAN CASE NO.
; 2035698M SM
57TH CIAL D
Jupt TSTRICT NOTICE TO APPEAR X-REF: SD166684
- TMTAT 1 d
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 5 OFFENSE :
1L)TRESPASS
Court address 113 CHESTNUT-COUNTY BLG-2ND FL Court telephone no.
ALLEGAN, MI 495010 (269) 673-0400
YOU ARE DIRECTED APPEAR AT:
STATE OF MICHIGAN c To
The court address above, courtroom __B
U
Plaintiff DPersonal service
v ZOOM HEARING
Judge: WILLIAM A. BAILLARGEON P-38047
HENRY /KATHERINE/LINDSEY
I FOR THE FOLLOWING PURPOSE:
I T 45426
DAY DATE TIME
Defendant DPersonal service [:}Probable Cause Conf.
(269) 673-0280 P-62570 [Jerelininary Bxan
MYRENE KAY KOCH
113 CHESTNUT ST [Jpre-trial conf.
ATLLEGAN, MI 49010
DJury Selection
Plaintiff's attorney/People DPersonal service [:] Jury Trial
[::]Nonjury Trial
[jSentencing
@ Motion THURSDAY 4/22/21 11:00 AM
Defendant's attorney DPersonal service i
|:| Arralgnment
LANGLOIS/MATTHEW/ [J znformal wearing
Officer D Formal Hearing
If you reguire special accommodations to
use the court because of a disability SETTLEMENT FRIDAY 4/23/21 8:00 AM
or if you require a foreign language
interpreter to help you fully partici-
pate in court proceedings, please con- I:[The above matter is adjourned from 5oo
tact the court immediately to make
arrangements.
Date issued: APRIL 8, 2021 Clerk of the Court

IMPORTANT: READ THIS CAREFULLY

1. Bring this notice with you. 4. FRILURE TO APPEAR in a criminal case may

2. No case may be adjourned except by auth- subject you to the penalty for contempt of
ority of the judge for good cause shown. court, and a bench warrant may be issued

3. FAILURE OF THE DEFENDANT TO APPEAR in for your arrest.
a civil case may cause a default 5. If you intend to employ a lawyer, he or she
judgment to be entered. FAILURE OF should be notified of the date at once.
THE PLAINTIFF TO APPEAR may result in 6. Fines, costs, and other financial cbligations
a dismissal of the case. imposed by the court must be paid at the time

MC 06 (6/19) NOTICE TO APPEAR of assessment, except when the court allows

17therwise, for good cause shown.
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Due to the COVID-19 pandemic, the court is closed, so please do not come to the courthouse in person on your
scheduled date and time.

You are to join the virtual court room proceeding with the 57 District Court = Courtroom B, Judge Baillargeon.

SEE THE ATTACHED NOTICE TO APPEAR FOR YOUR PROCEEDING DATE AND TIME THAT YOU WILL NEED TO CALL
INTO THE ZOOM MEETING. YOU WILL BE PLACED IN A WAITING ROOM UNTIL YOUR CASE IS READY TO BE HEARD
ON THE RECORD.

Directions for joining the call are included in this letter. If you are unable to participate, you must email the court at
districtcourt@allegancounty.org or call the court at (269) 673-0400 (press 3) immediately to alert us of the issue.

The following is a reminder of your responsibilities and court policies in preparation for the call:

Technical Responsibilities: The court does not provide technical assistance for testing or troubleshooting. In
addition, the court does not provide time during court proceedings to troubleshoot issues. It is your responsibility to
insure that your connection works, before your court date.

Testing Windows, Apple, or Android devices: Directions for testing your device and networking prior to the
proceeding can be found at https://support.zoom.us/hc/en-us/articles/201362313-How-Do-I-Test-My-Video-

Technical Support: The court uses Zoom meeting services for the Virtual Court Room experience. If you are having
TECHNICAL issues with your equipment you should review Zoom training and support materials at Zoom.us. Please
understand Zoom is an independent service provider and will have NO knowledge of your court case or legal issues.

Local Court Policy:

¢ The call is a court proceeding and therefore an extension of the court room and appropriate conduct and attire is
expected and required.

¢ Remote participants should use a good WiFi connection or a substantial LTE mobile data plan to ensure a quality
connection. (Note: Mobile data use may incur substantial cellular carrier charges which are the responsibility of
the remote participant.)

e Remote Participants must use a private and quiet room that will be free of interruptions. (Outdoor, car, or public
places are not permitted.) Also, video meetings also need good, consistent lighting so avoid rooms with bright
windows and / or back-lighting.

e Remote Participants must place their mobile devices on a solid surface with the camera at eye level. Do not
hand-hold mobile devices and do not lay phones or tablets flat on a desk or tabletop!

e Remote Participants should take time prior to the call to become familiar with the controls and test the mic and
speaker controls.

e Ifthe court determines the quality of the video experience is not acceptable it has the right to terminate the call.
e The judge has full power over remote participants as if they were present in the physical court room.

Connecting to the Virtual Court Room at the time of the proceeding:

e  Polycom Systems (Court Rooms, Jails, etc.): Dial 162.255.37.11##2620068210

¢ Desktop PCs and Laptops: Go to the Zoom Web Site (zoom.us). Click on “Join a Call.” Join using Meeting 1D
2620068210

e Tablets and Phones (Apple and Android): Install the Zoom App from the App Store or Play Store prior to the call.
At the time of the call launch the Zoom app and join using meeting id 2620068210

¢ Phone Call Only: Call 646 876 9923 or 669 900 6833 and connect using meeting id 2620068210

18
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Original - Court

1st copy - Plaintiff/Atto:

2nd copy - Defendant/Attorney

3rd copy - Extra

STATE OF MICHIGAN
S7TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

NOTICE TO APPEAR

X-REF:
OFFENSE:

CASE NO.
2035698M

SM
5D166684

1)TRESPASS

Court address

113 CHESTNUT-COUNTY BLG-2ND FL

Court telephone no.

ALLEGAN, MI 49010 (269) 673-0400
YOUu E DIRECTED TO APPEAR AT:
STATE OF MICHIGAN s
The court address above, courtroom _ B
UJ
Plain\:iff DPersonal service Z00M H ING
Judge: WILLIAM A. BAILLARGEON P-38047
HENRY/KATHERINE/LINDSEY
FOR THE FOLLOWING PURPOSE:
I 1 49426
DAY DATE TIME
Defendant E]Personal service []Probable T ]
(269) 673-0280 P-62570 [J ereliminary Exam
MYRENE KAY KOCH
113 CHESTNUT ST [0 ere-trial conf.
ALLEGAN, MI 49010
[J gury selection
Plaintiff's attorney/People DPersonal service Jury rebad WEDNESDAY 7/21/21 9:00 AM
D Nenjury Trial
[] Sentencing
[JmMotion
Defendant's attorney E]Personal service .
EJArralgnment
LANGLOIS /MATTHEW / () mnfornal Hearing
Officer [[] Formal Hearing
If you require special accommodations to
use the court because of a disability X sETTLEMENT FRIDAY 7/16/21 8:00 AM
or if you require a foreign language

interpreter to help you fully partici-

pate in court proceedings, please

con-

tact the court immediately to make

arrangements.

Date issued: APRIL 23, 2021

[J The above matter is adjourned from

Date

Clerk of the Court

IMPORTANT: READ THIS CAREFULLY

1. Bring this notice with you.

2. No case may be adjourned except by auth-
ority of the judge for good cause shown.

3. FAILURE OF THE DEFENDANT TO APPEAR in

a civil case may cause a default
judgment to be entered. FAILURE OF

THE PLAINTIFF TO APPEAR may result in

a dismissal of the case.
MC 06 (6/19) NOTICE TO APPEAR

4. FAILURE TO APPEAR in a criminal case may

for your arrest.

5. If you intend to employ a lawyer,
should be notified of the date at

and other financial

6. Fines,

costs,

subject you to the penalty for contempt of
court, and a bench warrant may be issued

he or she
once.

v1:S 1202/2T/S VOOW Ag aaAIFD0ad

obligationg

imposed by the court must be paid at the timé
19f assessment, except when the court allows
for good cause shown.

otherwise,
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STATE OF MICHIGAN
57T DISTRIET COURT

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF MICHIGAN,

VS File:

KATHERINE LINDSEY HENRY,

Defendant

ARRATIGNMENT

20-3569-8SM

BEFORE THE HONORABLE JOSEPH SKOCELAS, JUDGE

Allegan, Michigan - January 11, 2021

APPEARANCES:
KATHERINE LINDSEY HENRY
Appearing in Pro Per
Transcribed By: Debra J. Meade
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Allegan, Michigan.

January 11, 2021 - at about 8:24 a.m.

(Court and all parties present)

THE COURT: Are you Katherine Lindsey Henry?

MS. HENRY: Yes I am your Honor.

THE COURT: This is file 20-3569-SM. You're here
this morning for an arraignment charged through an appearance
ticket that was issued by the Allegan County Sheriff’s
Department.

It states on November 3rd of last year at about
4:00 in the afternoon at 4451 - it looks like 121st or maybe
124th, That doesn’t make any sense, no. Given no location.
It said Leighton Township. So let’s try this. I think it’'s
probably 4451 12tt Street in Leighton Township here in
Allegan County, that you were trespassing after being
requested to depart.

This is a misdemeanor charge. The maximum penalty
is 30 days in jail and a $100 fine.

Do you understand this charge?

MS. HENRY; No, your Honor. I was actually served
with a civil infraction, and so 257.741 Subdivision 1 says
the civil action commenced upon it being issued and served
upon me, so how it got to be a misdemeanor is quite
concerning.

THE COURT: Well what I have is a misdemeanor

22
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ticket that was written by the Sheriff’s Department.

MS. HENRY; I have the original ticket with me your
Honor.

THE COURT: Okay. Well I have one in the file as
well. They’ve indicated the misdemeanor charge and a
misdemeanor code for that.

So at this point do you understand at least you’re
being charged with a misdemeanor?

MS. HENRY: I guess no, ‘cause it’s not supposed to
start until I’'m served then ‘cause I was never served a
misdemeanor, I was served a civil infraction ticket.

THE COURT: Okay. You got the ticket though.

MS. HENRY; I have it right with me.

THE COURT: Ckay. The ticket that I have says a
misdemeanor charge. It looks like he wrote civil infraction,
crossed it off, and then it says misdemeanor.

MS. HENRY; No your Honor, that doesn’t say - I
literally have the green civil infraction copy and it’s -
civil infraction is the only box checked, and there’s nothing
else on there. You said requested to leave? That’s not
written on my version of the ticket.

THE COURT: Okay. Well that’s something to take up
at the pre-trial conference then, okay?

MS. HENRY; I -

THE COURT: I have no authority to do anything

23
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today other than to tell you what the deputy has charged you
with.

MS. HENRY; Okay.

THE COURT: Alright.

MS. HENRY: So I was requesting a motion hearing
for a motion to dismiss.

THE COURT: Well you have to file that motion.

MS. HENRY: I know, but I can’t file the motion

until I have a hearing date and I was originally given a

hearing date of today at the same date as my arraignment, and

then I was told a couple weeks ago that I was not allowed to
have a hearing, the hearing date today, but I had to wait
till today to get my hearing date.

THE COURT: Well based on what you stated I
clearly will enter a not guilty plea. Do you have the money
to hire an attorney in this case?

MS. HENRY: I'm sorry, say it again?

THE COURT: Do you have the money to hire an
attorney?

MS. HENRY; I am an attorney your Honor.

THE COURT: Okay. You’'d like this set for trial
before a judge or before a jury?

MS. HENRY; A jury.

THE COURT: Jury. We’ll enter a not guilty plea,

set this for a jury trial and I’'1ll indicate you’re waiving

24

I ReEINEREL

NV SE-v1-G 1202/cT/S VOO




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

your right to counsel. Bail in this case was not yet set.
We’ll set bail on this at $200 personal recognizance,
conditional bail will be not being at that residence, and I
hope I have this right.

Do you know is that 4451 12th Street?

MS. HENRY: I was at Leighton Township Hall. I
don’t know what the address is.

THE COURT: Okay. Well I'm having a hard time
making this out but I'm going to go into the electronic one
and see.

We are going to have you complete some paperwork
here in court for your bail. This will then be set for a
pre-trial conference with the prosecutor’s office and then
for a jury trial in Courtroom B.

She will need to fill out some bail paperwork.

CLERK: Yeah (inaudible) py)
THE COURT: Down at the window probably? Okay. Fq
MS. HENRY; How can I get my hearing date your Eg
Honor for my motion to dismiss? Eg
CLERK: We can get that for you while you’re here.\E?
MS. HENRY; Okay. I assume that’s all I need from.;%
your Honor? gz
THE COURT: Yes. She will give you the paperwork&E

for your bail when you stop at the clerk’s office so you can

file your motion.
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office.

MS.
THE
MS.
THE
MS.

THE

MS.
THE
MS.

(At

HENRY;
COURT:
HENRY;
COURT:
HENRY:

COURT:

HENRY;
COURT:
HENRY ;

about 8:

Thank you, your Honor.
Okay, good luck.

Your Honor who is that?
Who is who?

The man -

He’s from the public defender’s

Alright.

He’s here for the other arraignments.

Okay, thank you.

28 a.m. these proceedings concluded)
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CERTIFICATE

STATE OF MICHIGAN )
) ss.
COQUNTY OF ALLEGAN )

I, Debra J. Meade, Certified Court Reporter of
the State of Michigan, do hereby certify the above as a true and
accurate transcript.

Debra J. Meade - Cer 1344
150 Ely Street

Allegan, Michigan 49010
(269) ©673-5228

January 2, 2008
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STATE OF MICHIGAN
577 DISTRICT COURT

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF MICHIGAN,

Vs File: 20-3569-8M

KATHERINE LINDSEY HENRY,

Defendant

MOTION HEARING

BEFORE THE HONORABLE WILLIAM BAILLARGECN, JUDGE

Allegan, Michigan - February 4, 2021

APPEARANCES:

On behalf of the JAMES ROLLAND (P83201)

People: Assistant Prosecuting Attorney
113 Chestnut Street
Allegan, MICHIGAN 49010
KATHERINE LINDSEY HENRY
Appearing in Pro Per

Transcribed By: Debra J. Meade (CER 1344)
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Allegan, Michigan.

February 4, 2021 - at about 9:12 a.m.
(Court and all parties present)

THE COURT: You are?

MS. HENRY: I’'m Katherine Henry your Honor.
THE COURT: Alright. And you are?

MR. TODD: Gregory Todd your Honor.

THE COURT: You’re not a defendant in this matter.

MS. HENRY; No, he’s -

MR. TODD: 1I'm an attorney your Honor.

THE COURT: But are you representing her in this?

You haven’t filed an appearance. We’re not -

MS. HENRY; 1It’s part of my ADA request your Honor.

THE COURT: You can have a hearing assistance
device if you’d like.

MS. HENRY; It doesn’t help -- this is my hearing
assistance, I read lips.

THE COUﬁT: No, you can leave the room. We can
provide you with a hearing assistance device.

MS. HENRY; That’s not a reasonable accommodation
your Honor.

THE COURT: It is.

MS. HENRY; No it’s not because it’s not going to
actually help me hear.

THE COURT: Well -
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MS. HENRY: I read lips. That’s how I communicate

so -

THE COURT: We are communicating right now and
we’ll keep our conversation at this level. You can leave the
room sir.

(Pause)

THE COURT: We have the matter of the People of

the State of Michigan versus Katherine Lindsey Henry, file
20-3569-3SM.

Appearances please.

MR. ROLLAND: James Rolland, Allegan County
Assistance Prosecutor for the People.

MS. HENRY: Katherine Henry defendant yéur Honor,

in pro per your Honor.

odd

THE COURT: Very good. Ms. Henry you can proceed.

MS. HENRY: Yes your Honor, I’'m sorry, I have a
medical condition I sometimes need to drink.

THE COURT: If you would like you can sit down as

NE

well.

MS. HENRY: Okay, thank you your Honor.

THE COURT: Let the record reflect though that I
have read the briefs so we don’t need to go over everything
contained therein.

MS. HENRY: Yes, your Honor. I guess for that

matter may I ask if you have received the reply brief?
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THE COURT: I did. I reviewed that as well.
MS. HENRY: Well your Honor, I appreciate you
reviewing the briefs that I submitted on this issue.

Essentially what it comes down to is I drafted a

constitutional amendment petition back in May of 2020 and had

thousands of volunteers all across the state that were

circulating that petition. On the 180th day from the date I

get the signatures the full 125,000 signatures was

Thanksgiving so we knew it was a big part of our plan to be

able to go to all the primary precincts on election day
circulate and get as many signatures as possible.

The - I had two volunteers that one who is

to

disabled, both of whom have filed affidavits in this case;

Doreen and Rebecca, and they were circulating the petition

well outside of the 100 feet at 229 feet from the door of the

polling place, a vehicle was on the grass past the parking

lot and they were not impeding any kind of traffic or

pedestrian flow or anything of that nature. They weren’

t

taking up parking spaces. The parking lot was never full.

The deputy got on the phone with - when I was

talking to Doreen and he started talking about an election

law, that said we couldn’t be there. I was confused because

I read the law verbatim to him, the one that he quoted,

168.931K, and he said that there was more that I wasn’t

reading and I said well at this rate I just feel like I would

32
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rather have this communicatioh face to face because I can
bring the law with me and we could talk about it, but I’'m not
sure why you think I'm not reading the whole thing over the
phone because that’s all that’s in the law.

So he said that he was going to be there when I got
there to speak with me. He understandably had to leave for a
serious call of some type so was not there when I got there,
but he was - he was shortly thereafter and he did not allow
me to speak with him about what the law said, about what the
township’s resolution said, about the constitution law or
anything, and said that the property owner was the township
clerk and she just wanted me gone so I had to leave. That’s
not what the law says, that’s not what our constitution
allows. Anytime there’s a First Amendment right involved the
state can’t just willingly decide it’s going to prohibit
those rights from being exercised, there has to be a

legitimate interest, and parking is not a legitimate interest

404dd

especially when what I was doing did not inhibit parking at

all.

Ag @3l

There certainly is to the extent that resolution
would allow the township clerk to have unilateral authority
over where people can be outside or beyond the 100 feet or
whether they’re allowed to be there at all. That’s an
impermissible overly broad and vague law, but more

importantly on that point it’s a resolution. Resolutions are
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not something that could be used to regulate the people
anyway. They’re only ordinances can, that’s exceedingly
clear in our statutes and in our case law, and besides which
the (inaudible) in this resolution recognizes they’re not
trying to prohibit people but are there to engage in the
political activities as long as they’re beyond the 100 feet.
But, the deputies said that they did not need to
talk about the law with me, that I would just have my day in
court and aggressively and violently had 3 of them dragging
me over to the vehicle and literally shoving me in. Not a
single one of these 3 grown men could be bothered to put
their hand over my head so I wouldn’t hit my head on the
vehicle frame as they were shoving me in there. And, the
whole thing left me with a big - a cut that was bleeding on

my elbow, my wrist was torn up from the handcuffs, and I had

a contusion, I actually thought I possibly had a broken bone,

and I went to the doctor the very next morning. I had
contusions on my legs and bruises all over my body. And, my
daughter, my 6 year old daughter saw them doing this to me.
It’s not acceptable. A law enforcement officer can only
enforce laws that actually exist, and there exists no law
that would allow any of that to take place. Even if I were
on private party and I was trespassing there’s no reason for
it to be done that way. When I'm pleading with them to let

me at least sit down into a vehicle, into the SUV of the

34
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deputy, that’s - it’s astounding how a law enforcement
officer can say he doesn’t care what the law says, he doesn’t
care what the resolution says, he doesn’t care what the
constitution says, that he’s not even going to discuss it,
it’s not his job and I could just take it up in court. His
job is to uphold the constitution. His job is to know what
the law is that he’s enforcing. Certainly telling me that
it’s a private property and that the property owner is the
clerk and she doesn’t want me there therefore I'm trespassing
is absurd.

So, what I find quite frankly even more absurd is
what happened after that. As if that weren’t bad enough, the
deputy then modifies the ticket that he gave me, and the
original is here that I obviously scanned and copies to
submit with my brief, but I was served the green labeled

civil infraction copy. It had civil infraction rchecked,

dd

misdemeanor box was not checked or marked in any way, and the()

E

box was checked that said I served a copy of the civil

infraction upon the defendant. Then the ticket was largely

Ag @3l

illegible and the deputy did not take kindly to me asking
questions when I couldn’t read what most of the ticket said
right from there, told me I just had to leave.

So, upon that the law was very clear that if
anything, it was a civil infraction that began, not a

trespass, and I still to this day have never been served with
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any criminal complaint whatsoever. Never. I’ve been served
with a civil infraction citation.

But aside from that, I'm astounded at what respons
I had received on this from the prosecution, but you know,
this - it violated about every court rule and professional
rule of ethics that you can possibly do in one six page

document. You can’t argue the law and the motion without

e

relying on the brief. The court rules are pretty clear about

that, MCR 2.119. You certainly - 2.116 requires that if you
want to argue against a Cl0 motion for no material - where
there’s no issue of material fact, then you have to do so as
the person responding to that, you could do so through
affidavit and other admissible evidence. There was nothing
submitted here. There were no affidavits, there was no brie
by the prosecutor, so today is I'm confused about why a
hearing would take place because by the very clear words of

the court rule when you have an attorney submitting a

f

1303dd

response to a motion with no brief whatsoever, then they have<

forfeited that opportunity to argue the law. And when you
have an attorney who submits a responsive pleading to a 2.11
Cl10 motion, G4 says that they cannot argue any facts unless
they’re relying on the facts that they have introduced
through their own affidavits and exhibits.

So, the law rounds that out - or excuse me, the

court rule rounds that out by saying that I would win as a

36
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matter of law on that one part of the four motions, that one
of four motions alone.

So your Honor, what happened in the initial
incident was not me trespassing. You can’t trespass on
government property that’s generally open to the public. You
can trespass in a correctional facility, you could trespass
on the urgent utility properties and certain wetlands of the
government, but there’s limited exceptions to that written
right into the law, and common sense prevails. Like
obviously you can’t just go onto prison property or jail
property and do whatever you want because that’s not
generally open to the public. But a township hall, which has
the library and is generally open to the public during those
hours, is certainly something that is public property.

So, to not be trespassing, to be well outside of
the 100 feet, and I never said I wouldn’t leave. I’m not
even sure why there’s this argument being made but it was
about my vehicle because the clerk never said to me that I
had to move my vehicle, the deputies never said I needed to
move my vehicle. It was never asked for me to move my

vehicle. I was leaving. I wasn’t going to stay that long.

O2IN Ag daAIFD3ay

I came to speak with the deputy. But, what’s more concerningl>
to me is if they were going to somehow expect that all of
this would be resolved by us supposedly moving our vehicles,

number one, the person I went down there to help who
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submitted an affidavit, she has a prosthetic leg, she has a
cane and a prosthetic leg, she’s handicapped. There’s no way
that she could go the sixteenth of a mile back out to the
road, park on the road and then walk back in to be able to
collect signatures in some fashion. She certainly wouldn’t
be able to hold a clipboard during that.

But aside from that, they never asked me - that was
never even an option, just move your car, because I never
refused to leave, I never said I wasn’t leaving because I
intended to leave. The only reason why I was there was to
talk to him in the first place. That’s what we said over the
phone. That’s why I drove all the way down there.

So, to say now that everything would have been okay
if we would have moved our vehicles first of all, again,
there’s no contradiétory eVidence, there’s no affidavits on
the record, and clearly he told - the deputy told - before I%%
even got there, he told my volunteers that they couldn’t ever()
go to the neighboring property which is what they tried to
do. They tried to ask him show us exactly where the line is
so we can make sure that we’re not on téwnship property and
he said that was not allowed either. We were somehow
certainly trespassing by doing that.

So, it is the most ridiculous thing I could
possibly imagine to have a law - three law enforcement

officers and a township clerk who all swore an oath to uphol

10
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the constitution, who are going to blatantly violate the
constitution and claim oh, not my job, I don’t have to do
anything, you can just sort it out in court. That’s not what
the oath of office is about. The oath of office doesn’t say
just do what’s convenient to you and you can be lazy about
what the law is, no. We are presumed, all citizens by the
United States Supreme Court saying all citizens are presumed
to know what the law is, and certainly (inaudible) that the
ignorance of the law is no excuse. Well if the ignorance of
the law is no excuse for someone is sitting in this chair,
the defendant, certainly that works the same way for law
enforcement officers and everyone else who took an oath of
office. We have a special responsibility to .uphold the
United States and Michigan Constitution.

What happened to me was an assault and battery.
What happened to me was false imprisonment and false arrest.
It was malicious prosecution and abuse of process. By the
deputies, it was intentional infliction of emotional

distress. You don’t say to a mother that you’re going to

q ddAIF03d

call CPS and they’re going to take your child away and she’s'<

N

not allowed to have any one of those trusted adults that are ()
present take her child, and she’s not even allowed to call

her husband to come and take the child, you’re just going to
have CPS come and take your daughter away and she won’t see

her, and have her car towed and impounded. That’s

11
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intentional infliction of emotional distress. All added on
top of the Fourth Amendment excessive force issues that we
have.

So, this, you know, these four motions that I
consolidated into one are necessary because it was that
egregious what happened. And, it’s {(inaudible) absurd at the
lack of response that was received from the prosecutor’s
office on this. To outright deny in complete violation of
MCR 2.111, allegations without any kind of substance
whatsoever, just in the responsive document itself, ends up
denying that there was a ticket filed in court that’s
different from the carbon copy served on me. It is
irresponsible and a fraud on the Court for the prosecuting
attorney’s office to say that that’s not true. Because the
evidence was presented. And there’s no evidence to the
contrary.

It’s a fraud on the Court to say that the defendant

40dd

was not circulating a petition 229 feet away from the door.
Because there is evidence presented and submitted and there’
no controverting evidence submitted. There’s not even a
statement about well no, she was only 88 feet from the door
or something like that.

It’s absurd to do blanket denials on statements of
law that are well settled principles of law. To have a

deputy alter a carbon copy of a ticket after the defendant

12
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receives it, and after the deputy checks that I have served
the defendant with a copy of this ticket, means you can’t add
to it and change it, especially from a civil infraction to a
misdemeanor and then serve the - or file with the court
something entirely different than what the defendant was
served with. And certainly to deny that a civil infraction
commences upon the citation being issued, that’s in the
statute. To say that it’s - to deny that law enforcement
cannot enforce a law that does not exist, that a person
cannot trespass on government property generally open to the
public? I mean it goes on and on. I’m just dumbfounded how
there’s been a denial next to a statement that says a
township cannot legally enact a resolution in conflict with
state laws, or a township cannot legally enact a statute or a
resolution that’s in conflict with the State Constitution.
All of these issues are problematic. Certainly a
person cannot be a trespasser while in the pursuit of their
lawful business. When you have a law enforcement officer who

is ordering an individual to stop exercising their

CReEINEREL

constitutionally protected rights done in full compliance
with state law, that is not a lawful order.

So, everything from that point on is not
acceptable.

So with that your Honor, I'm asking for a dismissal

with prejudice. Our courts have told us repeatedly that a

13
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permanent injunctive relief against a constitutional
violation is appropriate. In this setting a permanent
injunctive relief, the only thing it looks like is a motion
to dismiss under summary disposition rules be granted now
with prejudice as to any and all charges that are out there,
which consequently then would lead to me meeting the
biometric or arrest data being released, and I would also ask
the Court to redact the ticket that was filed that has my
driver’s license number and my date of birth on the ticket,
that’s in violation of 1.109 D9, and so I would ask under MCR
2.115B that my information as to my date of birth and my
driver’s license number be removed from the ticket that was
filed.

And, I would also ask, especially within the
proceedings have been closed to the public, that -

THE COURT: That’s an incorrect statement, but g%%
ahead.

MS. HENRY: That nobody is allowed in here. That
would be able to have a request for immediate consideration
pursuant to the local administrative order D57-2020-01J, to
have a copy of the proceedings from the arraignment as well
as today’s motion hearing, and I can provide that as well.

I did prepare your Honor an order regarding the
destruction of the biometric data and arrest record, as well

as the order to dismiss.

14
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With that, I thank you for your time your Honor.

THE COURT: You’ re welcome. Mr. Rolland anythin
that you would like to say other than what’s in your briefs?

MR. ROLLAND: Your Honor we would stand on our
briefs. I would note that the majority of Ms. Henry's

argument is citing rules of civil procedure. MCR 6.001

g

clearly states that when a statute rule provided - excuse me.

When it clearly appears that the - that those rules should
apply to civil actions only. While there is no actual -
actual rule when it comes for a motion to dismiss, normally
it’s governed by MCR 2.504 when we’re dealing with that.

Additionally, in People v Morrow, 214 Mich
Appellate 158 -

MS. HENRY: Your Honor I object. There were no
briefs submitted. This is improper for him to be arguing th
law.

THE COURT: Your objection is overruled.

MS. HENRY: May I ask your Honor were there briefs
that were submitted to the Court that I was not served with?

THE COURT: They are not. He’s making his oral

argument at this point in time ma’am. Please allow him to d

so and you can respond when he’s finished.
MR. ROLLAND: The court held that the trial court
exceeded their authority when it dismissed the information

against the defendant at the pre-trial stage, because the
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prosecutor has the exclusive authority to decide when and who

to prosecute.

Additionally, she cites that it should be dismissed

because of insufficient service, insufficient process issues
was insufficient, failed to state a claim, and there’s no
issue of material fact.

In what actually governs the requirements of the

complaint is that in a criminal case is MCR 6.101 which says

the citation must include the named person that committed the

offense, the name of the offense in the statutory citation of

the offense, which the ticket that was provided to Ms. Henry
does provide all that, so it would meet the requirements
under an acceptable complaint.

I do understand her argument that it may - that it

was altered, but the information that she’s claiming was

altered was not one of the statu - one of the requirements o%%

the court rule, so therefore I would say it was clear error.

Should the Court find that it was either of those, the

prosecutor’s office could easily rectify that by submitting a

new request for a warrant and/or summons.

So, we would ask that her motion be declined - or
denied at this time.

Thank you.

THE COURT: Ma’am do you wish to respond?

MS. HENRY: Yes, your Honor. The issues being

16
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stated it’s ridiculous first of all that on the one hand he’
arguing that the rules of civil procedure don’t apply, that
2.116 does not apply, but somehow 2.502 would apply because
the reasoning for saying that it’s an obviously civil in
nature provision of the rule and not applicable to criminal
law, there’s zero authority that was cited, even in the
response without even having a proper brief or having the
response done properly. There is nothing cited, no case, no
court rule, no statute to say any of that. That’s just a
mere conjecture and opinion. But it’s ridiculous to claim
that 2.116 which is in the civil rules of procedure somehow
does not apply, but 2.504 would somehow apply, being also in
the rules of civil procedure. But what’s more ridiculous 1is
to make all of these arguments totally baseless and ignoring
all of the literally hundreds of court rules, statutes,
constitutional provisions and cases that are cited that show
exactly why all of the allegations in the motion to dismiss
are accurate, and why it has to be, it must, there’s no
option under any of them that has to by law be dismissed.
So, to argue that there’s just - it’s just
unfounded or that it doesn’t matter that the ticket was
altered, I cited three statutes that clearly state if you ar
going to modify the document after serving it on the
defendants it is at the very least a one year jail or prison

sentence and up to fifteen years. 1In the one portion of the

17
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code that is on writing these tickets, it clearly says that
in doing that, in modifying a ticket before - after serving
it and before filing it with the Court, it’s not only a
fifteen year felony, it’s grounds for removal from the post,
the office.

So, it’s also, to me, to be able to argue with a
straight face that MCR 2.116 does not apply in criminal
cases, that you cannot have any kind of motion to dismiss
before a trial, that according to this response that was
filed, that you can only file a motion to dismiss after the
conclusion of the People’s proofs is so unfounded and so
ridiculous that I just - I can’t - there’s no - it’s not like
there’s a basis — a good faith basis in the law as it
currently exists or for extending or modifying the law, it’s
just flat out lying and saying this is just how it is. No,
it’s not. That’s why in my rely brief I cited several cases, U
including the one, oddly enough, that was put in the respons
from the prosecution on where they’re claiming that if this
is a thing, that you can only file a motion for - to dismiss
that would be a motion for directed verdict and not a motion
to dismiss as a summary disposition motion, that very case
where there was a quote cited by the prosecuting attorney’s
office was a case that - it was a criminal case, but it also
then cites four other criminal cases; two of which there wa

no motion made at all, there were just legal issues raised o
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appeal. The other two that were cited were criminal cases
where the defendant made no motion for summary disposition,
but yet just a motion for directed verdict after the close of
the People’s proofs. Whereas I cited several cases where the
Court even, you know, as far back - I mean I didn’t research,
the entire history of our court cases here in Michigan, but
as far back as 1974 I had a case that clearly demonstrates
you are more than welcome as a defendant to file a motion for
summary disposition before the trial and then have an
interlocutory appeal if it is denied, but certainly is most
recent is I believe it was October of 2020, just a few months
ago, where the Court of Appeals and our Michigan Supreme
Court are acknowledging that defendants on a routine basis,
will file a motion for summary disposition, a motion to
dismiss prior to the trial happening, and then a renewed or

an alternate motion to dismiss under the motion for directed U
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verdict would be done at the back end of it,
of the People’s proofs.

But, it’s - what’s even more concerning is that
when - it started with the township clerk who swore an oath
to uphold the Constitution. Three deputies that were out
there, the hearing - the arraignment hearing I couldn’t
actually hear the words the prosecuting attorney was saying,
but the - the argument in general about something that the

judge in that situation ruled, you know, against the fact
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that there was an issue with me being served with a civil
infraction that was actually not what was said on the record.
What was said is that it’s not his job to deal with that and
I could bring it up at a later hearing.

So, this is the later hearing. And I - it is
absolutely ridiculous to say that all of the individuals
involved; there’s the prosecutor’s office, the sheriff’s
office, those on the bench anywhere, that anybody would think
it’s okay to do any one of these things. That we can ignore
what the Constitution says, that we can ignore even what
state law says, that you can even ignore the language of the
resolution itself that calls itself a resolution, and that it
acknowledges the political activity is to be done more than
100 feet outside the door of the precinct. To ignore
everything that we stand for, any rule of law whatsoever, to
ignore 2.111, having to file substance with the denial
instead of just having a blanket denial, to be able to have
any kind of oral argument on the law at all when there’s no
brief submitted ever at any point by the prosecuting
attorney’s office in violation of 2.119, to have no facts at
all submitted, no affidavits, no any kind of other evidence
submitted, and then that would be in direct violation of
2.116 G4, that at that point there’s no chance to argue the
facts. They decided not to argue the facts by not submittin

those, and the rule is very clear that under a Cl0 motion it

20
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shall be entered. That judgment shall be entered in my favor
and to dismiss this case with prejudice.

So, all of these pieces here I honestly - I have
never seen such a thing where so many people that took an
oath to uphold the Constitution and the rule of law said I
don’t care, or you just have to bring that to the next stage
of the proceedings, or this is just the way we do it, or well
this is just (inaudible) done this way. Just take my word
for it. I would vehemently object to any of that and I would
certainly ask that my - the (inaudible) and my motions be
granted today. The only one I did not have an order prepared
for would be with regard to my motion to strike. I’m not
sure exactly what your Honor would look for in that regard.
For me, I would just ask that it literally just be a pen, a
sharpie or whatever, I could do it, the clerk’s office, I
don’t know how you guys handle that, but it’s already been
filed with the ticket.

Likewise, all of my information, I did fill out

without redacting it, being that we’re here present today

NCReEINEREL

your Honor, but I would ask, and I did have it printed on the
ones that there’s an option to print it, that my personal
information be redacted from those as well.

So, with that your Honor, I again thank you for th
additional time and I just ask you to consider all of the

law, the court rules and the constitutional provisions
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involved.

THE COURT: Anything further?

MR. ROLLAND: No, your Honor.

THE COURT: Alright. So what we have here is
defendant brings a motion with four prongs of argument;
namely a motion for summary disposition based upon MCR
2.116(c) (2), MCR 2.116(c) (3), MCR 2.116(c) (8) and MCR
2.116(c)10).

Defendant also raises a claim suggesting
impermissible changes in the charging allegations from civil
infraction to a misdemeanor.

The defendant also contends that the charging
document she received was illegible.

The defendant contends that the election law and
Constitution in Michigan and the United States override the
charged actions of this case.

First, this is a matter that (inaudible) in
criminal law. It’s well settled that a prosecutor may amend
charges leveled against a defendant at nearly any point in
the process, even during trial. This is an important
function of the arraignment process to make sure that a
defendant understands what the charges against her would be,
and what the potential consequences would be.

Second, the point that the defendant alleges the

charging document is illegible, again, the important part of
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the utilization of the arraignment process is to be sure that
the defendant is aware of all the charges brought against
her. This is a criminal matter.

In regard to the motions brought for summary
disposition, specifically pertaining to MCR 2.116 - well
(c)2) (3)(8) and (10). The very first line of MCR 2.116
indicates that this is a rule, a court rule that applies to
civil matters and discusses stipulating to civil facts.

These motions are based - these are motions based
on civil practice of law and in the State of Michigan this is
a criminal matter and the defendant is entitled to her full
rights to a jury trial and the prosecutor is held to the
highest threshold of proof; namely, beyond a reasonable
doubt at such a jury trial.

Criminal procedure provides the defendant with the
protection of her much higher burden of proof, and also a
higher duty to review the law and to adjust or possibly

dismiss a charge according to the facts of the case. The

d3aAIdOdd

prosecutor has that duty to review at all times and to adjust
charges if deemed necessary.

In fact, to hold otherwise would not only be an
opening up a possible flood gate of civil procedure motions
in every single criminal matter, but more worrisome would be
the transgression of our fundamental rights to be processed

in a jury trial if the prosecutors were to engage in similar
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motion practice to seek conviction when they deemed that
there was no issue of material fact.

So, the idea that this particular rule could be
utilized in a criminal matter would, if we flipped it around
the other way, would be of really truly basic and horrendous
usurping of fundamental rights of due process and the right
to a jury trial.

In Paragraph 19 of the motion, the defendant
indicates that her brief is in compliance with MCR
2.119(a) (2) (a), indicating that she has four motions. But
her very preceding paragraph, Paragraph 18 clearly states, a
is obvious to this Court in any event, that this is a
combined motion. MCR 2.119(a) (2) (a) states the combined
motion brief is to be no longer than 20 pages. The defense
alleges that the plaintiff has not responded to her supporte
MCR 2.116(c) (10) motion with affidavits but this Court does
not find that the support provided by the defendant in this
matter warranted any such response.

Finally, the defendant claims that this charge is
an infringement of her person and their rights. However,
that’s a (inaudible) this is not an action that pertains to
the activity that defendant was engaged in or from our
reading of the prosecutor’s response, this is an action base
on the trespass of a car over stay in a township lot on an

election day.
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So this Court does not take any position on whether
or not this defendant is gquilty of this charge, that is the
sole province of a jury.

Defendant also made some statements pertaining to
what she considered to be aggressive use of force or an abuse
of process by the - by not only the prosecutor but also by
the law enforcement officers in the matter.

If that is something that is truly in earnest
believed to be the case, the defendant does have the right to
approach the prosecutor to seek charges and if that is not -
does not satisfy she has the right to bring a civil case
against the offending parties if she so chose.

At the very initial stage of this motion argument,
defendant asked why there was even a hearing being conducted
on this matter and that’s a rather perplexing question since
it was the defendant herself that requested this motion and
oral argument. So, that’s why we’re having this.

So, the motion is denied of the larger motion

containing all four sub-motions within it.

q ddAIF03dd

The prosecutor can provide an order to that effect.<

N

I do note that the defendant has requested a copy ()
of these proceedings, and that is certainly within her right
to do so. There is a form ma’am that you’re going to need to
fill out for that and that’s fine, just make sure you comply

with the form request and that will certainly be provided to
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you. You have an absolute right to have that.

MS. HENRY: Can I present it to you for signature
and then bring it to the clerk?

THE COURT: Just file it and it will come right
to me and we’ll take care of it.

Alright. We’re adjourned.

MS. HENRY: Thank you, your Honor.

MR. ROLLAND: Thank you, your Honor.

(At about 9:52 a.m. these proceedings concluded)
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Allegan, Michigan.

February 9, 2021 - at about 2:56 p.m.

(Court and all parties present)

THE COURT: Ms. Henry have you spoken to the
prosecutor yet?

MS. HENRY: No, your Honor. I was told I had a
pre-trial conference via zoom today.

THE COURT: We are, but with pre-trials you need
to contact and discuss the matter with the prosecutor and
then you come into the pre-trial zoom then.

So what you need to do is to hang up here and call
the prosecutor and discuss the case.

MS. HENRY: I can’t your Honor. Your Honor

(inaudible) because I need to read lips.

THE COURT: Ma’am you have been on the phone with

us several times and so the conversation that you would have
with the prosecutor is indeed to have a telephone call with
the prosecutor to discuss your case. So once you’ve done
that you can come back into the zoom room.

MS. HENRY: My pre—triallnotice actually says no
phone call on it. Looking at the notice to appear. I was
following the directions on the notice to appear.

THE COURT: If you call into the zoom room when
you’re done speaking to the prosecutor.

(Pause)
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THE COQURT: Let’s go to the next case. You can

leave the room.

(At about 2:57 p.m. these proceedings concluded)
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Allegan, Michigan.

April 8, 2021 - at about 11:05 a.m.

(Court, counsel and all parties present)

(THIS HEARING BY ZOOM WAS CUTTING OUT CONSISTENTLY

AND HARD TO HEAR)

THE COURT: I have a little bit of my hiccup here
going on my lap top. is updating and it’s been updating for 2
hours now. It’s at 94% so that’s why we don’t have my
individual focus on with my lap top visual. So, that’s why
it seems like I'm a little bit more distant in a screen.
Normally I have my individual portrait up there where I'm
able to speak directly to you.

But in any event, do you guys need a break out
room?

MR. LANTING: No, we’re ready to proceed judge.

THE COURT: Alright. On behalf then of the py)

m

defendant Mr. Baker are you going to be speaking or is the (O
0

defendant herself going to be addressing the Court? <
[

MR. BAKER: I’'m going to be addressing the Court g

(@)

your Honor. <

THE COURT: Alright, very good. Please proceed.
Well the case — I guess we should matter - the People of the
State of Michigan versus Katherine Henry, file 20-3569-SM.
Please proceed Mr. Baker.

MR. BAKER: Thank you, your Honor. We’re here
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today your Honor on a motion to compel discovery. It’'s my
understanding that the prosecutor has not answered the
discovery motion. We had requested immediate consideration.
There wasn’t a need for a hearing but we are here so if I
could frame the issue and if you would allow me to indulge.

THE COURT: Sure.

MR. BAKER: Your Honor this case is about a
trespass that allegedly occurred on election day 2020 in
Leighton Township. My client and her clients were gathering
signatures for referendum - constitutional referendum outside
of the (inaudible) area that was required by statute. The
clerk evidently requested that Ms. Henry and her volunteers
leave the premises on election day, and apparently the
elected prosecutor directed the Sheriff’s Department to do an
arrest of Ms. Henry, which they did - well they actually went
through a civil infraction given to her and released her.

After that at some time the civil infraction was turned into

a criminal offense. There’s several different constitutiona
violations that we believe occurred but we’re here just for
the discovery stuff judge.

So what we are seeking is a complaint that we’ve
never seen, anything related to the police report which we
have never seen, and everything that’s allowed under the
Court Rule for discovery. We are requesting since there was

no answer filed, that the prosecution - the witnesses - any
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testimony or evidence that they’re going to present be
excluded.

Thank you.

THE COURT: Mr. Lanting?

MR. LANTING: (No verbal response)

THE COQURT: They’ re asking for police reports and
such, so why can’t they get them?

MR. LANTING: The (inaudible) is fine when there’s
no law provided. I don’t know what he bases his complaint
on. But, I could be surprised looking -

Mr. Baker you’re indicating that you never received
a police report?

MR. BAKER: We have never received a (inaudible) -

MR. LANTING: I’'m sorry, I struggle to hear Mr.
Baker.

THE COQURT: Yeah, right now you went away from thégQ
microphone Mr. Baker, I didn’t hear you either.

MR. BAKER: I apologize your Honor.

THE COQURT: That is fine.

' CReEINEOE

MR. BRKER: She says she received a redacted poli
report. She never received the complaint at this time.

MR. LANTING: And I am unfamiliar with exactly wha
- I mean the complaint is a legal term of art so what exactl
- I'm not sure.

MR. BAKER: Under MCR 6.101 in all criminal cases
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the complaint is a written accusation that a named or
described person has committed a specific criminal offense.
The complaint must include the substance of the accusation
against the accused and the name and statutory citation of
the offense. At the time of filing - I mean it goes on. MCR
6.101.

MR. LANTING: I’'m at a disadvantage because this 1is
only part of the file. So, Mr. Baker himself your Honor said
that she was issued a citation, so I’'m relying on that that
this is a case where a citation was issued. So then my
question would be well what does he mean by a complaint?
What would he like us -

THE COURT: The situation is, I think what Mr.
Baker stated is a citation was issued initially as a civil
infraction and it was amended to a misdemeanor, and I
understand that, but Mr. Baker you’re not arguing that the
citation served as a complaint in this matter. I mean for
the purposes of what you’re saying for Mr. Lanting to procee
are you?

MR. BAKER: Well, I’'m stating everything that was
stated in the present lengthy motion and brief.

THE COURT: I understand that, but from a point o
view what you’re asking for, what - you'’re asking for - and
just so that I fully understand what you'’re actually arguing

here, you’re asking. for the charging document upon which Mr.
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Lanting is proceeding. 1Is that correct?

MR. BAKER: That is part of it, yes.

THE COURT: Well at least as far as the complaint
is concerned that’s what you’re asking for.

MR. BAKER: It is.

THE COURT: Alright. So I think that we - other
than the - other than the citation Mr. Lanting is there any
further document upon which you’re going to rely as a
complaining document?

MR. LANTING: I don’t have an answer.. I mean is
there a complaint in the court file?

THE COURT: Mr. Lanting, I see -

MR. LANTING: The problem is with Mr. Baker,
whatever you say he wants to interpret it in a different way
because he uses terms like complaint (inaudible).

MR. BAKER: I was reading the court rules Mr.
Lanting, I don’t know what you’re saying about that but you
know, I just read you the court.

THE COURT: I can look at the Record of Actions
and see if there was something identified as a - other than
the citation.

MR. LANTING: I have (inaudible)

THE COURT: I can’t hear you any longer Mr.
Lanting.

MR. LANTING: (inaudible) I have a copy of the
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citation (inaudible).

THE COURT: Right.

MR. LANTING: (Cannot hear at all) The undersigned

says that on November 3%¢, 2020 at 1600 issued a citation to
Katherine (inaudible) Henry, checked the box CI, apparently
scratched it out, checked misdemeanor, on (inaudible) .552
trespassing.

THE COURT:  Okay.

MR. LANTING: That would be the citation.

THE COURT: Alright. That’s what I was asking,
and that’s fine so we have the complaint and then that is
what you’re relying upon for the complaining document?

MR. LANTING: No, I am not.

THE COURT: What?

MR. LANTING: I'm saying maybe we had filed a
complaint but it doesn’t make a difference.

THE COURT: Well if you - in any event, in regard
the complaining document I’'m going to indicate that the
People have until - if indeed they intended to file anything
other than the citation they can file no later than April
14th,

Next?

(MR. BAKER MUTED)

THE COURT: You’ re muted Mr. Baker.

MR. LANTING: Well I would like Mr. Baker to
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respond also in a similar fashion. That he acknowledges that
he received a copy of that citation.

MR. BAKER: I did your Honor receive a copy of that
citation. It does not comply with MCR 6.101 and I would move
for dismissal --

MR. LANTING: Well -

MR. BAKER: -- for dismissal if that’s what he’s
relying on as the complaint.

THE COURT: If they wish to proceed with anything
or they want to file anything else they have until April 14t
to do that.

Let’s go to the next issue.

MR. LANTING: Your Honor could I object?

THE COURT: Well alright, what is your objections?

MR. LANTING: I'm here for a motion to compel
discovery.

THE COURT: Correct.

MR. LANTING: Mr. Baker apparently filed a motion

to compel discovery, says your Honor I want you to compel

Aq CEVNEELR

discovery on the citation. Now he acknowledges to us that N
had a copy of it. Then his response is a motion to dismiss.
That’s a totally different motion.

THE COURT: The - I'm not hearing any motion to
dismiss at this point in time.

MR. LANTING: I just want to make it clear for the
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fact is apparently Mr. Baker or a motion to compel discovery
was filed to compel something that they acknowledge that they
have. That constitutes a frivolous motion.

THE COURT: QOkay.

MR. LANTING: I just want to make it clear from the
record that they have no motion to dismiss and there
certainly have been no bar or rule or statute which they rely
on. They just offered up a motion to dismiss.

Thank you your Honor, I apologize.

THE COURT: I understand what you’re saying and if
they decide to do a motion they’re going to have to do a
motion and follow the court rules on it. I’'m just trying to
get through what’s going to be a rather lengthy motion here
so that I want to make sure that we are able to proceed with
it. If indeed there’s going to be another charging document
other than the citation issued in this matter it would need
to be filed on or before April 14%h,

Next issue?

MR. LANTING: Alright, thank you your Honor.

THE COURT: Mr. Baker you’re muted.

MR. BAKER: Your Honor I'm sorry.

MR. LANTING: Just to make inquiry. The Court
inquired of Mr. Baker what is it - what discovery are you
trying to compel?

THE CQOURT: Well I’'m trying to get to that point.
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MR. LANTING: Okay. He indicated the citation
which now he acknowledges he has, secondly a police report.
Well I have a proof of service for which I hope was filed
with the court, I assume it was, that on February 11" we
provided a police report and (inaudible) supplement number
two, original, supplemented by (inaudible), and a (inaudible)
six pages. So we have filed a proof of service regarding the
police report.

THE COURT: Mr. Baker?

MR. BAKER: Your Honor Ms. Henry has better
knowledge as far as what was received and not if I could turn
that over to her to respond to Mr. Lanting?

MR. LANTING: (inaudible). I’m not familiar with a
proceeding that a person who 1is represented by an attorney

and that person is the one who is doing the arguing.

AIFO3d

THE COURT: Well wait a minute.

MS. HENRY: I -

THE COURT: The situation here is that Mr. Baker
is co-counsel. The defendant is an attorney in pro per. Eg

MS. HENRY: Yes your Honor, and if I may. The 5?

N

police report that I did get was heavily redacted and it did()'

O

not contain all of the pieces that he just referenced. But >
in addition to that it’s (inaudible) my motion, I very
clearly articulated what was being asked of the entire

discovery request has been unanswered. So I would ask toda
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for the entire discovery reguest be answered line by line
which is now required under 6.101 E. The court rule changed
in October so for the prosecutor to sit there and say that my
request is not based on a statute or court rule, the brief
that I submitted goes through all of statutes and court
rules.

THE COURT: Wait a minute, stop.

(NOISE IN BACKGROUND)

THE COURT: Okay, go. There’s some work being
done outside.

MS. HENRY: Oh.

(NOISE)

THE COURT: Alright. So -

(NOISE)

MS. HENRY: I don’t - I'm asking --

(NOISE) A

i m

MS. HENRY: Should I wait a sec your Honor? @)

M

THE COURT: Alright. Please proceed. :E

MS. HENRY: (inaudible) I apologize, but I'm just Eg

pointing out to the prosecutor that until October of this ég

last year discovery in misdemeanors was optional. However,
starting in October the court rules was amended so 6.610 E
now requires the prosecution to automatically do discovery of
6.201 B and because I made a request for the disclosure under

6.209 A the new court rule says that that also applies in

11
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misdemeanor cases. So if there is a particular item in that
discovery request that I’ve asked for then the prosecution is
required to respond to that request and so state that that
particular item doesn’t exist. If it does exist it’'s
supposed to be turned over. I not only sent the request in
February, February 15%h, but I also said a follow up -
another follow up on March 29" and got absolutely zero
response. So I’'m not sure why the prosecution would even be
arguing that they don’t have to comply when it’s clear under
the court rule to provide everything that I have asked for in
my discovery request, item by item, or to say it doesn’t
exist item by item.

But I think 6.201 J allows for a court to order
when there is a violation of the discovery rule, (inaudible)
this Court (inaudible) that any evidence or witnesses that’s
not disclosed to defendant, can be ordered excluded from thejj
trial. In addition to that court rule that (inaudible)
violation (inaudible). So I would ask your Honor that the
information be disclosed by the date I put in my request fo
the motion hearing, I would ask that any (inaudible) not
disclosed to me by that date would then be excluded from
trial and I would ask for any other appropriate sanctions
(inaudible) in the matter of (inaudible) .

THE COURT: Mr. Lanting?

MR. LANTING: Yes, your Honor. I am looking at

12
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defendant’s request for discovery consisting of 20 paragraphs
dated February 15%®, So if we’re talking about those 20
paragraphs in an attempt to move this along I would ask for
two weeks we can re-set this for hearing and we can do a i
written response to those 20 paragraphs.

THE COQURT: Okay. Ms. - I'm fine with that. You
had an opportunity to respond to it at this point in time but
alright. I don’t know who is speaking now. Is it going to
be Mr. Baker or is it going to be Ms. Henry, but Mr. Lanting
obviously is disagreeing with some of the requests, whether

or not they exist or not. He’s indicating that he’ll provide

written - either provide the discovery I'm presuming, or a
response to the request in 2 weeks. It seems to me to be
reasonable. We certainly - I will note just for the sake of
a time frame here and whether or not there’s going to be
concern about this, obviously the April 28th trial date is
not going to be able to proceed considering the Covid

positivity rates in Allegan County, so we’ll have to be re-

ddAIdO3d

scheduling the jury trial.
What I will do then, and it seems - and let me askég

this, this is what I'm going to do. I'm going to re-set thi%%

O

matter for hearing in 2 weeks and I'm alsc going to ask - in:I>
all of the motions that has already been, you know, provided 91

to the Court, that’s fine, it’s going to be considered for

the — on the - in 2 weeks, you don’t have to supplement that

13
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unless you deem it necessary to do so. But, I would ask
prior to that hearing Mr. Lanting, I don’t know who it is
that - it will be Ms. Baker or Ms. Henry, at least have some
sort of a break out to discuss those issues upon which can be
agreed so that we can focus on the issues that do need
adjudication in regard to this Court’s input. Can I get that
commitment from the parties pleases?

MS. HENRY: I'm fine with answering any questions
the prosecutor might have about what the information is, but
I'm not sure — I’m willing, I’m just not sure what exactly
you will be looking from me because I just want the requests
answered, so if there’s something that doesn’t exist I'm not
saying that they have to fabricate something, they can
certainly just write that particular item doesn’t exist.

THE COURT: So you’re saying that you would have
that conversation and that’s fine. What is your question of
me?

MS. HENRY: Obviously I just don’t know what
exactly would be asked of me, but I don’t have any problem

communicating with the prosecutor’s office, that’s fine.

i

NV SE V-G T202/CcT/S VOO

THE COURT: Alright, that’s what we’re asking.
don’t know either because I’m not going to be the attorney
drafting the response or providing the discovery request.

So we’ll set the matter for hearing in 2 weeks at

11400 a.m.
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MR. LANTING: Thank you, your Honor.

MS. HENRY: One more question your Honor?

THE COURT: Yes?

MS. HENRY: I have just one more gquestion. I have
asked the prosecutor’s office to please respond to me via
email as it would be much more timely situation and
Administrative Order 2020-1 and 2020-19 service is supposed
to be made electronically for these items for the Covid stuff
that we’re dealing with, so instead of waiting for the mail
on any particular thing I would ask that the prosecutor’s
office send me the documents by email rather than by snail
mail.

THE COURT: I guess that’s something you could ask
Mr. Lanting, she’d like to have things done by email.

MR. LANTING: I will (inaudible) that request your
Honor.

THE COURT: Alright.

MS. HENRY: Your Honor according to 2020-19 it’'s
not optional at this point. The prosecutor’s office is
directed under that to serve everything electronically if at
all possible, and certainly a discovery request (inaudible)
it’s possible to ignore that email.

THE COURT: So note the file Mr. Lanting,

MR. LANTING: Thank you.

THE COURT: Alright, set the matter in 2 weeks.

1.5
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MS. HENRY: Thank you, your Honor.

(At about 11:28 a.m. these proceedings concluded)
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Allegan, Michigan.

April 22, 2021 - at about 11:02 a.m.

(Court, counsel and all parties present)

THE COURT: Alright. Mr. Baker you appear to be
muted right now. Mr. Rhoa lets go ahead and call the case.
The People of the State of Michigan versus Katherine Lindsey
Henry, 20-3569-SM. Let’s have appearances please.

MR. RHOA: Jeff Rhoa for the People.

MR. BAKER: Robert Baker for Ms. Henry.

MS. HENRY: I am Katherine Henry in pro per
(inaudible) .

THE COURT: Okay. Alright. So we have a motion
to compel discovery and a response. It seems to be rather
substantial reply to discovery. I guess we can allow Mr.
Baker do you wish to proceed or Ms. Henry do you wish to
proceed with the requests that you are asking?

MS. HENRY: Yes, your Honor. I don’t know if it’s
possible but is it possible to have the video showing whoeve
is speaking so I controi the -

MR. BAKER: (inaudible)

MS. HENRY: CQkay. Yes your Honor, the discovery
request, the answer that I received was not sent until 4:45
p.m. last night and didn’t really (inaudible) to go through
it but in going through it there’s so many key pieces that

are missing that the prosecutor under the Court Rule should
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